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 I have called Zionism once as an endless״
ideal, and I truly believe that even after 
we gain our land, Eretz Yisrael, it will not 
cease to be an ideal; for Zionism as I see 
it incorporates not only the aspiration to a 
plot of a promised land for our miserable 
people, but also an aspiration for a moral 
and spiritual wholeness.״
Herzl, Theodore, Bifnei Am VeOlam
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On Kaf-Tet Be’November (Novermber 29th), 1947, the UN General Assembly voted on and passed 
Resolution 181, the UN Partition Plan for Palestine. This day signifies the beginning of the implementation of 
Theodor Herzl’s vision for securing a country for the Jewish people, “a plot of promised land.”
Today in Israel, Kaf-Tet Be’November commemorates the UN General Assembly’s decision to end the British 
Mandate, and to establish two states in that territory - one Jewish and one Arab. Ironically, although the 
UN voted Israel into existence, this date is often used to hold anti-Israel votes and resolutions at the UN 
headquarters in both New York and Geneva.
Anti-Israel rhetoric, undermining the very right of Israel to exist, is also heard in varying settings around the 
world. This criticism comes from Jews and non-Jews alike. Increasingly, there are more Jews in the diaspora, 
especially amongst the younger generation, who choose to ignore or sever the connection between their 
Jewish identity and the Jewish State – the State of Israel. Over the years their relationship to Israel has 

changed from being a source of pride to one that causes them embarrassment and discomfort.
We seek to challenge the negative discourse on Israel, through the examination of one of the most significant dates in the history of the 
Jewish people in modern times - “Kaf-Tet Be’November”.
The Beit Ha’am program was developed by the World Zionist Organization’s Department for Diaspora Activities with the intention of 
encouraging dialogue about the meaning of Zionism in the 21st century, whether the Zionist vision has been accomplished, and what is the 
role of the State of Israel for those who live abroad, and what is the shared vision. By using diverse content, including traditional and modern 
texts, movie clips, works of art, games, etc. We wish to promote a vibrant, critical, and relevant discussion concerning elements of Zionist 
identity in the 21st century.
The program invites its participants to discuss questions regarding personal, religious and philosophical identity, and to explore the meaning 
of political independence for the people living in Zion, and the reciprocal relationship between Jews who live in Israel and those who live in 
the Diaspora. This is an opportunity for everyone, regardless of prior knowledge, to learn, think, discuss, contemplate, and become familiar 
with what Zionism means to him or her.
“Beit Ha’am” contains 12 different activity booklets on different subjects. The Beit Ha’am program currently exists in Hebrew, English, 
Spanish and Portuguese, and can be translated into other languages upon request. The program is suitable for a range of ages and variety 
of local needs and different communal issues. In addition, the Department produces educational materials for special dates and holidays.
The staff members of the Department for Diaspora Activities are at your service for assisting you in planning seminars, long term courses, 
training local Beit Ha’am facilitators and group leaders, as well as providing professional facilitators for your community. We will be happy to 
receive feedback, comments and ideas that may help us continue to further develop tools to enhance the Zionist narrative. 

We wish you a fruitful and meaningful experience,
Gusti Yehoshua Braverman, Head of the Department for Diaspora Activities
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Taking Jewish Diaspora into consideration: To what extent? – Rabbi Dr. Donniel Hartman (President of 
the Hartman Institute in Jerusalem) - July 19th, 2010
“To what extent must Israel take into account the beliefs, concerns, and ideologies of those who do not live in Israel?
(…) Israel and world Jewry today are at a crossroads in which each (…) has to decide whether we are going to 
continue to function as (…) a part of one nation and one people (…).
For world Jewry, the key question is (…) whether they are willing to take a leap of loyalty in which their commitment 
to Israel as a critical and essential part of their modern Jewish lives is strong and secure.
Such a commitment, far from demanding agreement, in fact encourages debate and criticism. It requires a commitment 
to Israel not as it is, but as it ought to be, and a willingness to invest in creating such an Israel.
(…) Israel, as the homeland of the Jewish people, can no longer claim a self- evident, essentialist argument for its 
necessity for the future of Jewish survival, or for that matter its birthright as the leader of world Jewry and world 
Judaism. The future of the relationship between Israel and world Jewry is not dependent on claims of necessity but 
rather of meaning and importance. (…) If Israel is to have a role in their lives, it must earn it. To earn it, Israel must be 
a place where religious pluralism and diversity reign.
It must be a place where the various Judaisms of the Jews have footholds and a place of respect. It must be a place 
where our foreign and military policies are morally and Jewishly defensible. It must be a place where the impact of our 
policies on world Jewry is an integral part of our
political deliberations.”

The Jewish Voice: The right of Diaspora Jewry to exert their 
influence on policy-makers in Israel

1. Hartman writes: “The future of the relationship
    between Israel and world Jewry is dependent
    on claims of meaning and importance.” - What
    meaning and commitment do you think should 
    be infused in order to maintain and even 
    strengthen the relationship between Israel and
    the Diaspora?
2. Do you agree with Donniel Hartman’s opinion 
    that the Israeli government needs to consider 
    the impact of its decisions on Diaspora Jewry?
    Why?
3. Why 'If Israel is to have a role in the lives of
    Diaspora Jewry, it must earn it'? Why can it not 
    be a part of the lives of Diaspora Jewry without
    “prior conditions”?
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Excerpts from an open letter from Ronald S. Lauder, President of the World Jewish Congress, to Ehud Olmert, 
Prime Minister of Israel and former Mayor of Jerusalem - January 8, 2008 (prior to imminent discussions on 
the future of Jerusalem):
“As a former Mayor of Jerusalem and defender of the Holy City you know how important Jerusalem is to the identity of 
the Jewish people. Our people streamed back to their ancient capital, re-establishing their majority here. (…) The words, 
“Next year in Jerusalem,” were on the lips of our people in the darkest days of our recent history and at our most joyous 
moments as well. As you know Jerusalem is at the core of Jewish identity. (…) Jerusalem has been both the capital of 
Israel and the capital of the entire Jewish people for 3,000 years. While recognizing Israel’s inherent prerogatives as a 
sovereign state, it is inconceivable that any changes in the status of our Holy City will be implemented without giving the 
Jewish people, as a whole, a voice in the decision!”

Shlomo Avineri, Professor of Political Science at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, responds to Ronald 
Lauder: Who constitutes ‘the Jewish people as a whole’ and what does Israeli sovereignty really mean? 
Jerusalem Post, January 13th, 2008
Dear Mr. Lauder,
I am responding to your open letter to Prime Minister Olmert on the issue of Jerusalem, in which you expressed the 
concern of Jews everywhere about the future of Israel’s capital.

(…) The normative issue is very simple: Why should “the Jewish people as a whole” have a voice only in this decision 
regarding the future of Israel? (…) Why shouldn’t it participate in every controversy which may affect the life, status and 
feeling of Jews outside of Israel?
 

MOREOVER, all of Jerusalem is now under Israeli rule as the consequence of the Six Day War. Should “the Jewish people 
as a whole” have been consulted before Israel decided to go to war, and should this be the case in future? (…) What 
gives you the moral right to participate in the decision about the ultimate outcome of war? Power without responsibility 
is immoral and unconscionable.
 

The voice of Diaspora Jews should be heard and seriously considered by Israel. But it is the essence of the revolution 
which the establishment of Israel brought about in Jewish life that in Israel Jews now have sovereign power. This power 
resides only in those who live here, share the burden of citizenship by paying taxes and serving in the army, and will have 
to live with the consequences of their sovereign decisions.
Those of you in the Diaspora who feel so strongly about these issues have always been free to join us here, in the free
    land of the Jews. I respect your choice not to live in Israel; but this choice entails you to realize that you are not part 
    of the sovereignty of the Jewish people as incarnated in Israel. You can’t have it both ways.
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1. Do you agree with Mr. Ron Lauder or Prof. Shlomo Avineri? Why?
2. Both Avineri and Hartman raise the issue of morality.
    Do you agree with Avineri’s claim that “power without responsibility is
    immoral and unconscionable”?
    Do you agree with Hartman’s claim, that “if Israel wants to have an
    essential part in Jewish life in the Diaspora, it must be a place where 
    our policies are morally (…) defensible”? 
    Who can determine what is moral? What is moral in your eyes?
    According to Avineri, what will make the Jewish Diaspora to be moral?
    According to Hartman, what will make the State of Israel moral?
3. Avineri asks, “why should “the Jewish people as a whole” have a voice
    only in the decision regarding the future of Jerusalem”? Why shouldn’t
    “the Jewish people as a whole” also have a voice in deciding issues of
    state and religion in Israel? What about the question of “who is a Jew”?
    Do you think the Jewish Diaspora should have a voice only on certain
    issues? Which issues? What are your guiding lines when answering 
    these questions?
4. Try to think of a way where the Jewish Diaspora can influence 
    Israeli policy in a way that will satisfy both sides?
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Don’t Call Me a People  
Lyrics and Music: Shalom Hanoch

If you pass through our neighborhood 
You’ll see there on the wall an old graffito
“May the Lord save me from Faith”
There is no Chosen People
There are only individuals
Not everyone is stupid and not everyone admits

They are Jews, and they are Jews
A man remains a man
Don’t call me a People.
(…)

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0Le2uuLQkNI

The Jews
Yehuda Amichai

Some time ago, I met a beautiful woman
Whose grandfather performed my circumcision
Long before she was born. I told her,
You don’t know me and I don’t know you
But we are the Jewish people,
Your dead grandfather and I the circumcised and you the 
beautiful granddaughter
With golden hair: We are the Jewish people.

Jewish Peoplehood: Between Man and People

1. How do you feel about the part in Hanoch’s
    song: “There is no Chosen People.  There are only
    individuals”?
2. In contrast, Amichai writes, “You don’t know
    me and I don’t know you, but we are the Jewish 
    people”. Are there elements that make Jews “one
    people”? What are they?  What is the meaning of
    being a “people”?  What does it require?  What
    does it provide? What else?
3. “A man remains a man”, and “There are only
    individuals”, Where do you see yourself on 
    the spectrum between being a “people” and an
    “individual”.
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Letting expatriates vote - a blow to Israeli Zionism – Prof. Shlomo Avineri - Haaretz - April 24th, 2012
Nobody today would dare propose giving hundreds of thousands of Israelis living abroad the right to vote for the 
Knesset. Everyone understands that such a step is neither democratic nor Zionist. Undemocratic because it gives the 
right to take part in political decisions to people who will not bear the consequences. Non-Zionist because it would 
blur the significant distinction between Israel and the Diaspora and legitimize leaving the country.
 
A more modest proposal is being made these days - to give the vote only to Israelis who have been abroad less than 
four years, providing they declare their intent to return to Israel. In reality, though, the matter is more complicated:
(…) What does the period “four years” mean - since the Israeli left the country, or since he last visited? (…) Then there 
is the issue of the declaration of “intent to return to Israel”. Is there any way to verify such intent?

The Voice of Israelis: The right of Israelis living abroad to vote in 
Knesset elections
The law that is in place today allows Israelis to vote while living abroad only in special circumstances. The world 
is changing. Globalization, which has characterized the beginning of the 21st century, has led some to claim that 
it is time to reconsider this law.

1. What is the underlying difference between
    Professor Avineri and Ben-Atar’s articles? What
    is the main moral pillar in each of the articles,
    and which one is easier for you to identify with?
    Why? Is it possible that both are correct? If so,
    how can this dispute be resolved?
2. In your opinion, is it important to differentiate
    between Jews who were born outside of
    Israel, and Israelis who emigrated overseas, with
    respect to the type of their influence on the
    Israeli government? Why?

The legislative proposal simply throws 
sand in the public’s eyes. Moreover, since 
we know how things work here, once the 
floodgates open we will find ourselves on a 
slippery slope. In time maybe someone will 
propose that proof of “affiliation to Israel” 
suffices - visits, maybe real estate holdings 
(owning an apartment that is rented out, for 
example). After all, the imaginative powers 
of the Jewish genius are limitless.
 
    In brief, (…) any change of the current
     situation, even minimal, would damage
    justice, democracy and Zionism.
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Let Israelis abroad vote - Moshe Ben-Atar - Haaretz April 16th, 2012
“According to a study that we commissioned, scores of Western countries, including the United States and many 
European nations, extend suffrage to their expatriate citizens, as do many Asian and African countries. (…) The 
right to vote should be extended to all, irrespective of religion, race or sex, as provided by Israel’s Declaration of 
Independence. Such a policy would show a desire by the state to bring all of its citizens closer to their homeland, 
to invest an effort in tightening their ties to Israeli society and the state, and to encourage their return in the future.
 
An increasing number of Israelis live abroad. The state can no longer ignore the need to reexamine its relationship 
with this important group. Future policy must focus on maintaining their links to the country, and the right to vote is 
part of this.
 
This is a call to Israelis who are a part of us. We seek to strengthen their connection, and their children’s connection, 
to Israel; I estimate their number to be in the tens of thousands. Many of them served in the Israel Defense Forces 
and went abroad because the global economic crisis prevented them from finding work in Israel.

The poster sign: “I would like to vote too.”



9

 
 

Ein li eretz acheret 
Gam im admati bo'eret 
Rak mila be'ivrit 
choderet el orkai el nishmati -
Beguf ko'ev, belev ra'ev 
Kan hu beiti -- 

Lo eshtok 
ki artzi shinta et paneha 
Lo avater lehazkir la 
Ve'ashir kan be'ozneha 
Ad shetifkach et eineha 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=T_EuD1rt44k
I HAVE NO OTHER COUNTRY  / EIN LI ERETZ ACHERET
LYRICS: Ehud Manor / MUSIC: Corine Alal

 
I have no other country
even if my land is aflame
Just a word in Hebrew
pierces my veins and my soul - 
With a painful body, with a hungry heart,
Here is my home

I will not stay silent 
because my country changed her face
I will not give up reminding her 
And sing in her ears 
until she will open her eyes

1. Ehud Manor’s poem speaks about Israel.
    Do you also feel like him that “I have no other
    country”?  What is Israel to you?
2. “I won't be silent because my country has
    changed her face. I will not give up reminding
    her”.  What do you think is the “change”?  Is
    it for better or worse?  What are you ready to
    do so Israel “will open her eyes”?  Is this your
    responsibility?  Whose job is it?  Why?


