their cam soversign State.” This suggests that
the lewash people, like ony natiom, have a nat-
ural nght b seli=determimaton amd, for this
remson, the Jews deserve n o sinte, These tvwa rea-
sons, natvonnl, even ethmic in soope, mdonm the
Low of Eeturn’™s declorabon that “every Jew
has the mght o come o this country ns an
alele ' — that Tsmael is o eountry For all Jews by
wirhue of karthmght nlone — n place lor Jews ke
hath immagrate nrd emigmie io,

In fnct, Israel s defimtion of who gualifies
ms n “Jew™ 15 not holnkhac, but 15 mstead en-
tirely ethmic. In halakhah, a Jew 15 either n con-
vert or the chald af o Jewish mother, Hovwever,
thee 1970 amendmient io the Low ol Eeturn ax-
pands the defimition of “Jew™ (o include: “n
non=Jew who s either the child or grandchild
of & Jew, the spouse ol Jews ar the spouse of o
child ar gmndchaldd of a Jow, ™

The troushle wrth thas ethme detimbaen of

“lewash™ is the peaple 11 excludes
seant nem=Jlesash populations whae lHve within
lsmel’s barders inclheding, Ambs, Dure, even
loreign workers, Dlespite the lact that in the
Declamtion o the Stnte of Ismel, the coumtry
pledaes i “ersure camplete equality of social
and pelitical mghis o all its inhabitants irre-
spective of rehigion, mea ar sex; it will guors
freedom  of  religion,  conscience,
Innguage, education and culture,” this has not
heen the ease. Dhe facio, the mincrities in [zreel
are treated ns second-clnss citizens, they suffer
severe diserimination on all levels, tend 1o be
among the country s mast poor and least edu-
cated. This reality elearly conflicts with the
demoeratic values of protecting minarify rights
and upholding eivil liberties,

Beeyvond nusbonl ancestry, there are other
components that contribute 1o making a group
of people a natien. These include a common
Innguage, histery aod culture, In dhis context,
Isrnel’s “Jewishiness" rebers o the Hebrew ban-
gunge, thowsamds of vears of history and g rich
cultwre, However, defining “Jewish™ along
these lines need not ignore the et that He-
brew, until the last century, was a dead lan-
gunge, Instend, Jews predominantly speke, in
addition 1o the languages of the areas they
lived, Yiddish and Ladino. A fher two thousand
vears of exile, with Jews spread throughout the
glebe, it is diffieald to claim s common histars,
let alene a mwtunl memory. And, further, thers
i5 e single “Fewish culture™ — the eulture of a
Pelish Jew is very different, even unharmm-
ni¢us with that of o Tunisian Jew: In faet, it's
only the religieos fexis and traditions thai trolby
unite all Jews,

Meverheless, even if 8 commaen culture
miight be forged and & similar histenieal narra-
tive that unites all Jews written. these would
niol speak o the non-Jews living in [srael, In-
stend, these attitudes, even the Hebrew lan-
gunge, tend to sideline non-Tewish lsmaelis ina
way that not only enuses discamfor, but even
leads to diseriminatien, n Matand challenges
e state’s demecratic character,

Evidemtly, defining “Jewish™ is no simple
fent s determining its compatibility with
demaercy even more diflficuli, What emerges
from this analvsis is that according te the
alprementicned definitions, “Jewish™ and “de-
mezeratic” can never be entirely compatible, 2i-

the sigmif-

aniee

theer compeeptually or practically. Despuie thes me
weapable reality, lirel will never coase to be
ather a Jewish or demeocratie state. sl was
foimded on e pillar of Jewash natwnboeod m
b Jewash hormsland and s enbing political
aystem s demworatic v the procedural sense
and 115 inshiutions commatted o democrcy m
all af vis hiberal conmstations Consequently, a
myirne productive guestion 15! how might [eael
acl 1o pacity the raging conflicl between ats
“lewash™ asd “demoeratic” souls? Undoubt-
wdly, the most conatructive courss of action
would be the separation betwoen religaon amd
abate — U immsediate privatizateon of the Bab-
bate and abolition of all Laws halakhae in
sieepie. Baryorsd this, concerbed effors 1o pratec
lsrael s manomties, 15 arucial in upholding 1s-
rac] s densreratic characier. These advanoes are
bt astart, and wall hkely gradually roshope [s
radisly seetety s approaches to, af the very least,
Judaazan, diffement Baetions witlan Judaigm and
even non-Jews, Hewever, the total de-Jewih-
catwon of the state™s government amd stiin-
tioms, whale appealing from a democratic
perspeciive, 15 an impossibili, nsell te very
andithesis of all the country stands for — the
caumiry ‘s very namse brungs with il generabion”
wiarth of rehigious, mstomcal, political, even
spinbual bagoage.

Caitale Kletenik i a senior ol SO mugor
ing i Poditical Science and iy a Mmnaging Hd
e for Bool Hamevaser.

! Further arguments agmmst the unson of reh-
aeonn aned slate often focus onowhat Supreme
Courl Justoe Huge Black meant that the
“umon of govermment and relion tends o de-
abrey povernment and deg rde religron' [ Eagel
v barle, (1962750 The latter part ol thes guosia-
i 15 specally nedevant to [sael - that reh-
arenn has tursed indo a political ool and lsas
consequently bewn degraded . Anedber eloment
relevant 1s what James Madison wrole in 1414
i speakimg aboul Amenes that: “The devotion
of the people, have been mamfistly asereased
b the wtal separation of church from the
State.” This mught account For the Incncaang
seculanzon of Tl sociery,

I Lsibowate, Yeshayahu, ed. Elvezer Goldman.
S, Hrearan Valwes arad the Sewrish Stmte,
Cambmidge: Harvord University Press, 1552,
T would be remiss not 1o nobe that through
the Chiet Enbbinnte, Tsmel officinllv only nce
copls simctly Orthodos conversions, Prachi-
cally, this means that nan=Crrthedax eomverts
and their descendents nre unnble o make
Advnh unless they subamit o on Orthados cone
VErSIan.
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THE JEWISH NATIONAL
ORGANISM

Bz Simacha G

Ume ol the mast snlient themes i hadnism
i matioralizm, Our balidays commemarmie na-
tional episedes, Cur pravers are worded in the
plural, as we pray on behall of our patiossal
bretlmen. The bible s Gllsd with Giod's wonds
i the nation of Ismel, We are commonded s
e “a kingdom of priests ond o holy notion.™

What does it mean e be part of & nation?
Are we simply reliving the experiences of our
forefathers? Are we mers inheritors of a vast
trachition wheh we are bound 1o rehash amd-
Biessly® Dhawver have gt o e process? O,
tnke Enbbi S3oloveitchik’s dichatomy of Fale
amd Diestiny, dowe actively shape our national
future, inke desting inko our aom hamds, or drift
languidly without say i the seas of fate awail-
g o arrvval at oo predetermmmed end? The
answer b these questions depends on how we
unidersiand the concept of motienolism in Ju-
dlaizm,

Johann Goufried ven Herder, an 18 cen-
tury German philssopher. suggested a scein-
wgly  coumternitmtive theery, that viewed
mationsalism as an individual engamizm. Herder
helieved that & naton 15 compased of 8 con-
glemeration of many individuals; but, once
united, they produce a single hody called a na-
tion, with its own personality and identity; its
crwn past arwd future, Thas body. said Herder,
firllows the hife-oyele of a human 1 begins
with childhomd, advances 1o ndulthood ol
coneludes with elderliness,

Asher Evi Hirsch Ginsherg, more fa-
mualy kivown as Ahad ha-Am. one of the
mial eelebrated early Zioniat thinkers, a3 well
as a famws sssayast, appleed Hender 's national
coneepl o Judnism. In s essay “FPast nnd Fus
ture,” he begins by stating “as i the individual,,
sovin dhee nation.™ borrowing the image directly
from Herdes. he gogs on to list the thres stages
of the lite evele enumerated by Herder: clild-
hood, adultbeed and elderlmess.

Cimnsherg conbinues nnd inserts his oan
understnnding of the difterem stages. Life 150
halanee bebween tae dichotomous compae-
nenta; hope and memory, A child bas ne mem-
ories, no past b oreflect upon, but s consumed
by the hopes and pramuses off e futune, of th
many vears laoming enteingly i tbe mear nmd
chstant fufure. Incontrast, nn adult strikes n bal-
anee between these two elements, he stll has
hopsa for the futuss, but is firmly grounded in
il mycinorics amd experiences of his past, Fi-
nally, an older person las no more hopes for
the Tuture, ns his hife 1= coming 10 an end. [n-
stend, bie 15 lett 1o retlect upon the vast wealth
af memary he has secumulated over the course
of hi= life

Ginaberg pleads that we adopt the model

of sdultheod, A old nation fogused solely on

ihe past 15 worn oul, bred, amd drv of Dife.
Restudying the past hahitaally wathom ever md-
vanmcing ko the Twdure 15 simply a bew steps
away from natienal denth, At the same time,
Giinabserg coidenmng thoss whe “aeck mlvation
iina Fuiure nod commected with our Pasi."™ I1is
Ml prasl mwmories that fonn e foundation of
the mation; stk them, the nation lases ks
wdentity. Instend, we must seck guidonee from
aur Pasd, as we progress and advance to b Fu-
e,

All oo often we handicap ourselves by
aur fear of steppuig owtade the protective cone
fames oof the past. We fear the unbonowin, just as
we fear trampling upan the memanes that Feem
b wellspring of our raticnal identity. But it is
Just sueh g fear that Ginsberg dissolves, Pro-
greasvess aiwd ersativity ane nol deviations
from the past 10 15 the past thatl grounds our
progress and movement o the future.

The image umderving Herder s national
mrded i= e limited to the prodoct ereabed
fromn the grouping of the individuals; it alse
hel ps us uisderstand the rode of cach individual
within the conglonserate, Ralph Waldo Emer-
son, in s famous lecture “The American
Scholar,” desenbes this dynamic in the form ol
a fahle

“The old fable covers a doctring ever mew
and sublime; that there is Oiss Man — present te
all particular nwen only partially. or through one
farudiy: an that you must ake the whale seo-
v o find the whale mon, bon is et a farmer,
ar a prislessor, or an engineer, bt he is ol

Each individual has his own ahilities and
gilts with which to comntribube 1o and enrich so-
ciety, Thoughno ene is giffed in every way, -
gether the medivedual talents and sangulanties
wiork as puezle pieces and D together b creale
the “One Mon,” This ilea 15 staled succinetly
in dhe famous Rabhinie dictum it is ol vour
job e findsh the work. vet vou ane not fres o
digregard it cithes"™ Rather, one most con-
irnbate lis part 1o the whole, fill bis meshe, and
allavoy ooibeers ter 110 therrs”. Alome, o person meny
he productive; in Emerson’s words, he may be
“a good Linger, a neck, & stomach, an elbow,™
Bt b wall iever b “a man.™ The vasious ef-
forts comibae b creats an enbanosd and com-
il socely.

Wherens Cnsherg denls with the result o
the conglomemtion of individuals, Emerson
fecuses on the mole each individual plavs in
creating the whole, In Emerson's vision, the
rale of the individual is amplifiad; cach peraon
arves his unigque conimbution to the whaele, Or
i Enbka Hirseh's words “You, in vour himated
carele, ns anarkdivadonl, con fuldill the very insk
ihent, on & larger seale, eonstitules the mission
af your entire natien,™" The individual's mis-
A is by contribute his specialtics te the na-
tion, and the naikm's massen s o further s
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