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Chapter |

INTRODUCTION

"K#huue ig the perfect product of the contémpornry 5;szh
‘ Qnde;sjdc. Hn.xs a hoorlbh and maddened liLtle man‘ wﬁosé aQQI
is mcroly‘lele sum of ° i‘Ls angt':rs, who vsucu_:eds :i"n ‘Lh/c ‘strr_‘.cL
because he belongs in iﬂe gﬁttér ‘ ; ; Whét durk fofﬁes in-tﬂé
Jewish commuuity, in lsracl and in the United %Lanq conspired to
create the first Jew who may ‘b prop(r}y compared to the hl?lﬁvnll
The evaluatlon by Leon Wieseltiar im a recent issuu.of IQS>NQ§
ESEEEliE i1s npot an unéammon one. As leader of the Jewish Defense
L%&éue (ﬁcuceforth JDL), and more recently éf the rédi&al Isracli
party, Kach (mu&ning "Thus!"), Meir Kahane has Loﬁxl LLh,ly evoked
\uch angry dpnunriatlons Kahane's ieaCLionary brand of extre;
mlsm, inflammatory rhétorlc -and willingnoss to’ugervgélepﬁé hﬂve
made him an  casy tarp;t for the jdurnﬁllsts, poiigééians,) Qnd
rabbis whom he appalls. But merely offendxng soc;ot& S‘mainst;eam
does not automatically gqualify Kahane for scholarly ihvescigation;
Kahane i$ not important because he repulses mo;t Amcrican Jews and
Israelis, but because ﬁis:curéér ¢can help Qs to better uudersLaud
the nature of radical groups and the dangerslthky p6ﬁe to‘dcmograa

cies. In addition, the unique reaction provoked by Kahane in

Israel provides a previously inaccessible vantage point from which -

! Leon Wieseltier, "The Demons of the Jews", The New Republic,
November 11, 1985, p.15. : -



to view Israeli polities as a whole.

. Rahane's career provides a rare and valuable case study of
right-wing Jewish extremism. Since Kahane has practiced his phi-
losophy of Jewish chauvinism in two environments, the United
States uand lsrael, his fate provides a test case of the compara-
tive character of democratic. polities faced with a right-wing
extremist challenge. Moreover, in the case of Israel, the extre-
m_iét dyuamicé exposed by-K.’_l.ﬂ:'_lll(“ lead us to conclusions about the
fof ﬂgbchv of 1lsraeli politics. In particular, Kahane's career.
héfpﬁ us LQ explain a paradox in Isrnvl'n( political history,
:namulyl despite the fact Lhalf Israeli political, economic, and
social structures should, according to the established positions
of pﬁlitfunl sociology, provide fertile ground for ngrumism,
extremist challenges before Kahane were both rare and compara-
tively mild. Tsrael's mild domestic political history can only be
understood by looking beneath those structural variables to the
underlying political eculture. Democracy in Israel owes its sta-
bility to an é]mOSL unquestioned -set of abstract values including
the commitment to a Jewish democracy and to the Zionist dream of
creating a morally exemplary state. Most importantly, this Yalue
consensus  set  limits .of acceptability 'on policical di;courSC,
limits which, before Kahane, were inviolable. Without this polit-
ical culture, it is unlikely that lsraeiVCOuld.havc remained free
from radical challenges for so long.

As T will demonstrate, Israel's democracy depends so hcaqily on

political culture that Kahane's explicit rejection of the value
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consensus is a serions threat. After many years of relative
obscurity, historical circumstances have provided Kahane with. a
sympathetic constituency on the fringe of lsraeli sqcicLy. If his
ideas grow more prominent, there is a danger that fsrael's value
consensus may erode to the point where it could no longer preserve
political stability. Thus, an analysis of Kahane is neceded, mnot
only to shed light on the politics of extremism, but aiso to eval-
uatellsrau]'s history of and future-prospects for democratic stas
bility. V

In an aLLumpL to cover all of these issues in proper depth and
detail,«ﬁﬁfh essay hqs been divldvd into distinct chapters organ-
ized for amalytical rather than chronelogical reasons.

The second chapter. details the current mainstream Jsraeli
response to Kahane. Particularly since the 1984 eclections, the
Israeli establishment has united in an effort to check Kohane's
acceptance.  The Jerusalem Post aptly captured the spirit behind
this cffort when ir wrote, "Within this aura of deepening polari-
zaticn there would secem to be one area of consensus: a widespread
sense of revulsion over the emergence of a one=man faction which
unabashcdlylrngls in representing Jewish racism; Meir Kahane's
FEEDHZ Not only is the establishment repulsed by Kahane, it has
mobilized a panoply of counter-Kahane aﬁtidotés: The rationale
behind these measures is, of course, to render impotgnt Kahane 's
threat to Isracli democ[ﬂcy,- The irony is that thjs atback is 50
severe that it has overstepped the conventional bounds of demos

cratic polities in Israel, Thus, in the name of safeguarding

e

Jerusalem Post July 27, 1984, p.1.



4
democratic freedoms-in Israel, the establishment has singled ‘out
Kahane in an effort to abridge his enjoyment of those freedoms.
As will be demcnstrated in the final chapter, the excessive meas -~
ures employed against Kahane reflect, more accurately than any
opinion poll could, the nature of the Israeli political Cﬁltute“
Rahane evokes such a disproportionate response becaunse he 9ff“nd5'

‘ F-h:\.”coro. set of values upon which Israeli democracy dap(znlds ':: =
hfdnjy after wn-undersLand Kahane's idcologylcan it be-e¥aminud'
 §§ a direct and unprecedented challenge to the Israeli political
:Fulture warranting such an atteck. Accordingly, the third chapter
traces Xahane's wor ldview begi;ning with some of the formative
QKPUIiHHCu$ of his childhood and adolescence, A summary of
Kahane's formal ideology follows, with special emphasis on how he
usurps the symbolism of Revisionist Zionism for the sake of legit-
imacy in the eyes of the right-~wing constituency he wishes to
attract. In order to complete this .composite picture of Kahane,
the scvcond chapter alseo includes an analysis of his distinguishing

personality traits and obsessions. By their very nature, these

characteristies are fiearly impossible to definitively document,
and, as g result, the discussion consists of my own impressions
" based upon perscnal interviews, analyses of speeches, ana exposure
to his written materialg. Finally, once this detailed énalysis is .
epmb]éte. it will be possible to characterize Kahane's location
-on the political spectrum. I argue that he, aloug wi;h-such fig-.
ures as Ayatollah Khomeini, is part of a new political traditiom
of religious totalitarianism, and that it is misleading. to label

him simply as a2 fascist.



No essay about a political movement can omit a discussion of
how it translates ideclogy iuto practice. Consequently, the
fourth chapter chronicles the modest but instructive rise and fall
of the JDL. in America between 1968 and Kahane's aliyah (immigra-
tion to Israel) in late 1971. As part of that amalysis, 1 assess
the impact of historical contingcthes on the JDL's prominence and
later decline. In particular, when Kalane formed the JDL, it.
fillcd a wvital function for Lhoso isolated urban Jews that it
uLtr;utcd. Muﬁp importantlyy. “the fourth chqpter reveals how
Kahané'ﬁ own program and cgocuntricicy\uitimatu]y led to Lhe down-
faillgf Lhc‘JDL-in America. “in brief, Kuhone was unwilling to
relinquiﬁh the spotlight or Lo join forces with mainstrcam groups
on WHJOr iH%uén sqah as Soviet Jewry. As the mainstream picked up
his iSSUﬁS,-Kahdnn, like many extremists, became more radical in

order to differentiate himself from moderate groups. Eventually
this process propelleq the JDL to a level of rxtremism that alien-
ated many followers uud deeroyed the unity of the remaining mem-
bCIw. Kahane , porhnpb sensing. the impending disaster, moved to
Isracl just bvforc LhL JDL committed its most tragic act, a bomb-
ing which lnadvanonL]y leled an  innocent bystander and also
-pormannntly damnged the JDL's grassroots support. Finally, the
third chaptvr Jnclndoq a discussion about hew intrinsic structnral
11m1t“Ll°“q on e""il“Uﬂl‘\t groups in America prevent theixr sucecess.
Even if the JDL had targeted.a less parochial constituency, gtruc-

‘tur'} factors in American: society prevent the success of such

radical movements. For instance, che Black Panthers, contempora-



meous with the JDL, were stifled by the same limiting factors. In
contrast, as we will see in the final chapter, even though extreme
movements have been rare in Isxael, the struciural eavironment
thvfg actually promotes such movements.

~The fifth chapter concentrates omn Knhang's fate in Israel and
P{vadcs the answer to the oft-asked guestion, "How could someone
like Meir K.‘lhuuel be elected to Knesset?" As one k’OUld axpect,
Kahﬂhe's VYPCQHtIRUCCUS<CS;Qﬁﬂﬂotwbe traced to a single cﬂéulyﬁt~
RUChOf, as is so often the-case with historical quéstioﬁs. tyo
answer is to be tonnd:in‘a'canvallaLLon of factors which contrib-

3

uted

to his election. Among the factors discussed are: the gen-
eral shift to the right in Israeli politics, the exscerbation of

thé“idgolcgicul confiict betwren the Left and Right in Israel, the
chronically faltering economy, the war in Lebanon, and Lhe retire-
ment of Menachem Begin. Though Kahane's victory was gencrally
unexpected, most obsérvvrs have been even more surprised h} his
continuing HUrée of popularity. A Ma'ariv poll published in Janu-
ary 1985, Projected four Knesset seats forrkdhnnp if elections
were held immediately; by SaneﬁhQr 1985, thav. projection had
ris;ga_n to ten S(\tﬂts",.‘.ﬁvl:“ t}.lough clitn 1'5 PY""?‘IMY an exaggeriated
gdugé 5f Kahane's ticutoral power, it is important to identify the
factors contribht{ng to hi; growing populﬂr;Lyfr

Cnce the factors thch enabled Kahane to become so popular are
fully presented, a new and more prévocaLive guestion is pgbud in
the sixth chapter: ”ﬁﬁy hasn't an anti-Arab extremist like thﬁﬂa

arisen before 1in Israel?" The preponderance of the relevant



political science literature suggests that Israel should be hlnﬂly
susceptible to demagoguery and extremiswm, particularly anti-Arab
uxtpemism. The structure of the Israeli representational democ- .
racy, Israel's stage and rate of political and cconomic develop-
‘ment, hog highly idub\ongJI political rhetoric, and external
poiipical thruﬂLs all create a fertile atmosphere for political.
gxt?vminm. Add to this the sociological variables of the incom-
:Plctc integration of\Qrienﬁal Jews whose share of the populqtiéﬁ?
',:ig incrud§ing faster than Chc{r share of wealth and influehce; and
also the prﬁgnﬁcc of a.hostile Arab minority, énd the stage is sgt
‘for the riaé_éf radicalism.? ihe puradog is that, prior to Meir
Kahh"é- ISF&PI'S record is wirtually devoid of organized ﬁuti;ﬂrab
extremism :L,n~ the political redlm. In fact, Jewish extremist
groups ofiﬂny form have been rare, and they have all focused on
integrationist and. economic goals rather than the Arabs., The
resolution of this paradox requires us to refer back to the 5écond
chapter and our explanation for why the Israeli political Cb?ab'l1:
lishment has rvdctcd so violently to Kahauu
Both the OPPOJLtion to Kahane and. Lho absence of radical rlvht-
wing electoral challenges in Israel can be uxpluinnd, in greatr
part;/by‘ls;auli political culture.l Israeli péljtics. liké the
pelitics of any nation, is inextric ably steeped in the value orl—f

entatlons shaped by the collective history of the politicni

-actors. Im Israel, a broad consensus exists among the Jewish

i

® Throughout the essay, I wuse the term "Orientals" to refer to
those Jewish Israelis who emigrated from Middle Eastern or North
African countries, and the term "Buropeans' for those Israelis
with Furopean or American amcestry. 3
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population, bLoth European and Oriental, embracing the principles
of modernizatton, Zionism, and Jewish democracy. In addition, the
political and w=ocial elite of Israeli society, the Jews from
Burope, share the haunting anti-semitic legacy aof pogroms and Lhe
Holocaust. Not surprisingly then, Ysraeli politics reflects their
concern with the proper treatment of minoriLius, 

:0f cdurse, not all segments of the population are cqually‘éom-
mitted to each and every pillar of the political culture. Orien-
tal Jews, for instance, umigrated from Arab -1ands gr other?
‘uﬁtﬁexitarian‘mugimes,‘und therefore cannot be cxpnchd to iden-
l‘ify as strongly with democratic valu&s and minority rights. It
is mo surprise that public opinion polls show that Orientals haz-
bor greater nationalism, stronger anti-Arab sentiments, and a
weaker commitment to the sanctity of democracy than Ruropeans.
Until now, those sentiments remained unexpressed since the polivi-
cal eculture in Israel includes a heretofore unbroken fabqo
against the blatant challenge of democratic legitimacy or of the
basic rights of minorities. Kahane claims th;t Israel must choose
between being a Jewish state or being a democracy. He opts for a
Jewish stare and calls for the expulsion of all non-Jews from the
eountry. These ideas are entirely unpreoedentédyin'thé history of-

Israeli political rhetoric, at least in public. :The fact that it

required an outsider to break the taboo against the public exposi- . -

tion of such ideas, vestifies Lo Lhe strength of Israel's demo-

cratic values.



The taboo again3t such anti-democratic discourse, so integral
to fzraeli political ctulture, had previously prevented the opening
of the floodgates to anti-Arab sentiment in Israel. Kahane broke
that taboo, and his rhetoric tapped into a reservoir of extremism
which, as precdicted by tﬁe political development literature,
exists in Isracl. Kahane's election gave his fdeas a modicum of
réspuCLahiliLy, Icadihg even more Israelis to cmbrace them. On
thequhér hqnd. the establishment has been tvaken aback by Kahaune's
ct';aJll.}éngc. Lo u',p. political culture. Kahame represents a cbnfrom
tation to their value system so provocative tha£ they are willing
to vial&té their own conceptious of &nmocratic liberty tovsupprcss
it. lThp cétabliﬂhhan's inCeractién with Kaliane §s instruccive
since it testi(ies to the sacred nature of the values Kahane con-
tradicts, and because it proves that thsy know his challenge is a
dangerous one.

Finally, in the conciusion, I briefly review the major points
made iﬁ\ehé thesis and assess the severity of Kahane's threat to
Israel. Fot ﬁhis it is useful fo invoke Weber's politica! ethice
since the dAngﬁr of Kahane lies not in any lack of commitment to
the jnwi#h ;Luce, but in his drresponsible means of pursuing it.
In Weber's terms, Kahane obeys an ethic of ultimate ends since, as
a feligiouﬂ totalitarian, he is concernnd with other-worldly goals
withoug regard for this-worldly comsequences. Thus, at thi sawme
time that Kahane wdrns Israel about real or imagined threats to
her existence, he does so in a manner that is itself traught with

danger,




Chapter |1

THE ESTABLISHMENT STRIKES BACK

On July 23, 1984, ﬁcir- Kahduv;ﬁ Kach party received LZS,QQ?
votes in Israel's ;’:.lrli::lmentary.elections, ca‘rniug‘LlAu\ radical
rabbi one of the Knﬁssgﬁ{é léb-ééats. kahaﬂc énllcd his victory a
"IQVO]HIiOﬂuoréﬂd fhelnproﬁr sﬁrroﬁnd{ng,him Aﬁring the snhsoqnoﬁt
sixteen months lends érvdoucé 10 his cluim. Tis popularity has
grown Qincv the ﬂibciion, &hé recent poils project as maﬁy as ten
seats for Kahane if elections were helé now.' Such a prospect
makes it impossible for the Israeli establishment to ignore
Kahane, and he has become onec of the most worried about men in
Isracl.

Kahane's extreme platform, oratory style, and tactics are all
unique to the Isracli po]ifféal ;ystem. Conscéuently, he threat-
vns‘to undermine the broad coﬁéensnﬁ‘in Israel about how politics
sﬁou]d be conducted and about whar posiﬁions one may acceptably
voice in public, Thétﬂconsuﬁsus, as.I will demonstrate in later
chapters, providcg Lhﬁ fugudation for political stability in

B ! S S
Israel. Therefore, Kahane's challenge is a dangerons one, and the
reaction to it is instructiwve, in fact, Kahane's recent impact

suggests that his intrusion into the Israeli body politic can

serve as a telling probe into that body, exposing previously inac-

Jerusalem Post, September 27, 1985, p.1&.

ot ,10;.:
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cessible truths.

In this chapter, we begin searching for those truths by review-
ing the Israeli establishment's reactien to Kahanme. The govern-
ment,  the educational dnstitutions, and the media, have all
responded te Kahane with unprecedented yigar. I";a point blank
sumnation of the official government attitude concerning Kahane,
Prime Minister Peres said, "Meir Kahane is.the gravest danger
facing lsracl today. Arab aggression can be repulsed by the army,
the economy can be cured through austerity, but Kahane and extye-

- - P . n
mism can destroy us [rom withip.™"?

More importantly, Peres' fears
arc apparently shared by Israel's ruling elite, giving rize Lo an
attack strategy dgainst Kahane that represents a unique level of
opposition to a political party 1in Israel since the nation's
founding. In fact, Kahane's radical dissent from democracy has
provoked the lsraeli establishment to strain the guidelines of
democracy 4in the campaign to stop him.

Ystablishment action agaimst Kahawe began long before his sue-
cessful election in 1984. Since moving to Isrnel in 1971, Kaghane
has consistently managed to arouse the ire of autherities through
various public acts of protest. He is one of the few Jews to have
been subjected to administrative arrest in Israel, whereby one may
be imprisoned for up to six months without trial and cven without
formal charges being filed. In 1980, Kahane spent six months in
jail on charges that were never disclosed. Traditionslly, the

government has used this provision only to detain suspected Arab

Shimon Peres, public address to the World Unmien of Jewish Stu-
dents in Jerusalem, August 10, 1985.
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terrorists,

Similarfy, Isranldi. anthorities hdve targeted the Jerusalem
Museum of the Potential lHeolocaust for abuse, solely as a result of
ivs tie to Kahane. According to Museum Director Barbara Ginzberg,
the Jewish Agency refuses to grant financial support to Diaspora
youth group trips to lsrael if the Museum of the Poteuntial Holo~
cgust is part of the planned .itinerary.i ?uthurmbrn, official
government tourist mups‘do not list the museum fnor will tngrfs;
of fices give ont its u@drcha. Although Kahane often speaks at the
museum, [t displays pothing relating to his radical positionsl
concerning the Arabs., The museum's exhibits consist exclusively
of anti-semitic propaganda, some of it glorifying the iolocaust
and Hitler, which has been compiled from all over the world.

Subtle teclmiques such as harassing the museum, have escalated
into an all-out war agsinst Kahane since the 1984 election cam-
paign. As dn 1981, -the Central EKlections Cemmittee of Israel
attempted to outlaw Kahane's candidacy. Citing reasons of racism
and disrespect for Israeli political institutions and for Lhe
Declaration of lndependence which guarantees equal rights for all
citizens,  Llections Committee Chalrman Gavriel Bach reported the
committee's dcciaion to prohibit Kahane from running. As in 1981,
XKahane was unccassfuﬁ in getting this decision reversed by tha
Israeli Supreme Court, for if the Court were to accept the commit-
tee's rationale for outlawing Kahane, several left-wing, rabidly

anti-Zionist parties would have to be proscribed as well.
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Fven though the mainstream parties had gone out of their way to
denounce Kahane guring the campaign, their tactics were probably
at least as attributable to the fear of being associated with
Rabane and with reaffirming Israeli- opposition to such radical
ideas in the eyes of the world as Lo a Eéur that such ideas could
actually catch.em din lsraoel. Kohane's election came as a surprise
to nearly everyone in lsrael, wspecially to pollsgofs and politi-

cians.?

Only Kahane pretended to have expected it.. As a result
of the election, the establishment quickly'rv-evaluntcd its policy
toward Kahane. It would no longer be enough merely to distance
oneself from Kahane for the benefit of domestic and foreign public
opinion. fnntoad. something concrete would have to be done to
Camhﬂt Kahane on the ground.

The first of the more drastic actions taken soon after the
elections was a voluntary media "ban" on Kahane hhne£Vﬂd by all
major newspdpers, as well as by the radio and television stalious.
. Media officials agreed to boycott Kahane, attempting te check his
popularity by denying him thoxe prominent public fora. The media
still roporté news concerning Kahane, but Kahane's ideas and subs-
tantive stalements are no longer quoted nor does he appear on
Israeli televisfon or radio. Kahane's name 1s still among the
most often mvutioned’in the press, though always in an obviously

unsympathetic context. In fact, it has become the journalistic

vogue in Israel to criticize a policy or development by claiming

See, for example, the post-election. analysis of Hanoch Smith
(Jerusalem Post July 27, 1984, p.1.) of news stories in Hebrew
papers from the week of the electiom such as one in Hadashot
ontitled: "Yes, Kahane is in Knesset'" (July 25, 1984.p.9).
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that it "sows the seed of Kahanism". For example, lsraeli radie
(Kol Yisrael) and the Jerusalem Post both defended Prime Minister
Peres' July 4, 1985 emergency economic measures by claiming that
if he had waited any longer the result would have been chaos, an
end to democracy, and the rise of Kahanism. In addition, anything
short of ungualifiecd opposition to Kahame is treated with derision
by the press. For example, in July 1985 the Knesset voted  to
freeze funding to the local council of Kiryat Arba since Kach
members were pari of the local council ruling coalition. Noting
that, although the frocze passed, the vote was not unanimous, the

' Furthermore, since

Jerusalem Post commented simply "For shame.'
Lthie election the press has been obsessively fixated on Kahane,
regularly running anti-Kahane features and op-ed pieces dealing
.with strategies for stopping Kahane's growing popularity. For
example, Ma'ariv featured a story about Kahane entitled, "The

Sickness of the State'.S®

A sampling of Jerusalem Post headlines
during July and August 1985 includes: "The Evil of Kahanism", "How

', "The Spectre of Kahanism", "Calls Increase For

to Combat Kahane'
Action Against Kahane", "Racism in the Knesset", and "How to Deal
With Kahane". Newspapers of many ideological arientations, both
Hebrew and English, carry such opinions including Hadashot, Ma'-

3y
ariv, Yediot Aharanot, §§L§£g§§, and The Jerusalem Post. Thus,

the press, being sympathetic to the mainstream abhorrence of

Jerusalem Post, July 30, 1985 p.8, It should be noted that the
few Knesset members opposing the freeze were not in any way
expressing support for Kahane. They were simply uncemfortable
with depriving residents, the overwhelming majority of whom
never voted for Kahasne, of vital services,

. HMa'ariv, June 28, 1985, p.10.
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Kahane, has not only acquiesced in the ban on publicizing Kahane's
views, but has also become a consistent forum for anti-Kahane
vicwpoints and stravegies.

Isxneli governmental institutions, especially the Knesset, have
been vnremitting in their challenge to Kahaune since the eleclion.
On -the first day of the new Knessel session in 1984, the members.
cireculated an anmti-Kahane petition which was indicative of future
Knesset nctions against Rahane. A majority of members signed the
nonbinding statement, registering their protest against the seat-
ing of Mcir Kahane as a Knesset member.® In fact, Lhere was some
doubt as to whether Kahane would actually be allowed to take his
seat., It is significant that the members of Knesset were willing
to single out Meir Kihane for deruncintion ecven beiore his popu-
larity so.ared to its present level. Tt is worth noting that the
Knesset has Arab and other lefr-wing members who question  Isra-
el's basic right to exist as a Jewish state, and who refuse to
officially repudiate the PLO, yet the anti-Kahane petition was the
only one of its type circulated. The anti-Kahane sentiments
expressed during the opening of the Knesset scssion were not idle
rhetoric, a fact to which a subsequent series of Knesset laws
directad at Kahane attests.

Israel, like most democratie¢ mations, has an fmminity law for
Knesset members, ensuring them the highest level of freedom of
speech and movement. Prior to his eiegLion, Meir Kahane had vowed

to take advantage of his parliasmentary immunity to travel to Arab

Jernsalem Post, August 2, 1983 p.9. No one from Tehiya and only
one Likud member, Meir Shitrit, signed the petition.
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villages and urge the Jnhabitants to leave Tsrael. Such a
prospect horrified Kahane's Knesset .colleagues. Their swift and
effective response leaves little doubt that they value the maiute-
niance of stability in Arab-Jewish relﬂtjong more than the sanctity
of parliamentary fmmunity. The .Israeli police have been empowered
by Knesset decree to preclude Kahane's .movements whenever they
fear that a danger of violence exists, Kﬂhuﬁu has been prevented
from speaking numerous times since phc election, not qnly in Arab
towns, hut in Jewish settlements as well..

In-the case of Arab towns, such as Umm-al-Fahm where a radical
segment of the population promihnd to riot if Kahane was permitted
'to‘apunk, the rationale of ﬁfopping him is clear. However, in the‘
case of Jewish towns, the motivations are more political. Kahane,
not surprisingly, attempts to make public appearances in clties
where the papulation ix susceptible to incitement against Arabs.
Tewns which have recently been victimized by Arab terrorism and
afaaa suffering f{rom vunemployment (where Kahane stirs up resent-
ment apainst - Arabs with jobs), are particularly favorable sites
ﬁOt Rahane to speak. - The police occasionally prevent these
SDuvchcs, ostensibly out of fear of spontancous violence, but also
in an attempt to prevent Kahane from capitalizing en potentially
sympathetic audiences. The case of Afula during the summer of
1985 provides an illustration. Three Jewish townspeople were
mirdered by Arabs in the space éf a week, and Katane announced his
intention to speak there after the funerals. The atmosphere in

Afula was tense as anti-Arab sentiment compelled Arab employees in
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the town to stay at home out of fear. Still, Likud mayor of
Afula, Ovadia Eli, .the man most responsible for preventing the
speeches, admitted that his decision was predicated on the crowds
in the streets chanting "Kahane! Kahan@! King of Israel!” Said
Bli, "Now I've scen it (support for Kahawe -~ §:L.) with my own
eyes in Afuld, amd it is frightening. Something has to be done to
stap it. . . When you add up the erSLraLiouS of the marginal

“poople, Kahane has easy prey."’

Fven two weeks after the murders,
Eli kept Kahane f{rom entering Afula, rcericting his speeches to
the neighboring Moshav Metav, two kilometers away. C(learly then,
the limit on Kahane's parliameptary immunity sanctioned hy the
Knesset has enabled the political mainstream teo stop Kahane from
addressing the audiences which suppert his ideas most.

In another official attempt to confront Kahane, the Knesset and
government used all of the pressure tacties at their disposal to
prevent the formation of 8 coalition in the Kiryat Ar'1 council
with Kach councilmen. Besides cutting off municipal funding (as
allunded (o above), Israeli Attorney General Zamir unilaterally
declared the coalition charter illegal since it promised to fire
all Arab workers in the town and to boycott Jewish businesses
which employ Arabs. Kach city councilman Wach agreed to strike
the clause from the official agreament but promised to enact the
policy anyway. wWach said, "I have to fire 17 workers. If I havé
to  choose between a Jew and an Arab, you shiouldn't have even the

slightest doubt as to whom I will choose."® Still, the incident

Jerusalem Post August 2, 1985 p.2.

Jerusalem Post, August 1, 1985 p.1.
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marks a case of the national govermmént uncharacteristically
intruding into local affairs in order to combat Kahane.

In addition, the Kuesset proposed two laws in August 1985 that
were specifically wimed at Meir Kahane. One of these prohibits
members of Knesset from holding citivenship in any country outside
of Israel. Kahane, an American citizen, reacted to this proposed
legislation by resigning his directorship of the JDL. in prepara-
tion for repudiating his American citizenship. Since Kahane is
the only member of EKnesset holding dual CiLigenahip, his simple
analysis, "that law is aimed at€mc,"9 seems to be accurate. Per-
haps more sienificant, however, was the ldw passed banning Knesset
lists which "incite to racism or negate®Israel's democratic char-

acter,"?

This law is aimed at maeking a prohibition cf Kach stick
in the eventuality of pew elections, and passed unanimously (Meir
Kahane could not cast a vete sinee he was ujéuLnd from the chamber
for proposing an amendment to Lhe clause dealing with the dewo-
¢ratic nature of the state.).!'! As  should be clear from the
Passage of these laws and from the other actions mentioned ahove,

_the Kpesset has gone to unusual Jengths to combat Meir Kahane.!?

Jerusalem Post, August 31, 1985 p.6.
'® Quotad in The Jerusalem Post, August 1, 1985 p.1.

Significantly, the vote was only 66-0 since most of the right-
of-center members, such as those from Tehiya, Likud, and some
religious parties, abstained.
12 . - . i i
Meir Kahane related to me another measure taken against him by
Knesset, but [ was not able to verify his claim. According to
him, his formally proposed laws are the only ones that are not
read on the Knesset f(loor and opened for discussion. Instead
the Speaker tables them without reading them. In addition, he
claims that many of his serious speeches in which he tries to
Justify his positions by citing Jewish sources, are not entered
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- The . official action which best reflects the establishment's
obsession with Kahane is the educatiomal program against him cur-
rently administered in all Isracli high schools. Enacted soon
after the election, this program is worth analyzing in -somes detail
since it eoxposes the depth of mainstream revulsion to Kahanao.
According to Nitzan Arad, g college student who teaches the
"democratic values seminar''? and Lo the official teaching matersi-
als he showed me, two basic strategies are currently used to edu-
cate students about the evils of Kabhanism. The education
‘ministry, under the d}recLionm'of ‘Yitzhak Navon, publishes the
teaching aids and oversees both programs in an effort to determine
which is more effective. The first ernLugy consists of a close
reading of the Nuremburg Laws of 1935 followed by a class discus-
sion about why such laws are inherently evil. When the instructor
i satiufied that a consensus has been reached about the illegiti-
macy of such a program, he distributes copies of Kahane's official
platform which, as will be discussed im a subsequent chapter,
urideniably resemblas the Nuremburg Laws in structure and content.
The ensuing discussion is designed to show that Kahane's program
18 inherently evil by drawing the increasingly popular analogy
botween Kahane and Adolf Hitler. The second strategy is similar,

e T

into the official Knesset transcript. Since Knesset tran-
scripts are available to the public only after a considerable
time lag, I was unable to check their texL against the actnal
speeches made on the floor.

13 College students are used, he says, because they hagve just

© finished their army service and, therefore, probably command
even more respect among teenagers than professional teachers.
{(Nitzan Arad, personal interview, Jerusalem, Israel, July
1985,). '
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and entails the distribution of various of. Kahane's pamphlets and
his nf{}c?al platform except that the copies have been altered,
basically by interchanging the words "ch"‘ﬁnd “Arab" throughout.
Thps, the. sheets claim the unigue piac@ 9* the Arab instead of
Jowish nation, and that positive action must be taken to counter
the evil threat of Jews instead of ﬁrnps,l and  so forth. The
instrucror leads a discussion réViCWiUS an‘OPtiO“S for dealing
with such an Arab group in lsrael. ﬂ0fm31jy. the class advocates
prompt and decisive responses againSL S“Cﬁ ‘a movement. « After-
wards, of course, unaltered égpi05 df Kahane's materials- are
passed oul and the point is driven home thaﬁ Kahane represents a

[

terrible danger within lsraeli society.'" In both seminar strat-
egies, these specific discussions are followed by lectures and
discussions about the value of democracy which are repeated peri-
odically throughout cthe school year. Even though Kihane does
Provide a good anti-drmocratic case study, it is clear that these
‘classes are not solely about the moral superiority of democracy in
the abscract. The program's timing and somewhat deceptive use of
Kahane's platform suggest that it is a response to the thredt of
one man, Meir Kahane.

Thus, as this overview of the Israeli establishment's reaction
to Mejr Kahane ¢learly demonstrates, Kshane strikes a raw nerve
wWithin the Israeli body politic. To the upper echelon of the
Israeli power structure, and in fact to the overwhelming majority

of the Israeli public at large, Kahane represents an odious intru-

1 fy 32
* In addition to the descriptions by Mr. Arad, | was allowed
access to these teaching materials.-
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sion apainst which unprecedented -countermeasures are justified.
In fact, the establisbment's commitment to preserve democratic
" freadom fn' Israecl has led them to limit Kahane's enjoyment  of
those same frecdoms. This fncL‘is npt just a4 curious political
artifact; it is a compelling in&ication that Meir Kaliane does more
than just repulse the Israeli powers that be, he challenges the
' Vﬂry'po]itical culturelupoa whi;h the state fs based. As we will
Seocbniow, the backlash uéhﬁnst Kahane, és severe as it is, does

not reflect paranoja on the part of the uatablishment. The powar-

‘ ful rospense to Kahane is only proportional to the looming danger

to democracy that he represents.



Chapter [

MEIR KAHAN‘E: PDRTRAIT OF AN EXTREM!ST

‘faving examined the reaction Meir Kahane has pxovoked' in
Israecl, it is logical to ask, "Who is this Meir Kahane ana how did
his philosophy develop?” Kahane's background, ideology, personal-
ity, dué finally, his political-creed will be dlﬂguaxrd in detail
in thig chapéér. ‘AnﬁtlﬁQBQt;.lthﬂl(Mf hahane s foxmatlve y«x%s
Suggents >thé-t his Jewish fundamentalism is, lin large part, the
rosnlt éf his family background and religious training. Moreover
thnﬁe's lust for power, demagoguery, and opportunism were all
dpparent during his adolescence and young adulthood, though he
had not yut directed them toward particular gouals.

By the time Kahane formed the JDL, his personal character had
@rystallizud; He was, and still is, power hungry. egotistical,
Oﬂportuuistjc, but nonetheless, uncompromisingly dedicated to
certain rellngUS convictions. Kahane's virulent ambitions and
extxome lelQlona beliefs are manifested in hlS ideology; but the
idﬁ°108Y alone does  not adequately convey what he stands for.
Wlthﬂat demysGifying Kahahe's complex personal charactex, his
nature as a politician cannot he fully comprehended. Accordingly,
8 discussion follows of his salijent pers wnality traits and obses-
sions. Kahane's political agenda will then bc cnmpnréd with oLher

vightist political forms to see which pattern, if any, Kahane
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fits. In cowclusion, I suggest that Kahane belongs- within a
political tradition that [ will refer to as religious totalitari-
anism.  Thus, the fath of religious Lo(n]itnrinng iﬁ other envi-
fonments, such as Khomeini, could be examined to shed light on
Kahane's behavior and potential and to suggest possible responses

to him.

Background

Meir Kahane's extremism cmanates from a parochial worldview
shaped in his vouth. Although Kahane's tactics and the problems
o which he focuses have changed, his basic ideological orienta-
tion, religious convictions, and definitive personal characteris-
tics have remained constant. There is no evideice to suggest that
his ddeas have been altered to accommodate prevail ing public opin-
ion. Kahane's convictions have not precluded him from pursuing
his insatiable desires to acquire power aﬁd/ publicity. Even
before forming the JDIL, Rahane displayed the egotism and opportu-
ism which currently dominate his personality. Kahaue's family
background, edncuation, and young adulthood all foreshadow and
explain both of these personality traits.

The deepest roots of Kahane's Jewish chauvinism can be found
in his family background. Kahane was born in 1932 inp Flatbush,
New York, the son and grandson of distinguished rabbinical schol-
ars. Kahane's family was Orthodox, like most residencs of Flat-

bush, and ardently Zionist. His grandfather had been an eminent
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rgbbi in the Jewish holy city of Tzfat and the Kahanes were one of
the fow families in Flatbush that spoke Hebrew in their home.!
Kahane's father was a follower of the nationulist ideals of Reyi=
sionist Ziomism as espoused by Vladimir -(Zev) Jabotinsky.  Not
surprisingly, Kahane joined the youth group of Revisionism, Betar
when he was 14, and yemaing heavily influenced by Jabotinsky to
this day.

In brief, Betar was an activist, maximalist, Zionist youth
movement whose basic goal was icipul’nu-d A4n dts eath: te devotre
one's "life to the rebirth of the Jewish Svate, with & Jewish
majority, on both sides of the Jordan."? Unlike many other Zionist
youth movements, ]&iﬂfiﬁ Zionism was monistic, demanding prece-
dence over any other ideology. In particular, they rejected rthe
socialist ideals ascribed to by many other Zionist movements,
derisively labeling these movements “hyphenated Zionisms.  Thoush
not primarily religious iu oriemtation, Betar also respected tra-
ditional Judaism more than most of the socialist Zienist move-
ménts. Berar members were expected to adopt a mode of thought
called hadar, whieh Jabotinsky defimed as "beauty, respect, self-

Y

. . [} :
esteem, politeness, and faithinlness. Hadar is among the Revi-

sionist concepts which resppear intaet in Kahane's own philosophy.

B VU e s

Personal interview with Mordechai Dolinsky, Jerusalem, Tsrael,
August, 1985.

David Niv, "Betar", Encyclopedia Judaica, Jorusalem: MacMillan,
1971, wvol.4, p.714.

¥ Ibid,
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Betar was' organized in a military fashion, and members were
expected to obey their superioers without question. Such ohbedience
required significant devotdion, as some young men were ordered to
forego college in order to make aliyah immediately. Kahane's
Betar commander was Merdechal Dolinsky, also a co-founder of the
JDL in 1968.% According to Dolinsky, Kahane exhibited arrogance
and hunger for power even in his youlth and was inspired, then as
now, primarily by his own egoism. [olinsky cxpe}lcd Kahane from
Betar when he demanded, at the age of 17, to be named New York
" City commander .S Undoubtedly the experience of being cast out
hardened Kahane, arousing an arrogant defiance which he soon
manifested.

Expelled from Betar, Kahanme turned to RBnai Akiva, a religious
Zionist youth movement. Kahane was at odds even with them for,
while the wovement was not overtly socialist, when Bnai Akiva
members made alivah, Lhey were sent to kih’.’mLéi.m, socialist agri-
cultural collectives. Both Dolinsky and Pesah Schiudlnr,4a peer
of Kahane's in Bnai Akiva, claim that Kahane tried to force relig-
ious reform wpon the movement, particularly in its immigration
program. Kahane believed that the movement should also send young
men te sctudy in yeshivot (religious schools). Moreover, Kahane
advocated HtTth;F adherence to religious law in more mundane
matters, such as his opposition to sexually mixed dancing at
social events. His puritgnical streak proved to Lue irrecoucilable

Meir Kahane, The Story of the Jewish Defense League Radnor, PA:

Chilton Book Co. 1975, p.91.

§ poiit . ; =
Poraonnl_1ntnrv1nw with Mordechai Dolinsky.
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with -the movement, and Euhanc, ﬂot being oue to compromise his
principles or swallow hislprido. struck out on his own, at the age
‘of 18, and attempied Lo-huud‘up his own youth movement,®

In a ploy that djsbln§§d'a jﬁSL fo} power that he still] poss-
éHhQS} Kahane -tried to nﬁufp coﬂLrol of the Betar muvcmvn; and,
;n particular, of the summer camp which accounted for the bulk of .
its inéumg, It wasriu this venture that Kuﬁuna's virnlent per-
sonil Umbitionlfjf%L ébéf?hpiﬁud uccéptcd rules of fair play. He
hrALu-!cLLurs to the purunp% dflull Betar members, fﬂlbély inforﬁ-
ing them. that the old‘cﬁﬁé wds no iongur tﬁnciioning, but that
the Qummor Hﬁbhihu wauld‘hAL bﬁ cdmceiled since Meir Kuhanﬁ:hud
personally assumed uonLrél over the éamp. Secking financial back-
ing

Kahane appeared at the ani#h Agency Youth Department posing
as the new head of Betar, and he requested the funds that werc
budgetid For them. Whether or not Kahamwe's ploy was successful is
uncertain.  Although  Dolinsky cannot prove that Kahane ever
received the money, be is ceértain that Lthe legitimate leadership
of Betar did not. In the end, Kahane's slyly engineered coup
attempt  ended in Tailure whay ihﬁ‘ legitimate Jetar leadership
prassﬁrnd Kahane into rencuncing his position.’

In addition to his ambition, Kahane's mature personallcty is
charaéteriged b; liis AevonL religiosity. Kabhane's religious
training is the most obvious source of his current Jewish funda-
meﬁtalimn and of his stress on Jewish might and pride. After

R S —

& i ; i -, :
Personal interview with Pesach Schindler, Jerusalem Israel, July
1985. - 2 ! :

i 1 2 v ) ” £ ) 3 :
Personal interview with Mordechai Polinsky. -

i
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graduating from Yeshive High School in 1953, where he had been
captain of ‘the debating team, Kabane attended the Mirrer yeshiva
in New York from 1953-1957. Mirrer was distinguished by the inclu-
sion of the Bible in its curriculum instead of the exclusive study
of Talmud. Kahane was ordained as a rabbi by Mirrer in 1957, and
his present ideology in part reflects the focus of his training
there. The Bible, much wmore so than the Talmud, recounts and
glorifies the Jewish conquest of the Land of Israel begimning with
the .{eadership of Joshua. The brutality of the conguest and the
subsequent -monarchy -are presented without apologyi in fact, God
sanctioned it. Furthermore, as Kahane is quick to pointeut, the
form of Jewish SOVC{\'T-‘S_;”L)’ in the Bible was a TE]O]T[II'(;]'I}-', a fact
whiech contributes to Rahane's stated disrespect for democracy as
the political system in Israel. As Kabane said in 8 recent inter-
view:

If I had the power [ would create in lsrael a Torah
society. 1f any Orthodox rabbi would say otherwise
then he would not be a very good Jew. God. did not
make democracy. God never said youn should have a vote
every four vears on whether one should keep the Suab-
bath. Democracy is for people whe don't have the
truth. Therefore, if there is no absolute truth, who
are you to say, who am I to say? But Judaism is baxed
on the immutable fact that God came at Sinai and gave
us the truth. . . . In that Torah he said you shall
- create a government which will implement these laws.
and gave plinishments for people that don't follow the
laws.®
Still it is impossible to claim that Kaehane's ideas about the
sdnctity of the Land of Israel and democracy are the direct result

of his choice of yeshiva, since, presumably, all Orthodex rabbis

are well versed in Bible as well as Talmud. Perhaps the ultimate

vt = -

)

KJhaﬁo‘ interview with Ben Lynfield, Cambridge, MA, May 1985.
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source of his extremist, literal interpretution of Judaism ljes
in the combination of Mirrer's focus and his pnrﬁoaality. In alil
that-he does, Kahane takes his {dcas to their logical extreme, and
his conception of how Judaism shouldr be npblicd in the modern
world is a sterling example of that tendency. Thns. though the
Mirrer yeshiva's biblical orientation is not the only factor shap-
ing Kahane's religious -views, it could only Ila\;'C‘COTIL!'.l._buL(‘.d Lo
them. .

Upon receiving his ordinalior, Knﬁauc hufsﬁéd his secular - edu-
cation, carning a law dcgrnnAfrom,Nuw York Lﬁw School and a Mas-
ter's . degree in international law from New York University.
Unable to practice law gccausc he nﬂver pusaéd the bar exam®, he
turned instead to the rabbinate apd embarked on an inauspicious
series of failures. After he lost his job at a synagogue on
Howard Beach in Queens because he exhorted congregants to be more
religiously ohservant, - he briefly attempted to make alivah .in
1963, but returned shortly thereafter.?® . In the mid 1960's
Kahane endeavored to establish himself as a rocagnized expert in
international affairs and intelligence. While living in New York,
lie opened Consultants lResearch Associates will defense expert

Kahane told me that. 'he never took the exam. Michael! Kaufman
reported in the New York Times on January 24, 1%71, that he
failed the exam. . i : Ae 2 :

1o According to Dolinsky, Kahane tried Lo practice as a rabbi in

isranl, but his personal demeanor and spedking style irritated
people. fle soon became frustrated and had trouble speaking at
all (he has always had a stuttering problem). Finally, he
returned to America. Kahane's version of the story, as
reported in the New York Times on January 24, 1971, is that he
returned becanse he was frustrated with the religious faction-
alism in Israel. s ey ' ' '
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Joseplh Churba, hoping to attract g9vornmcnt research contracts.
They rented a mailing address at 309“Fifgh-Avnnue, hoping to’ lend
legitimacy and prestige to their mrguﬁization. As Kahane put it,
"This was a cover to give us credentials and make us impres-
sive."'' During this time Kahane aﬁpdphnt]yllvd a double 1life,
posing as a nou-JeQ;‘Hichacl Kiﬁg; d@ring therwnek, and roeturning
home to his wife and children, who khgw ﬂih‘only as Meir Kahang,
on the weckends. In‘fucL. }umorﬁ-bcr%}gt Lhdt Kahané was involved
with a nou-.Jowish mieresﬁ nnmud Estollo:EvnnS; who subsequently
comﬁittud suicide.!?  These ullvguiiong n;g unverified, and Kahanc
refusies to comment on them.'? Eégafdléga:of the varaciLy of this.
allegation, the gignificuuL £ucL is that KJHnnc, an hthudox Jew,
apparently ghadrhis uxLornn!rmnni[chnLioﬁH of Judaism at least
temporarily. Whelﬂér or net tﬁis casts dspersions on his sincer-
ity as an Orlhodox Jew todéy is still an open question. He claims
that he lived faithfully according to Jewish law during this time,
keeping the Sabbath, the dietary laws, and so on, and there is no
reason why that could not be so: Moreover, Kahane makes no
attempt to deny the incident.
Consultants Research Associates had limited suceess, but that
period in KJhdnﬂiS life was personally significant. It was during
tﬁis time that Kahane claims he infiltrated the .John Birch Society

under contract with the FBL, an experience he cites as pivotal in

H New York Times January 24, 1971, p.51.

"% Ibid,
Meir Kahane, personal interview, Lakewood, N.J. March 198S.

Saa Playboy October = 1972, p.78. Kaufman's New York Times
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his development.'® Kahane's consuming fear of arti-semitism and

conviction that Jews must react immediately were both shaped, he

says, by his exposure Lo the Birchers,?!®

Kahane was struck by the fact that the Birchers' brand of
extremism drew mcmhvr; from osteusibly respectable segments of
society, not just from';ﬂp Jﬁﬁntié frinuu. As a result, Kahane
became eopvinced of the pervasiyeuuss of anti-semitism in America
and the dmminence of & new ﬂ;jocaust.‘ As he commepted to Playboy
Hagazine in 1572!

There is no question that America’s differences from
the Weimar Republic were what kept this. country from
going down the same road to Fascism in the Thirties.
But that experience strajned our democratic structures
to a dangerous degree; don't come to me and say it
can't happen here. . . . In the Thirties, milliuns of
people were ready to follow anti-Semitic rabble rous-.
ers like Father Coughlin and Gerald L. X. Smith and
Huey Long who called themselves populists. . . . And
that tradition is far from dead. George Wallace has
the same kind of charisma thet Huey Long had.'®

By the mid 1970's, Kahane's fcar Dhad evolved to a point that
he published propaganda cxplicitly warning that a Holocaust was
fortheoming in America and ﬁrging Jews to move to Israel as the
only- viuble: escape from cxtermination. Kahane says that bis
.éxpvrioucv wi££ the John Birch Society convinced him that:

Demagogues, haters, and fascists are to be found in
“the United States in abundance. . . . Consider their
recent growth and their capacity to grow tremendonsly
in an era of violence, frustration, anger, bitterness,
fear, and hate. These are the elements that are pres-
ent  in American society today, and these are the

—————

article won January 24, 1971 suggests however, that Kahane
fabricated all of his ties with the intelligence community.

** MAn Intorview with Meir Kahane', Playboy, October, 1972, p.78.

L% Playboy, pp. 76-78:
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things upon which the haters feed. . . . . They speak
openly of gas chambers and of eliminating Jews.

Why should we gamble once again? What happened before
can happen egain, and indeed, is beginning to happen

already. The answetr -~ the urgent answer -- is to
evacuate the American Jew and bring him home.!’

Ultimately, both Kahane's stint with Consultants Research

‘

Asgocj‘_ju.ﬁ and his undercover career 6ndnd, an he shifted his
.';tr.c:nt‘ion to» the then fntonvsif'ying' Viezt:»rlam war. Kahane bvlicvea
that i]-uw:i had a sp},‘;;i;)!' interest in supporting American involve-
ment in-l,h(‘. war. Con‘c‘(;qm‘r’]Lly, im formed the "F’ou;‘Lh of Juiy"
1,1,.1c;\’.ﬂ_-rﬁcr;t. in l;)f,.n to promote‘-.:ll,h“c. .wnr c:)iu col-loge campuses, um'irl'\‘.é
C-é-a‘ul;hofo& a book with Churba in 1967 .(iﬂl.l‘.tz"d The Jewish .i'!_;_glké 12
i.-i_(‘.-tll.fxm.ﬁ :Tlu_‘ book's argument for Jﬁwish support of the wér we‘u;
chr:éc-i'o]d: IJ rst, that if)the 'L.injtcd thLu. r(-no[;eci on ]l(‘-[: c;;)m-
mitmént.to Vj..etnam she wo-uid do t’:ﬂ: .'-iﬂm(" if Israel was tl‘xfeﬁtened;
sccond, that Cowmmunism is inl*xerenfly an’ti-fJawish; and -third,”vthat
gentiles 5:1151,11(3 not be led to beljc\lwu that Jews were unpatriotic
Amoricans. This book marked the lﬁst. time that Kahane L;JOLI].d even
“su,m*p‘.;t‘ thﬁL _,prxr alter ’Ch(—‘;ir‘ fhbughts- of- déeds in resction to
gentile attitndes. Within one yn.ﬁr, Kahane had permaneﬁt]y

adopted u radical "us versus them" view of Jewish-gentile rels-

tions.

" Meir Kahane, Listen World Listen Jew, p.136.

** The book lists Churba, Kahane, and Michael King as authors.
When asked why his name. appeared twice, Kahane replied, "I
really d_on’*t know. I supposc I wanted those who knew me by
either of the names to kuow I had written jt." (New York Times
Janunary 24, 1971, p.51.) .
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Shartly thereafter, Kahane auc“PLUd_UVQOSiLiO“ AR AL eapcciste
editor of the New York's right-wing W""‘HY' The -Jewish L’[ﬂﬁ' =
was from this post thﬂLrKéhnnn cnnduiYOd erﬂnd iaﬁnchud the Jow-
ish Defense iédguc. The Jewish Press, the:mést widely CirCHIALed
Jewish weokly prj;it_cd jnr-f.'.ll);:‘;\isrl'l, tprcj:\,'%d(;.d Lhiim 5"i?:h a8 forum in
which to expound his vimeb‘-.. -'H"_J i_”“d-m' pubilicit.y e Ehe 00
within Jewish circles . | l
By the vime Kahanter fouﬁdcd tlie JDK in 1968 ‘?t the ags ;)f 36;
his ideology and personal chnrucLér‘pad Legg moidcd hy‘Lﬁn forma-
Live experiences recounted uﬂov&. In panfﬁniér, his fa@ily back~
ground, his religious eriﬁing. ﬁﬁd his iﬁLuratifﬁp Wkeh. e Jom
Birch Society all cSHfribuLvd Lo h;g idﬂﬁsifér JAWiSh Fordon gk
falth. Whatever jdno]Ogical inconsistencies !u“oxhibitvd a3 a
young man, such as when he lived es’ Michael King, vanished by
1988. In fact, the jdeological orientation implicit in the vory
act of creating a Jewish Defense League suggests ~th§t his préxeee
ideal of Jewish cxclusivity and strength was already fully devel-
oped before 1968. Siﬁce then, his umﬁition has cémpelled him to
constantly shift strategies, move to Israel, and focus on new
1ssu&s. Séil], his convictions, nspucially religious coavictions,

have remained the same or even intensified over the past 18 years.

Ideology
Kahane's {dcological consistency allows us to examine his

doctrines in static form, with omly passing reference to its ayo-
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Tution. Although Kahsne has fqrﬁu]lbl_gutlinmd :his ideology in
several of his books, because of his‘éyndmic political style, a
full-fledged analysis of his wor]dvie& requires a personal famil-
iarity with the man. 1n oxder to -obtain & howplﬁtc’picture of
Kahnne,.l atLvudnd'JDL m;é[ings und Eggh rnﬂlips, and éondUctnd
many interviews with Kahane, his foi}ég§f;;vnnd #LudunLg of his
movements. JU was also 1n;Lrﬁﬁt§ve'Lo ljstén Lo‘Kahaﬁu'ﬁ speeches
before a variety of American and Isfnali ﬂﬁdiuuuua,
fo presenting his own system of beliefs, thunc‘réfv]y ment fons
my other Jewish leaders, ﬂﬁiéh: t“p' b;é;ékioa of J&bdﬁinsky,
Kahane is quick to stress hié reliance upon Jabotinsky, whom he
refers to  as "legendary,...the SI-”"'itual,lf‘ath("TT of the Jewish
revolutionary {ighting forees Irgun and Sternists, and a visionary
©f a Jewish state when othersw shrank from the concept."!® Kahuue
considers himself to be the legitimate heir to the leadership of
the Revisionist tradition.2® His commitment to Jabotinsky's con-
ception of Zionism is not entirely disingenuous, but Kahane also
Tecognizes the practical political value of invoking Jabotinsky's
name and symbolism among the nationalist constituengy to whom he
is trying to appeal. Today, however, he plays down these influ-
€0 vy, attempting to portray himself as an original, céurageous,

and even prophetic thinker.?}

19 L 5
Meir Kahane, Never A

sain, p. 133.
Kahane views his right to this position to be csprecially valid
since the Camp David Accords, which Kahane conwiders to be a
betrayal of Revisionism by Menachem Begin. For K:hane, no real
disciple of Jabotinsky, as Begin had been, would ever relin-
quish land from Jewish sovereignty.

R " o F 15
Ehud Sprinzak, 'Kach and Meir Kahane: the Emergence of Jewish
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The ideology which Kahane claims as his own is centered.around
“the fundawental axiom that -the Jewish people is a superior one,
chosen Uy God.

The Jewish people is a unique, distinct and separate
people, divinely chosen at Sinai, a religio-nation,
transcending the foolishness and danger of shallow
secular nationalism that merely divides without rais-
ing uwp. It is a chosen people . . . whose national-
ism and religion are identical and indivisible. .
It is a people that was given a sacred law, the Torah,
and an immutable destiny to live and uphiold the Torah
§0 as to serve as a light unto the nations. The
obscrvance of the mitzvot (divine commandments -§.L.)
is the sole reason for Jewish chosenness and Jewish
existence. . . . All that happened, happens, and will
happen goes according to a divine plan at the center
of which stands the Jewish people.??

Kahane take= tlis h}éhjy cxclusivist stance one step Ffurther.
The Jewish people's unigue status onLiLIhs them to their own sys-
Lem of normative behavior, nnfettered by any universualist code or
norms. As Kahane puts it, "We are not like other people, and the
norms and realities of the werld are not for us."??  Given what
Kahane perceiQo& as a chronic hostility’on the part of the gentile
world toward Jews, Jews must pursue their collective self-interest
and path towa}d redemption without 5ny rﬁgafd to thg futile task
of ameliorating gentile hatred. 'Never again can we allow Jews to

be kilied by the goyim. 1t is our responsibility. I wonld rather

have a Jewish state that is hated by the whole world than an Aus-
Quasi-Fascism', Jerusalem: Van Leer Institute, 1985, p.15,
Sprinzak claims that Kehane admitted to him that he was influ-
enced by Israel Eldad, a former member of the Irgun and uuthor
of the ultra-nationalist book, The Jewish Revolution (NY:
Shengold publishing, 1971.)

% Mejr Kahane, Listen World, Listen Jew, p.16.

Meir Kahane, Listen World, Listen Jew., p.)42,



chivitz that is loved by it."?*  Thus, the Jews' first and only
responsibilicy {s to his fellow Jew. Kahane unabashedly displays
thislchguvinjgm in ihe simple suggestion that, "The major question
for Jews in assessing $ny quesiion is: is it good for Jews?"?® - Ag
one would expect, Kahane ’albo places a hié'.ht"f value on Jowish
lives than any others. While discussing the Lebanon War, he said,
"“The 1ife of one Jowish soldier is worth more than all the lLeba-
nese in Lebanon."?$®

Kahane presents a five-prongéd'idaology which follows logically

from the above premise of Jewish chauvinism. Not surprisingly,
the first component is Ahavat Yisroel or ‘love of Jewry. To

Kahane, this means that a Jew must make the welfare of his follow
Jews his highest priority. Jews must be wélling to sacrifice, to
abanden their comforts and security, as leng as £b@re i3 a Jew in
need.  "We must be prepared to give our efforts; we must be pre-
bared to give our moneys; and, if nced be, we must be prepared to
give our 1jives for the Jewish people.”?’ TIn fact, Kahane main-

tains that Jewish organizations whose [inancial resources aid the

Community at large, including noph-Jews, lack Ahavat Yisroel. TFor

example, Jewish contributions to United ‘Way which serve gentile
communities, are a misuse of funds. '"There are Jewish poor; there

is Jewish economic and social suffering. These must take prece-

2% Meir Kahane, public spoth. Brookline MA. January 1985,
25 Meir Kahane, The Story of the JDL, p.74.
*® Meir Kahane, public speech, Boston MA, March 1985.

" Meir Kahane, The Story of the JOL, p.76.

Ibid. p.78 -
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- Kahane carrices Jewish ethnocentrism to an extreme, calling for
A reactionary insularity by Je@s. If a single Jéw is Lhrealened
by a Situation, that situation immediately becomes a specifically
Jewish problem. Thus, affirmative aation'and quotas are signifi-
cant only because Jewish students gnd warﬁn}s stand to be hurt by
them, As sucﬁ, Kahane SAYS j'Lhey con;LiLuLa deliberate anti-
semitism and reguire vigoroﬁs opposition. Jewish rcsponaibility
to maintain such an attitiode is justified b& the "fact" that non-
Jews naver help Jews so Jews must ﬂufp Lﬂém;ulvus.

Xahane often cites the Holocaust uﬁ the prime example of Jews
lacking Ahavac Yisroel. Kahane's interpretation of history is that
the United States could certainly have done more to save EuroPeaﬁ
Jewry. Thiw, by itself, neither surprises nor upsets Kahane; it
is precisely what he says Jews should expect from gentiles. What
does horrify Kahane is that Amerfcan Jewry acquiesced in Americal’s
indifference to Jewish cxtcrminaiion. Jewish leaders reacted to
Roosevelt's refusal to bomb rail lines leading to Auschwitz and
his rejection of shiploads of Jewish refugees

only with the usua) honest and sincere protests which
lacked substance and strength. . . . There was no
call for five million American Jews to take to the
streets, no call for sit-ins and civil disobedience,
no mass march of =rabbis to the Jjails., . . . Tha
tefusal Lo abandon the mantle of respectability, even
when it came to saving Jewish lives, was the hallmark

of a failure to upderstand fully the real meaning of
Ahavat Yisroel®®

———

\

2% Kahane, The Story of the JDL, p.J7.



Given the broad interpretation Kahane has of Ahavat Yisroel,
the other four categories in his ideology are almost redundant.
Nevertheless, he includas them for two reasons. First, by giving
his ideology five sections, he gives the impression of greater
ideological dapth. Bven - if that depth is only iliusory, it

®  Second, the actnal titles of the

apperals to poteniial members.?
four qther qategories are powerful words which Have & certain
appeal in and of themsclves. lﬂgggl, for uxamplc; is a word used
by Jabotinsky, and Barzcl, being Lhe/HebrEw word -for {iron, con-
jures up fuulinn; of power. Thus, even ﬁhough Ahavat Yisroel is
so comprehensive, Kahane insists on the five ;cpurutc principles
which coustitute his ideology.

The second principle he lists 4s one which he lifts directly
from Jabotinsky's Revisionism: Hadar, or Jewish dignity end pride.
Hadar was originally a reaction to anti-semitism which wis seen by
Jabotinsky as an attempt to degrade Jews and instill self-batred.
European Jews had their self-esteem stripped from them by brutal
prejudice. Similarly, argues KNahane, American Jews lack pride,
thoﬁgh for them this is primarily a result of ignorance and apa-
thy. He believes that the beauty of Judaism, its rich heritage,
its abundance of heroces, and its miraculous survival in the face

of persecution would instill Jewish pride in youth if only they

3% This fact was obvious at the first meeting of the American

branch of Kach in Brookline, MA on February 3, 1985. The sclf-
appointed leader of the movement, Ken Sidman, stressed the Kach
is a philosophical and ideological movement. The first order
of business, in fact, was to sct up an "Ideology Committee"
which was charged with the duty of formulating positions on
issues in accordance with the thought and values represented by
Rabbi Kahane.
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were exposed to it properly.. One of the principal goals of the
JDL was to.revitalize the Jewish pride of Awericam youth. Kahane
uses lofty ‘language to glorify the concept and his applicatdon of
it:

Hladar is translated into the relstionship between the
Jawish Defense League member and his leadership and
philosaphy. The Jewish Defense League represents an
ideal and a philosephy and, therefore, whether it be
~an- office or an officer of the orgamization, respect
mugt be acgorded to the status and to the ideals which
‘these reprasest. . .. Re proud that you are in the
vanguard and let the words "Jewish Defense League" be
part of the vomfort and consolation that comes from
knowing that one's life was put to holy purpose.??

Thus, we can sc¢e how Kahane attempis to lend legitimacy to his
movement by invoking the power of & Revisionist symbhol. The
attemptced apgrandizement of the JDL is blatant, but Xahane
believes that he 4is performing a moral service by providing a
vigorous Jewish arganization for Jewish youth.

The third of Kahane's stated priuciples is more in keeping with
the image his organization ultimately ossumed, namely Barzel or
Tron. "Birzel is a principal ingredient. of the Jewish Defense
League's ideology, in creating a physically strong., a fearless and
a couraygcons Jew who fights back. We are changing an image, an
image born of two thousand years in the Galut (exile -- S.L.), an
image that must be burjed because it has buried us."’? Not sur-
prisingly, Kahane legitimates the concept of Barzel by pointing to

the militery feats of Israel, a nation of Jews that has proven its

*! Kahane, Story of the JDL, pp.84-85.

32 Tbid. p.86. It is interesting to note. that here Kahane is
playing off of negative anti-semitic sterecotypes. On some
level, he believes that many Jews fit the derogatory image of
Jews as weak and cowardly.
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ability to fight when the neced arises. Furtherﬁore, Eﬂi%%l is
justified as an authentic Jewish principle with its roots in the
Bible. Moses smiting the ngptiah taskmasler, Joshua conquering
the Land of Israel, David killing Goliath, the military victories
of the monarchy, the Maccabees revolting against Antgouhns: these
to Kahane are the heroic acts of Jewish history and manifestations
of *ﬂgzvl; This Jewish tradition lJives on in the form of Jewish
fighters in the Warsaw ghetto, Begin's Irgun, the Israel Defense
forccs, and finally Meir Kahane's JDL and Kach. Recognizing the.
controversial nature of this conception of Judaism, Kahane writes,
"M™f . . . to teach the Jew to striké‘back; to be strong, to
retaliate -- “4f to put an cnd to the concept that Jewish blood is
cheap -- J3f this iz un-Jewish, then surely the State of lsrael
remains the most un-Jewish of all states.'®’

Kahane's fourth principle, Mishmaat Yisroel, or Jewish disci-

pline, was & means to evnsure that the chain of command within his
movement, and his total controi, wonld not be challenged. His
dwsc%iptionb of Mishmaat Yisroel stress the need for unguestioned
obedience to facilitate prompt mobilization against anti-semites.
This principle is rcmfnihévnt of the desire for power that Kahane
has exhib;tud since his youth.

Finally. Lhere-ig Bitachon, or fsith in the {ndestructibility
of thé Jéwish p&@pléia“ Kahane is filled with optimism for the
Jewish pe;pl& in general and the JIDL in particular, an optimism

which grows from the belief that the Jews sre chosen by God, and

'’ Ibid. pp.87-88.

B Literally, Bitachon means sccurity or defense.
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are thgrefore predustined to survive,

Thus, the philosophy of Meir XKshane finishes basically whara it
began: -~ with. cxapgerated exelusivity for Jews and a paranoid
stance .toward every men-Jdew. . Even so, .neither ;t;lmse ideas nor
'Kah:mé.'s'deve.lopuu;.m. of them are snrprising in light of his devel-
opment traced earlier. The sceds of radicalism and parochialism
‘were generously nourislhied, -

Still, there is. far more to MHelr Kahane than what falls under
the rubric of -"ideo.lagy'.' . One c;wz}j.’&»m“r;a:ll tratt thaw is obvicus to
any ccasual observer is his aggressive, cven violent, nature., #His
temper is cxplosive, and lic often warks himself into fits of rage
whilke  repeating gtor%n.\ from This repertoire of anti-semitic
atrecities. Oecasionally, he brcomes.se upset doring his speeches
that he degenerates dinto vielent, bloodthirsty vrhetoric. For
example, in one spoech, while discussing the seige of Beirut,
Kahane screamed:

We had them! We had them! We had them! Arafat,
Habash, Fawatmeh, and all those other “Jookeem"
©(fehrow  for Ycockrouaches" -+ 8.E.). That was the
moment to crush them -- once and for allt?®
Tt 1s not ‘surpxi.sin.g that XKahane has adveeated,. inspired, and
part:u;.c;ipated in numer;ms acts of vi:qle;xlc:e over the years.
Kahane's history incilg;les beat ings 'éf ‘i;'(l'lCi—:jL‘nlj.(.CS, .prison terms
for possession and use 'cf/- suntis and c.\;plos‘i\rcs,l seminars wraining
youths how to set bombs, physical assaults on Soviet dipvlo'matta,'
counter-terrerist Vacts .-{guvinst Arabs iﬁ‘}suropfs and America, and

numerous violent demonstrations. Kahane has proven ‘that he is

»% Meir Kahane, pnblic speech, Brooklime M4, January 1985.
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willing te act on his own violent rhetoric. Not only does he
carry out his threats, but he actually values the violence itself.
At the very least, "Jewish violence to protect Jewish interests is
never bad."'* While no psychoanalytic material based on in-depth
interviews has been published about Kahane, it is possible that
his violent characrteristies are indicative of neuroses which shape
his personality and worldview.

In a similar vein, Kahane gives signs of sexual anxiety. From
his youth when he objected to mixed sex socializfng, Kahane has
focused on sexual issues.. His speeches and writings are so laden
with graphic sexual description, innuendo, and imagery that they
have been characterized as "hlunt, brutal, and highly offen=

sive."?7? In

one of his pamphlets urging Jewish girls not to date
outside the faith, Kahame writes, "The best way of screwing the
Jewish nation is to screw a Jewish girl]l and broadcast the fact as

AL B

widaly as possible. Kahane almost invariably recounts the
killing or rape of Jews during speeches, successfully inciting his
audience. His descriptions are ordinarily quite explieit. While
telling how a young Israrli soldier hitchhiking home from his base
was killed by Arabs, Kahane says, "then they, the filthy dogs, cut
off his penis and stuck it in his mouth, leaving him to bleed to

nie

death, He is even more explicit when describing Arab rapes of

3¢ Meir Kahane, The Story of the JDL, Radnor, PA: Chilton Book Uo.
1975, p.l42. Emphasis his.

¥7 Sprinzak p.33.
’® Meir Kahane, undated leaflet.

% Meir Kahane, public speech, Jerusalem, Israel, July 3, 1985.
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Jewish girls., Suffice it to say that nothing, not even Arab
terrcrism, visibly angers Kahane as wmuch as sex betwean Jewish
women and Arab men, whether in the form of rape or marital interc-
ourse. He¢ has allegedly gone so far as to sbduct Jewish women who
are unhappily married to Arabs and canpot obtain divorces.*®
Kahane also apparently abducts the children of these intermar-
riages and places them in Orthodox homes or yeshivot. Paradoxi-
cally, these children are Jewish according to Jewish law since
their mothers are Jewish but Moslems according to Tsraeli civil
law (a sdituation which Kahane finds unconscionable). When con-
fronted by authorities, Kahane reportedly said that he would
"rather die" than return these Jewish ehildren to be brought up as
Arabs."?

Kahane's emphasis on sexual issues is more than mere demagog-
very designed to rile his audiences, Not only does he act against
_intermarriages, he has also proposed legislation to outlaw sexual
relations between Jews and non-Jews in Israel. Using the imagery
of blood defilement of the Jewish nation, Kahane's proposals are
ominously reminiscent of the Nuremburg Laws, a fact which has been
exploited by the Ministry of Education in the democratic value

seminars described in chapter two."?

BSpecifically, he calls for

*" Under Israeli civil law these marriages would have to be per=-
formed by Moslem clergy since there are no civil marriages in
Isyrael and no intermarriages performed by Jewish clergy. Under
the Moslem law which governs these marriages, the granting of
divorces is the husband's right.

“! personal interview with Barbara Ginzberg, a full-time member of

Kahane's staff, Jerusalem, July 1985,

“?2 It is unlikely that Kahane was unaware of the similarity when

he published his platform, and he may have deliberately mir-
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"non-citizen' status for all non-Jews 4in Israel and prohibitions
against sex between Jews and non-Jews with both offending partiés
serving im jail for five years.®’ Apy non-Jew who refused to take
an oath of allegiance to the Jewish state or who would not acerpt
the non-citizen status wounld be vxpelled. Kahave claims that all
of these proposals dre consistent with halacha (Jewish law).
Kegardless of its source of legitimacy, kahane's proposals are
racist in content and reflect a sexually obsessive parsonality.
Aside from Kahane's sexual fixation and xunoﬁhobia‘ he has
also exhibhited evidence of megalomania. Kahane perceives himself
as the paradigmatic Jew, the only one aciing according to God's
will. fWhen asked if he is playing a significant role -in God's
plan for the Jews, he answerved, "l . But not because God chose
me. God wanty every Jew to do wi:t I'm doing."** In particular,
Kahane believes that e alone lLus the ability and foreaight Lo
save Jewry from all the dire threuts 4t faces: anti-semitism,
assimilatioun, apathy, Sovict cppression, Arab terrorism, and
intermarriage. As IﬁAd;V of the JDL and of Kach, Kahane has
drmanded oxclusive control over the movements, & monopoly over
their public relations. and sole authorship of any written materi-
als. He claims personal responsibildity  for any achievements of
his groups., and he exaggerates the scope of those achievements,

For instance, by virtue of his leadership of the JDI, ho takes

rored the Nuremburg Laws for shock valuc,

“* Meir Kahane, interview with Ben Lynfield. Also, Kach Parrcy,
Undated pamphlet.

Ly . - I.' - # 5
Meir Kahane, interview with Ben Lynfield.
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credit for the freedom of 100,000 Seoviet Jews released in the
garly 1970's."® Probably in an effort to reinforce his self-image,
Kspang surrounds himself with individuals who idolize him.“® By
thriving ;n such treatment, Kahane repulses potential supporters
who agree with him Ian& would be capshla of sharing leadership
responsibility, but cannot stand the hero worship Kahane
demands "7 The result is the formalized distance between the
leader and followers in his movement which continually reinforces
Kahan@'s‘inflapnd self-image.

Pefhaps as a result either of his treatment by his followers
or the media attention he has received over the years, Kahane's
self-importance has continued to grow. For instance, he ludi-
crously exaggerates his own personal influence in Israel:

[t is unbelievable what the Arab thinks whén he hears
the name "Kahane". Three years ago I was serving in
the army in Ramallah. The Arabs there rioted, and
they sent me to Ramallah to put down the riet. And
let me tell you, as soon as the Arabs heard that
Kahane was in Ramallah -- there was no riot."“®
In the context of religious Judaism, in fact, he has come to see

himself as the possesser of the formula for bringing the Messiah.

Kahane sees the state of lsrael as the final test for Jews before

*$ Meir Kahane, public speech, Boston, March 1985.
“* This is perhaps the single most obvious trait shared by his
close followers and staff. Direct quotes from Kahane (or "The
Rabbi'" as he is affectionately called) are used to settle dis-
putes in the same way that biblical verses are often quoted.
The same core of 20-30 followers can also be found at all of
Kahane's speeches and carry him to the podium and, later, back
to his car on their shoulders.

Interview with Mordechai Dolinsky.

“* Meir Kahane, public speech, Brookline, January 1985.
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the coming of the Messiah.

The Talwud says that the . . . Messiah and the final
days will come in one of two ways, if we deserve it,
nicely and swiftly and instantly, and if we don't,
then first with terrible ways. [t would appear to me
that it is possible that God gave us this State as a
final grace period, hoping that we would go back te
him and then hc_would bring the Messiah, beautifully
and instantly.*?

Kahane is not alome in lharboriny wmessianic hopes nor is he
alene in his conviction that the rﬂdeﬁptioﬁ is dimminent; many
religious Zionists believe that the liberation of Judaea and Sama-
ria in 1967 was a step toward redemption. Kahane is unique, how-
ever, in his formula for bringing the Messiah in this geseration.
Ilsrael merely has to annex all cterritory which it controls
(including southern Lebanon since it, too, was within the biblical
boundaries of Israel), evict all enemies of the Jews from the
state of Israel, and destroy the mosques on the Temple Mount.
"Had we only acted without considering the gentile reaction, with-
out. fear of what he may say or do, the Messiah would have come
right through the open door and brought us redemption.”®’ Thus, in
such claims, Kahane has gone to the limit of self-aggrandizement
in suggesting that his proposals will lead the Jewish nation to
its ultimate redemption.

With these messianic promises, we have reached the culmination
of the unique and fapatical worldview of Meir Kahane. Even its

most temarkable facets are not entirely unexpected in light of the

background and personality described above. Kahane has been

49 Mair Kahane, Interview with Ben Lynfield,

% Meir Kahane, Al Haemunah Vohageula p.59. Quoted in Sprinzak,
p,TS. LT 2 3
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criticized over the years for being a completely self-interested
1
1

arge, flitting from one issue and country to

Jewish dutivistlat
aother. Thare Qs; hbwvﬁdr, every reason to believe that he is -
sincere at least about his convictions about Judaism and Jewish
power. In fact, once his world?iaw is umdafsﬁoed, both in thrust
and origin, his actions become not only comprehensible but also
predictable. Kahane's adult career is merely Lhe natuxal-upplica;
tion of‘ﬂis aggressive and chauvinistic brand of Judaism, combined
with his personal obsessions and phobiaz, to Lﬁe environment
around him.

The fact that Kahane has has remained committed to his congic*
tions for the past l&ryuura suL; him apart frowm many other demago-
gic extremists who, being dependent on publicity to get their
moyvements off the gronud, often change their stances on issues in
an effort to exploit shifts in public opinion. Benito Mussolini,
as described by Denis Mack Smith, epitomized just such fluidity of

' Smith portrays Mussolini as a blatant publicity

conviction\.é
secker, pursuing hero-worship from the ltalians. Mussolini was
willing to embrace aﬂy-dogLriﬁu which wdu}d carry him to power.
In 1920, he recoguized the prc;ailing leftist sentiment in
Italy, and referred to himself - as a socialist.®? By 1521, when
he first entered parliament, "judging that Ttaljan politics were
likely to move further towards. the right; he . . .. toek his seat

ne 3

on the extreme right of the amphitheatre. As Hussolini admite-

! Denis Mack Smith, Mussolini: A Biography, NY: Random House,

1982.

®2 Ibid. p.40.
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Led in private, "fascism was not a system of immutable beliefs but

Y

4 path to political power."®“ Such umserupulous behavior is what
we have come to expect from demagogues whose primary drive is for
their own power.

At fjfst glance, Meir Kahune appears to be justvsuch an unprin-
cipled power-sceker. He aggrandizes himself,  exaggerates the
tmpact of his deeds, and surrounds himself with individuals who
worship him -- all Mussolini-like characteristies. His lust for
publicity i§ obvious from his flashy and skilled usé of the media.
Just as obvious is his dghiru for power, an ambition to which le
readily admits. Perhaps it is not surprising then, that. he has
been called a fascist, not only by his political denigrators, but
by scholars ax well. Whatever alse may be said about Knhane,lit
is fmportant to bear in mind that he is not entirely unprincipled,

but, in fact, committed to the ideals discnssed sbove.

Political Typology

Bafore examining ihe fate of Kahane's program in action, it
would be instructive to place him on the comparative political
spectrum. By determining what type of political phenomecnon Kahane
represents, similar groups in other geographic or chronological
environments can be usced to help understand Kahane. Similarly,
our undeistanding of this type of movement is deepened by a sys-

tematic examinationm of characteristics of Rach and JDL such as

*? Ibid. p.4s.

% Tbid. p.46.
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their bases of support, relationship with the existing elites, and
political tactics. As such, Kahane must be assigned ﬁhe proper
niclie on the pelitical spectrum since an incorrect placement wounld
distort both our vision of Kahane's movements and of these relatod
groups.

Kahane's avownd opponents within the political mainstream,
including the lsraeli and American Jewish press, have not hesi-
’tated to assign Kahane a political label, usually "fascist” or
even "Nazi". These labels are not chosen for their scholarly
accuracy, but rather for their historical reverberations. They
are not analytic categories but terms of abuse. As such, they are :
not germane to our present analysis. What is important is that
many scholars who have applied a label to Kahane have also seen
him as some form of fascist. Ehud Sprinzak, a political scientist
at Hebrew University is one scholar who attempts to formally
defend this political label for Kahane. 1In a recent article,
Sprinzak calls Kahane a "quasi-fascist", a designation which he
defends at length.“ Quasi-fascism is a concept whiclh, of course,
can only be defined in relation to fascism itself. Sprinzak
defines fascism as political behavior involving extreme national-
ism and violence and based upon a philosophy that teotally rejects
democracy as a political regime and as a system of political
norms. Fascist movements can also be identified, continues Sprin-
zak, by their craving of a new order based on vitality, the belief

that their leaders are true representatives of the monolithic

** Sprinzak pp.23-37.
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state, and their opposition to the values of liberalism, constitu-
tionalism, and parliamentarism.*® Furthermore, fascists histori-
cally "cherished their leaders to the point of personality cult; .
. . they applied aggressive propaganda maﬁhads in order to
attract certain political supporters; and they dehumanized their
" enemies in order te legitimate their Jatér expulsion or elimina-

HE?

tion. Sprinzak goes on to characterize the form fascist move-

ments tend to take upon in seizing power, criteria which are
irrelevant to an analysis of Kech at present. :

For Sprinzak, quasi-fascist movements closely resemble fascist
ones in simplifying complex issues, dehumanizing enemies, and by
playing on chauvinism, vationalism, and anti-alien sentiment.®"
Quasi-fascist leaders, like fascist ones, are fully devoted to

their cause.® In fact, for Bprinzak, the single feature distin-
guishing fascism from quasi-fascism is that fascist groups reject
democracy. According to Sprinzak, "Kach fits the quasi-fascist
model. It follows the quasi-fascist evolutionary pattern in that

. it has not vet reached full fascism, signified by a rtotal
rejection of the demvcratic order."®® The problem with Sprinzak's
tategorization of Kach is that Kahane would indeed reject the

democratic order if he had the power to do so. In effect, Sprin-

zak is confusing Kahane's capabilities with his intentions. Even

5 Thig definjtion is clasely paraphrased from Sprinzak, p.Z4.
"ISprinzak. p-24. |

*% Sprinzak, p.25.

** Ibid.

¢° Sprinzak, p.26.
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Hitlg;, who certainly could not be called a gnasi-fascist, was
f%rced to play. the game of democgacy at firgt. Tims, by Sprin-
zak's model, Kahane should rightfully be‘,‘ (;alll(‘d a fascist. 1t
seems, then, that the most rigoroué attembg at scholarly defini-
_ tion of Kahane arrives atL the same f(}s‘ci,st_ label as his most ten-
dentious denigraters.
Paul Wilkinson, in The New Fascists, also refers to Kahane as a

fascist in a scholarly context. JIn documenting the rise of fas-

cist movements worldwide, Wilkinson wrives:

The recmergence of fascist movemenis and intensificas
tion of fascist violence are . . . nwot couflined Lo a
mere handful of Furopean umd Latin American ccountries.
One of Lhe most astonishing developments has been the
growth of a fascist fringe within Israel (in the form
of -- §.L.) a tiny extremist pacty, Kach . , . Of
course, the overwhelming majority of fsraelis reject
Kach's ideas and regard both Kach and Rabbi Kahane,
its founder, as lunatics. But this cannot disgnise
the truth that . . . no culture or political system
{s immume from the dangers of the fascist mentality,
not even the people whe bave suffered most from the
barbarity of foncism. !

Wilkinson, like Sprinzak, has .a relatively broad definition of
fascism, specifying only that fadcists oppose democracy, wish to
revive Lhe national spir%t, approve of violence, desiio a strong
laader, and propose racist actions such as repatriation or depor-
tation.®2 In fact, the.-ntility of such definitions of fascism are
comprémizod because they are so inclusive, embracing nearly any
riglit-wing phenomenon regardless of its religious orientation,
economic, ﬁrogram, concepltion of social structure, or stunce on a

e Ao e b b

*' Paul Wilkinson, The New Fascists, London: Grant Mclntyre Ltd.
1981, p.145.

sa'WiEkinscﬂ,'p‘Q.
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plethora of OLﬁér crucia] policy variables. Kahane may, in fact,
be a fascist, but im order to come to this conclusion, we must see
howAbe\difEers from other rightist political types.

. A more precise definition is offered b§ Stanley Payne in his
book Fascism. ngue'h more vxacting-list‘of'crjteria of right-
wing political forms enable us to see which, if an&, apply Lo Meir
Kahane. Payne calls upon an impressive array of historical illuses

trations to support hiis differentiation of fascism from two other

prd

authoritarian natiounalist vypes: radical rightism and conservative
authoritariunism. According to Payne, genuine fascism consists of
three major compouncnts: fascist negatioms, its ideslogy and goals,

’ He lists anti-liberalism®®*, anti-communism, and

and- its style.®
snti-uonsurvutism as the basic fascist vejyitions. For ideology
and goals, Payne specifies the creation of a non-traditional,
nationalist, authoritarian state; an integrated, multi-class eco-
nomic étruccure; radical imperialism; unq cspousal of an idealist,
voluntarist  creed as part of a new seccular culture. Stylis-
tically, according to Payne, fascist movements.emphasize the role
of the charigsmatic leader, youth, masculinity, wirility, violence,
and politieal chorcography.

Conservative authoxitariaﬁs.> though they share "same of the
publie esthocics, choreography, and external trappings of fas-

cism,"®® .are more moderate than fascists. In particular, they are

®3 The ensuing definition is closely paraphrased from Stanley
Payne, Fascism: Comparison and Definition, Madison WI: Unjver-
sity - of Wisconsin Press, 1980, pp.7-14.

®* By this he means liberal democracy.

&3 Payne, p.EO_'
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less imperialistic, wish to preserve the status quo among secial
groups and of the political system, temper their elitism, and base
their appeal on more traditional values than the fascists, such as
religion,®®

Radical rightists, on the other hand, want to transform the
entire political system, glorify their leaders more than counserva-
tive authoritarians (though not so much as fascists), use the
military for political purposes, share the fascists' imperialist
ambitions, and, unlike fascists, often base their a;peal on relig-
ious values just as the conservative authoritarians do, Morcover,
the radical right, being more dependent than fascists on the
existing structure and olites, are "unwilling to accept fully the
cross-class mass mobilization and implied social, economiec, and
cultural change demanded by fascism."®7

Even by Payne's criteria, Kahane most closely resembles fas-
cist. He embodies the stylistic characteristics of fascism; he
ewbriaces the fascist goals of imperialism, nationalism, and
authoritarianism: and he concurs in the faseist negation of lib-
eral democracy. Morsover even a cursory glance at the criteria
for the related category of conservative authoritarianism excludes
Kahane from it. Although it is less obvious, Kahane also does not
qualify as a radical rightist. He is completely estranged from

the existing structures and elites and is indifferent to the

social, economic, and cultural change so feared by radical righ-

*¢ Payne, pp.16-20
*7 Payne, p.20,

®® In fact, he would welcome the cultural change of revived relig-
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tists.®

Even so, 1t would be .improper to brend XKahane a fascist.
Kahane's program is simply too pqru:hjui Lo encompass even Pavre's
minimal prerequisites of fascism. Payne's ecvidence suggests that
fascists seek to radically rcorder all arcas of society: politi-
cal, social, ecopomie, and cultural. Kahame, caring only about
religion, lacks any propasals in the. economic sphere by which Lo
63

judge him as a fascist or non-fascist, Morecover, Kahane's Jew-

ish parochialism and desire for a socilety buauéﬁ on & literal
interpretation of the Bible explicitly contradict the classic
fascist goul, cited Dy Puyuﬁ. Lo create a nom-traditional, secular
culture.

In fact, Kahane's relisicon fundamentalism vrenders his views
not only too narrow for fascism but actually irreconcilable with
it. Kahane's religious beliefs are tho ultimate socurce of his
fascistic ideas in the first place. His opposition to democracy,
imperialist ambitions, and denire to expel the Arabs are not based
on  the powerful secular nationatism which Lypifies fascism.
Rather, thay are all grounded in his interpretation of Jewish law,
in his religious fundamentalism. Thuw, despite Kuhape's rtesemb-
lance to {ascists in both style and somc goals, his ultimate reli-
ance uypon religious convictions would make it aunalytically

‘misleading to consider him a fascist.

losity.
®® This is gn especially glaring omission in light of lsrael's
pressing econemic problems,
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Since Kahane's politics are based entirely om his religious
beliefs, it would seem appropriate to dub him a religious funda-
mentalist. However, it is important to bear in mwind that any
political label must be understood in the context of the surround-

ing political enviromment. For example, as Lipset and Raab point

out in The Politics of Unreason, the pressrvatism of the rlght in
America islmanifusted in the anti-Soviet views of Barry Goldwater
while the right in Czechoslovakia consists of  ardent pro-
Soviets.”® Similariy, Kahane's radical chisﬁJ parochialism
excluded him from the American politl.ic.n} spectrum but automavi-
cally qualifies him as an ultranationalist in Israel. - Moreover,
to refer to Kahane simply as a religious fundamentalist in Israel
is misleading since fundamentalist groups exist there which bear
little resemblance to Kach. Most religious fundamentalists in
Israel eschew political activity except to maintain the status quo
in terms ol public adherence to Jewish law and to secure funding
for their communal institutions. Kahane, on the other hand, envi-
sions a complete and total transformition of society from the
secular democracy currently operating in Israel to a Torah state.
lie, unlike other religious fundamentalists in Israel, is not con-
tent to leave such radical transformations to God and, by exten-
sion, the Messiah. Instead, if he had the power, Kahane would

enforce Jewish law regardless of pragmatic repercussions.’? Only

"! For example, no religious fundamentalist has taken such an
ultranationalist, if religiously motivated, stand on such
highly emotional issues as israel's Arabs. Kahane considers
it blasphemous, especially for religious people, to argue
against his demand for ecxpulsion on secular grounds. Only



55
in this way can lsrael prove to God that she "deserves" the lMes-
siah.

Also, in the context of the Isracli political environment,
Kahane has exceaded the usual manifestations of ultranationalism,
not only by adopting even more extreme stands, but also by clalm-
ing divine justification for his positions. The Israeli politi-
cians . whose views are ¢losest to Kahane's do not base their
beliefs on religious conviction but rather on some mixture of
secular justice, security considerations, and pragmatism.’? Kahane
denounces these motivations, arguing that his proposals must be
enacted roegardless of potential consequences, since God will
ensure the ultimate Jewish viectory. Thus, his political nature is
fundamentally different from the most natienalist sccular move-
ments in lsrael. There can never be any compromisc in Kahane's
views regardlens of worldly pressures and consequences. 73

It sieems chal cxisting political vocabulary is insufficient ‘Lo
accurately characterize Kahaue's relationship to the Israeli

political systew. [ propese to place him within a new political

quest ions of properly interpreting Jewish law are relevaot.
’ 1 am referring specifically to such people as Rafael Eican,
Geula Cohen, and Yuval Ne'eman, the leaders of the Tehiya
‘(Revival) party. An ex-chief .of staff, Begin's former radio
operator, and a particle physicist respectively, these ultrana-
tionalists are security minded secular Jews, and not at all
steeped in religious tradition.
7* Begin proved by making peace with Egypt that secular national-
ists, despite their rhetoric, will compromise if they perceive
it to be in Israel's self-interest. Also, Kahane differs fun-
damentally from Gush Emunim by pressing for a complete Totrah
socinty, in which the annexation of Judaea and Samaria would
constitute but 4 small part of his program. In addition, Gush
has chosen nat to organize a formal political party.
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tradition to be called religious totalitarianism. 1In recent years
the phenomenon of religious totalitarianism has plagued the polit-
ical world, especially in the Middle East. Neither "religious
fundamentalist” nor "totalitarian" alone adequately captures these
leaders' natures. Kahane and the Ayatollah Khomeini in Iran (who
is perhaps Lthe most significant of the world's other religious
‘totalitarians), ave wmore than just religious Ffundamentalists.
They desire more Lhaﬁ a mere revival within the religious realm,
more than a mere incrensﬁd observance of religious an. They seck
to totally transform society, in all of its dimensions, according
to other-worldly considerations, namely é literal imterpretation
of age-old religious traditions. Moreover, they seek to achieve
this transformation through political compulsion rather than spir-
itual revival. Believers and non-believers alike would be force-
fully subjected Lo religious law, not encouraged to convert
voluntarily. Thus, while they share the concerns of religious
fundamentalists, the scope of their ambitions qualify them as
totalitarians (or in Kahane's case as an aspiring totalitarian).
So how do they differ from other totalitarians? They, in accor-
dance with what Hannah Arendt argnes should be expected from
totalitarians, seek to transform all aspects of life by wielding
unlimited state power.’* The fundamental difference between Kahane
and Khomeini on one hand and previous tbtalitanians on the other
is that the former seek control over everyday life in order to

conform society to the demands of an established religion. They

“ Hannah Arendt, Origins of Totalitarianism, New York: Harcourt
Brace Jovanovich, 1951,
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are totalitarians only to achieve their spiritual, other-worldly
goa]s.v ngg, they have broken with the hiétorica] pattern of
totalitarianism, which usually secks to transform society for
secuiap, this-worldly, purposes, as with the f(ascists described by
Payne. This religious brand of totalituriauniswm was not euvisioned
by the scholars whé have analyzed totalitarianism, usuwally with an
eye toward explainiug the regimes of Stalin or Hitler. As such,
it is analytically valuable to ecxamipe these religious totalitar-

‘ , ‘ p .
ians separately since they cannot accurately be grouped with anti-
traditional leadevs such as Hitler or Sralin. The no#i ”chapgérs'
contribute to our wunderstanding of religions ,toﬁaiitérians Ly

tracing the historical fate of Meir Kahane.




‘Chapter v
" IDEOLOGY N ACTION: THE JEWISH DEFENSE
. LEAGUE

Loug befu;a'védhaﬁc Hcg hjs sights oh A KnQSSﬂt seat, he
appealed to American chx/to adopt and act Upon_hih View§ in the
United States. PBetween 1968 and i97], KahAnq headed the Jewish
Defense League, a group committed to_the realization of Kalane's
ideas in America. Kuhan%;ﬁ tenure as head of the JDL in Americs

hiis development. The JDL's history ifle-

is a pivotal chapter in
minates Kahane's natufe as a man of action. He :aid what he
thought, but, more importantly, he did what he said, no ﬁatter how
outlandish. lte was so convinced of the e¢fficacy of direct action
and violence that he eventually wenf too far and officvnded miny of
His own followers., Before Kahane left for Tsrael in 19713lh0w«
ever, he earned a nane for himself as a committed Jewisﬁ actiyisc.

The JDL's brief popularity and its subsequent decline, were
functions of higtorical) contingencies which, at times, magnified
and ag others seyerely limited Kahaﬁe's personal impact. 1In this
chapter, the histortcal factors which made Kahone's message so
timely and effecLive are discussed. Kahane's programs are
described, illuminating not only how his ideology translated into
action, hut also how he reacted to and exploited the conditions

upon which the JDL fed. Kahane's extremism and ambition allowed
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him to affect certain issues but prevented him from becoming truly
influential. The surrounding conditions which compellied the JDL
o escalate its violence. are presented next, inecluding a discus-
sion of why this dnevitably ‘{valigc{lud Lthe JDL. Finally, this
chapter concludes with a discussion of how the structure of the
American political environment guarantees the ultimate failure of
extremism 1in.-Americay.a fact which contrasts with the Isrseli

political strueture to bhe axamined in later chapters.

~

Rise of the JDL: Historical Factors
According to Kahane, the inspiration for cthe JDL first came to
~him from inner-city Jews who wrote to him at The Jewish Press to

complain about urban violence and the aloofness of Jewish communal

1

orgavizations to thedr plight.® After meeting with JDL co-founders

Mordechai Dolinsky and Bertram Zweibnm’, Rahane ran an advertisec-
went in The Jewish Press on May 24, 1968 calling for the formation
of & group to be called the Jewish Defense Corps.? Kahane eventu-

H}]y op(.\“(\-d C]’lﬁf)t.(—)l's in all major urban arecas with :significant

These include such groups as the American Jewish Congress, B'nai
Brith, the Jewish Federation, and so on. Collectively, these
groups were referred to by Kabane and others as the "Jewish
establishment".

Meir Xahane, Story of the JDL p.91. According to Dolinsky, he
remained with the JDL only for a few months before moving to
Israel. Zweibom continued to be a JDL stalwart through the
mid-1970"'s.

The name was later changed to "League" because Kahane thought
the military sound of "Corps' wis too shocking for American
cars. Iromically, one of Dolinsky's objections to the group was
that the name was wot shocking erough:
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Jewish populations, though New York always Temained the wost
important chapter b@éausm of Kahdre's personal presence there,
The JDL's primary function was 1o protect all Jews, but especially
those urban, for the most part religions, Jews who felt threatened
by violence and spti-semitiszm,  Imitially, that defense included
not only physical defense but also -legal hattles, ranging from
combatting quota systems and scholarships earmarked for Blacks to
secking govermmental aigd to Jewish parochial schoels.  On Llhose
issoes, of course, Kaluane contradicted the positioﬂwmf the genor-
ally liberal Jewish establishment who always advecated the strice
scparation of cﬁur@h aud state and strongly supported the civil
rights movement. 1In kuhana's view, the brunt of the Jowish estab-
lishmont's liberalism fell upon poor, religious Jews: affirmative
action quotas jeopardized their jobs and college admissions, and
they direly nceded fﬂnds for theiv parochial schools. These Jews
felt not only beleaguered in the inner-cities but alse abandoned

by their "brothers" in the Jewish establishment,

The plight of these urban Jews gave Kahane an excellent oppor-
tunity to translate his deeply held Jewish ghauvinism into action.
Several bistorical contingencies caw be identified which also
worked te Kahane's advantage. When Kahane formed the JDL in 1968,
the surrognding atmosphere was one of general turmoil and radical-
ism., The civil rights and Black power movements wera in full
swing, and many of America's urban arcas had experienced or &‘wer‘e
about to experience rioting, violence, and general unrest. The

anti-war movement had mobilized much of America's youth, and the
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general mood of activism expanded to include feminists, gays, and
many other groups. This mood laid the groundwork for the JDL's
appeal since it too hoped Lo attract scme of these urban acti-
‘'vists. Moreover, nothing could have been more advantageous for
Kahane's appeal than the Black anti-semitism emerging in American
cities coincidental with the founding of the JDL. Convenient
though it may have been for Kahane, that anti-semitism was not a

figment of his imagination; it did indeed exist, and in a vicious

‘

form,
1n particular, the New York City teachers' strike of 1968 pre-
cipitated an unprecedented outpouring of Bjlack anti-semitism.
Irving Howe wrote of the strike that "no event in recent history
has so embittered and divided the people of New York." The most
obvious manifestation of that division and bitterness was tLhe
conflict between Blacks and Jews concerning the public schools.
In particular, Blacks resented the Jewish presence in the cduca-
tional hierarchy, whether in the form of teachers, principals, or
Albart Shanker, head of the United Federation of Teachers. Forum,
the publication of the Afro-American Teachers Association,
expressed their resentment in the following editorial in November
1968
How long shal) the Black and Puerto Rican communities
of New York City sit back and allow the Jewish-
dominated United Federation of Teachers to destrov our
every effort to rescue our children from those
incompetent teachers whose only goal is stifling our
children's intellectual growth? . . . Eighty-five

percent of the teachers are Jews. Ninety percent of
the principals are Jews. It is these same persons who

“ Irving Howe, introduction to Thomas Brooks' article, "Tragedy of
Ocean Hil1", Dissent, January/February 1969, p.28,
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must bear direct responsibility for the systematic
exclusion of Blacks and Puerto Ricans as teachers and

‘principals. . . And the Jew, our great friend of yes-

terday, is now our exploiter!®

Other pronouncements were not so restraimed and upnderstandably

frightened many New York Jows. One characteristic incident con-
cetned the December 26, 1968, dppearance of Leslie Cawpbell, an ‘
outspoken Black teacher, on a radio show hosted by Julius Lester
on WBAL in New York. On that show, Campbell read the following
poem, allegedly written By a student of his: - e

To Albert Shanker (head of the UFT): Hey, Jew-boy

with that yarmulke on your head/ You pale-faced Jew-

boy/ 1 wish you were dead./ I sece you Jew-boy/ now

gou can't hide/ I zot a scope on you/ Yeah, Jew-boy

you gonna die.® : 7
Lester, apparently deeply moved, commented, "Beautiiul! Beauti-
fult™? This poem was the subject of a subseguent controversy in
which the JDL demanded the dismissal of Paul Anthony, a Black
teacher who reguired his students to copy the poem word for word.
Later during the same show, another guest, Tyrone Woods, made the-
following statement: 'What Hitler did to six millien Jews is noth-
ing compared to what's done to Black people. As far as I'm con-
cexrned, more powar to Hitler. He didn't make enough lampshades

out of them. He didn't make enough belts owt of them.'?

Quoted by Meir Kahane, Story of the JDL p.106.

Meir Kahane, Story of the JDL p.108. Also quoted in Leon Wies-
eltier, "The Demons of the Jews', The New Republic, November 11,
1985, p.24.

Ibid.

Ibid.
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Given the vitriolic nature of these anti-semitic expressions by

Blacks, it is not surprising that Jewisé Lnachags and administra-

tors felt unnasf, especially since some Black laaders acgtually

advocated vielence. Leslie Campbell, addressing a group of twelve
to fifteen year olds at a school assembly said:

Don't steal toothpaste and combs, Steal things we can

use, you kpow what 1 mean brothers. . . .. When the
enemy taps you on the shoulder, send him to the ceme-
tery.®? :

The schoel. board, amidst severe pressure and strife which saw
fistfights break out at meetings, caved in to aggressive pressure
and actually advised some Jewish teachers to resign.!® The lives
of some Jewish school officials were threatened, and a few, such
as Dideon Goldberg, turned to the JDL for protection. Kahane
responded eagerly by dispatching JDL members to escort Goldberg to
work and to guard him until the danger passed.'’ Kahane's world-
view dictated such a direct response to anti-semitic threats, and
the JDL reliably reacted against manifestations of anti-semitism
which came to its attention. For those Jews who were terrified by
anti-semitism, the JDL was a welcome addition to the urban land-
scape.

Aggressive attitudes of Jews in the late 1960's were shaped by
more than just the Black anti-semitism described above. While the

comnection is perhaps more subtle, the Six Day War profoundly

—

* Quoted by Brooks, p.33. .

** Shlomo Russ, The Zionist Houligans: The Jewish Defense League,
Ph.D. dissertation, City University of New York, 1981,
pPp.22-23.

! Kahane, Story of the JDL p.113-114
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affected Jews in a way that also made them more receptive to Meir
Kahane, DPuring the weeks leading up to 11‘:a_w:lr‘ .Lhcru was a pal~
pable sense of Lmocn}iouﬂnnxs felt by Jows who identified with
Tsrael's plight. Isracl's virl;Lory ever -the combined Arab armies
in June ef 1967 was cause for rejoicing among Jews and instilled
in them a powerful sense of pride, 'l'ln.rrn '.o:.']R.ém.ul‘lpz‘(sc:cdullLl\d

outpouring of fimancial support for Israel and a leap in American

ali

aliyah. Above all, Israel's military f;:ats, contrrustsln_u,» to Jewish
d'_:f‘!kl‘;.‘.t‘?("hr;r\;\.u;:. during World War IJ;I;, unde‘rscor‘.z-d't.l‘.n value lo.f
self-reliance and strength, ideas which were at the core of the
JbL's ideology. The way had a similar effect on Jews in Vth_e
Soviet Usion who were emboldened to begin pressing for the right
to emjigrate. Thus, lsraeli military success reverberated across
the whoie of world Jewry, and in a way that aided Meir K:A!mne;

A final element in the array of factors contvibuting to JDL
acceptance was the general mood of unrest in American cities of
which the New York tveachersl strike was- symptomatic. Numl‘erolns
cities experienced racial rioting in the late 1960's, and the
Jewish mood in mixed racial neighborhwods was understandably one
of constant apprehension. In J968, New York City witnessed a
consumer run on firearms, guard dogs, burglar alarms, and supple-
menfal doorlocks&.jLz Such a cterrified atmosphere was self-

reinforcing since businesses faltered partly bacause shopkeepers

were afraid to remain opem after dark. Property values declined,

2Xdcerbating the already acute economic strain. Clawar claims

12 ; - ; v ; ;
Stanley Clawar, Neo-Vigilantism in America: An Analysis of the
Jewish Defense League, Ph.D. dissertatisn, Bryn Mawr Univer-

sity, 1976, p.68.
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-that approximately 800,000 Americuan Jews were forced to live below
the official poverty line, the overwvhelming majority of them in
large cities.!'? Thcser Jews felt vj;tfmiznd from all «ides,
jincluding by -their fellow Jews in the suburbs. By offering these
disadvantagrd Jews a soiuti&n LO'Lh&ir problem and by pointing an
accusing finger ac the Jewish cutablistiment | Kahane was .'1:111é to

capitalize on this sympaihetic constituency.

JDL Response

Kahane tailored the ﬂﬂ. te succeed in just sv;lch an. atmoxphere.
The JDI, offered an opportunity to strike back, to overcome inse-
curity snd helplessuess. For Kahane, the backbone of any activist
movement is its core of devoted youth. Accordingly, he inaupu-
rated a youlh trainiung program whiéh proved, ultimately, to be
successful in attracting that small ddecalistic core. The program
;:Qntercd around a cemp operated by the JDL in Monticello, New
York, which Kahaune opencd the spring after the JDL was fou,n&ed,
Both religious and secular Jewish Leenagers were instructed there
in the use of firgarms, the mﬂftial arts, and especially in the
IDL version of Jewish history emphasizing Jewish military heroes
from biblical times to the prasentw“' The militaristic {focus
parallels Kahane's own experience in Betar. Kahane proudly quotes
the following description of the camp's physical rigors from an

article in National Obser

o

'? Clawax, pp.71-77.

14

Clawar, p.137.
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Each doubled over mamentarily and looked as though he
might vomit; then he straightened up proudly. Thiee
woeks of five-hour dadily karate lessons had toughened
the young men. Most of the teenagers at camp here
fire weapons and learn the yefinements of hand to hand
combat for the first time and not for the sport of it,
They come from some of the meanest .sections of New
York City. They are Jews. They dre going through the
gruelling punishment at camp because they bolieve Jowvg
in the United States are fighting for survival. Their
organization, the Jewish Defense League, promises that
the Jew will no longer play the patsy, 'S

For the young men who cﬁuld ﬂot make it to the camp, Kahané opened
a karate school in New York City which preved to Le very popular.
Kahane's goal was to meld a group of-ﬁighly motﬁvated youhg aceti-
vists who could be¢ counted upon to undcrtéke the dangerous and
illegol acts which would follow. Given tﬁo situation these tecn-
agers faced, kérate and wung were among the most effective ways of
Attracting them.

Kahane's obscssion with Jewish strength weant more than just
summer camps and karate schools. He also advocated that‘every
Jewish family arm itself claiming that guns are the best defense
against anti-semitism. He even argued that they could have pre-
vented the llolocanst. KJhnuv writes:

"Every Jew a .221"  Let it be shouted and let the
educational campaign go forth. Younyg Jewish men and
women, learn to shoot. Drink thirstily at the feet of
the non-Jew this one art in which he excels. TFor we

dare not be ignorant as our fathers were before us,
and we canpol repeat the errors of the past.'®

** Kahane, Story of the JDL, p.130. Quoted from National Observer

July 28, 1969,
i6 e ~ .
Kahane, Story of the JDL, p.133. Such stances reflect Kahane's
exploitation and e¢ven tacilt acceptance of the anti-semitic
Stereotypes of Jews as weak, as was discussed in chapter three.
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Conzsistent with this conviction and with Kahane's predilection:
for direct action, Kahane took ‘the JDL to the straets to combat
anti-semitism. In fncL; one of the Jﬂh'slmost controversial pro-
grams was the "anti-crime" patrol Kahane sent into dangerous Jow-
‘ish ncighborhuod;l‘ JDL. sentries bdtrollod the strects every
evening. until 2 A,Mf,armcd with bats, pipes, and, when -possible,
guns.  High-rise housing prOEUﬂLh‘ were assigned JNDL . sguads as
:\Qell, to patrol lobbies, elevators, and hallways. Kahane claims -
that these programs helped rednce crime, both directly and by
goading police into providing bcftcf proLuuLion. Kahane f(launted
his iron (ist tactics in a sarcastic advertisement in the New York

entitled, "Is This Any Way For a ‘Nice Jewish Boy ' to

Behave?", which pietured IDTors, armed with clubs and chains  in
front of Temple Emanu E1 in New York. Eshane had sent them there
to prevent the entry of Black militant James Forman who had prow-
ised to appear at Shabbat services to demand reparations from the
Jewish community for the plight of American Blacks. In the Times
ad, Kahane defended this and other JDL vigilante acts.

Objections to JNL ngflantism,.p}rmarily from Jewish groups,
did not question its effectiveness, but rather the morality of
taking the law fnto one's own hands. Denigrators accused Kahane
of violating Jhwish values and liknncd him to the Ky Klux Klan.
The National Jewish Community Relations Advisory Council, repre-
senting 82 Jewish community agencies including the Anti-Defamation
League (ADL), the American Jewish TCongress géqu, and the Jewish

War Veterans, publicly condemned "extremisw and vigilantism by any
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7 The ADL bulletin contained an

group and the JDL h‘pf\\';fi‘it..ll‘l‘%ﬂi
‘atticle entitled, "A Vigilante Group Falls Victim to the Tactics
it Claims to prmav“, wherein it argued vLhiat the JDL'§ ”p99“1 was
based on a fallacy of supposedly dangerous American anti-semitism.
Jewish self-defense, argued bh@ &QL, relies on the "faulty premise
that any breakdown in law and order is specifically a Jewish prob-
Jew, ax if Jews are the only victims of crime and violence. '!®

By increasing JDL visibility, such cundcmnatjon5 may actually
have helped Kahane expand his opﬁrJLions to include electoral
polities. Using tastics which further alienated him from the
Jewish mainstream, Kahane opposed John Lindsay's - bid for re-
election as mavor of New York City. The Jewiaﬁ vote, always cru-
cial in New York City politics, took on an added prominenca in
light of the Black-Jewish tensions described above. In a proveca-
tive advertisement in the New York Times, Kahane boldly stated
that "The Jews of New York City cannot afford another 4 yeurs of
John Lindsay.'" This heundline was followed by a litany of alleged
cases of Lindsay's inscnsitivity to Jewish concerns, concluding
with the warning that Jews who ignore this exhortation "deserve
whatever they get."”'® ln particulsr, Kahane decried Lindsay's
handling of the teachers' strike, his refusal to fire "anti-

semites" on the city pnyroll, and his inability te halt Black

anti-semitism. Kahane followed wup his opinion by organizing

Elkansh Schwartz, "Noies on the JDL Experience”, Jewish Life,
April 1972, p.13.

18

ADL Bulletin, October/November 1969, p.&.

1%

New Yortk Times, October 6, 1969, p.35.
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"eruth sqﬁﬁds" who shouted down the mayor at public appearances
and asked him pointed  questions whenever possible. Mainstrcam
Jewish leaders were horcified by JBL behavior and denounced Kahane
with renewad vigor.ZE
- The JDL's strategy of confrontation also included responding to
the Arab terrorism against Jews and Jsraelis that.intunniriud in
1970. In conjunction with the War of Attrition lannched by Egypt
along the Suez Canal, the PLO committed several terforist a;Ls in
Isvael, as well as a rash of hijackings. Kahane authorized the
beatings of known PLO members in New York and warned that if any
Jewish hostages were kiflvd in the hijackings that "Arab blood

w21

will be shed in all purté of "the world. He placed an asdver-

tisement in the New York Tiwes on September 11, 1970 urging adher-
ence Lo ﬁhe Jewish principle of "an eye for an eye" in response to
the hijackings. Apparently, he intended his words to be tuaken
literally, since an Septembexr 28, JDL member Avraham Herschkowitz
was arrested in a puoorly plauned attempt to hijack a plane to
Israel. Undaunted by this debacle, Kahane followed up one week
later by ordering the bombing of the PLO office in New York.??
Perbips spurred by the publicity lie received from the mayoral
Campaign and other &DL actions, Kahine cxpanded his operations to

incinda the struggle to free  Soviet Jews. Kahane's actions on

behalf of Soviet Jews were probably the most controversial under -

e e i iy}

20 See, for example, the letter by Arthur Goldberg, a respectoed
Jewish establishment figure, to the editor of the New York
Times October 10, 1969, p.52.

' Quoted in the New York Times, September 9, 1970, p.19.
18 New York Times, Outobar 7, 1970, p.1.

>
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taken by the IDL. Morcover, JDL activism for Soviet Jews predated
~widespread American Jewish activism- by a full year. Before the
Leningrad Hijacking Trials of December 1970, American Jewish
response was limited cxclusively to the Nalicnal Conference on
Soviet Jewry, a group which boasted no.full time staff and lackea
the resources to do anything more than criticize the USSR in pross
releases.?? As Panla Stern.. student of the movement to free Soeviet

Jewry, writes:
-

In contrast (te the Jewish establishment - §,L.),
individual Jewish activists, outside the mainstream of
Jewish eommunity leadership . . . dominated the early |
Soviet emigration movement in the United States. .
The JDL stagad a number of violent, headline-grabbing,
anti-Soviet incidents.?®

A full> iear befofe .the Léningrad Trials, the JDL undertook
actions on behalf of Soviet Jowry thar were characteriéud by vio-
lence unﬁrccndentcd in American ‘Jewish politics. Kahane had a
knack for ;Qntriving theatrical protests and-demonstrations which

o

*? In fact, the very existence of the Leningrad hijacking plot, in

which Russian Zionists conspired te {ly o plane to lsrael, was
an indictment of Western Jewry's tepid activity for Soviet
Jews . Fearing capture, those whe attempted the hijacking left
a Testament for posterity formally describing their motives and
grievances., The Testament was hushed up by the Boviets for
obvious reasons and also hu."-h(".d'U‘p‘ by Jews wuntil 1973 (when it
was first published) because it accuses Israel and western Jews
of failing to’vigorously commit themselves to Soviet Jewry.
The testament reads in part: "Jews of the world! It is your-
holy dpty co struggle for the freedom of your brothers in the
USSR. Know that, te a great oxtent, the fate of the Jews of
Russia -- to be or not to be -- depends on you. We experience
a keen envy of freedom -- of its blessings which have become
commonplace for you. We appeal to you to use them to the hilc,
including in the defense of our rights." (Quoted in Leonard
Schroeter, The Last Exodus, Seattle: University of Washington
Press, 1974, p.183.)

2 Paula Stern, Water's FEdge, Westport, CT: Greenwood Press,

1979, p.9. .
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attracted fublicity for the JDL és well as for the plight of
Soviet Jews. On December 28, 1969, Jlnlrmomburs similtanecusly
vandalized the New York offices . of Aeroflot; Iatourist, and Tass

while others chained themselves to an Aeroflot plane aftor paint-

i

- o o 2%
ing Zionist slogaus on its fuselage.

Sdch innovative Lechniguos
marked the First step im fle escalation of JDI. violence which
would eventually lead to the JDL's chuﬁch successes as well as
to its d@cline: -2

Beginning with tliis vandalism, the JDL was incessant in its
antj-Soviet provocations: In an attempt to destroy &;LQHLH,‘WhiCh
Kahane fell was being i'orgr:ti at the expense of the -J’Jll,’;ItLH of
Soviet jpw;) he disfuptud GVONLS ‘Qf Soviet-American cultural
exchange. The JDL interrupted covcerts of the Moscow Philharmonic
and other Soviet artistic groups throughout 1970, by storming the
stage, threatening to bomb the auditoriwms, releasing ammenia gas,
and even by letting loose hndreds of mice in thé audience. These
outlandish acts. achieved their desivnd cffect when the Soviets
cancelled tha planncd 1971 tour of the Bolshoi Ballet and accused
U.S.‘officialﬁ of col)u&img with the "Zionist thugs. "?¢

Also in late 1970, the JDL became more brazen as its miiifant
cadres hegan to harass Soviet officials and bomb Soviet -installa-
tions. For example, on November 25, 31970 the JDL bombed the New

York office of Aeroflot and Intourist. Officially, Kahabe denied

the act though he "heartily applauded it"?’ and ominously pre-

Russ, p.252
2e New York Times, December 12, 1970, p.12.

Rahane, Story of the JDL, p.18.
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dicted more acts of violence by American Jews who were upset about
the plight of their brethren in the Soviel Union. Tew, if any,
believed Kahane's disclaimers, and he was strongly  criticized.
. President Nixon condemmed the bombing and authorized U.N. Ambassa-
dor Yost to officially apalogize to the USSR's Ambassador Malik.
The &g@ York Times, in an editorial, called for stern punishment
for the perpetrators of this "mindless and intolerable” wuct.?®
.Aerian Jewish leaders deunounced. both the act and the JDL in
genaral, clajming that such deeds only hinder efforts to free
Soviet Jews. Fven Jsraeli Prime Ministar; Golda Meir, spoke out
against the bombing, using the opportunity to deplore the Sovict
behavior which inspired it.

Meir's statement cxemplified a trend in which condesmation of
the JDL facilitated criticism of the Soviet Union's treatment of
Jews. Recognizing this trend, Kahane claims that he contacted
establishment leaders on days when he planned bombings se that
they could organize press couferences. Thus, they would have
media co;uraga for their condemnalions as well as for their state-
ments against Sovietl policy.?®

What Kahane apparcntly did not recognize was that this trend
was part of a larger movement by wﬁich mainstream groups began
preempting him by acting on the Soviet Jewry issue, especially
after the December 1970 Leningrad Trials. In March of 1971, ris-
ing concern for Soviet Jewry culminated in the first international

conference on Soviet Jewry in Brussels. Despite attracting such

New York Times November 26, 1970, p.26.

Kahane, Persenal interview, March 1985.
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important Jewish figures as David Ben-Gurion, Israel's first Prime
Minister, end Menachem Begin, then long-time leader of the opposi-
tion, the conference achieved nothing more original than a stan-
dard  condemnaticn of Soviet emigration policies. As Kabbi Afidre
Ungar put it in Jewish Digest: "Over the past few years, American
Jewish orgagizatimnni Jn& leaders' outcries om behalf of Soviet
Jewry were ill coordinated, vague, haphazard. and certainly inef-
fectual. . . . The Brussels assembly only bore out this melancholy
truth."?® No tactical plan of action was laid out, and, in fact,
the media's attention fecused not on the planned speeches but on
the debate surrounding Kahane's exclusion from Vthe conference.
§till, the Brussels conference was positive in marking the begin-
ning of concerted mainstream Jewish activism on the issue. 'Soon
this enthusiasm was channelled into the more effective and vlti-
mately successful activity of political lobbying, in particular,
for the Jackson-Vaﬁick Amendment which predicated trade rgreements
with the USSR on ;J:isfaciory emigration policies.

For .the JDL, the Brussels conference meant that its most ambi-
tious and consuming goal of the previous two years, to make Soviet
Jowry an important issue in America, had been accomplished. A
combination of JDL effectiveness anﬂ historical forces beyond
tbeir control , nspgcia1ly the Leningrad trials, had succeeded in
focysing attentien on Soviet Jews. However, between tﬁe Leningrad
trials and the Brusscls Confuan;e there was a period of three

months in which many Jews felt outraged about Soviet Jewry but had

20 : . . :
Andre Ungar, "A Phenomenon Called Kahane". Jewish Digest, Sep-

temboar 197), p.53.
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few organized alterviazives to - the JDL foxr expren-ing their
sentiments. 1t is net sﬁnprising, then, -that this was the period
in whichk the-JDL pirabed fu torms of public visibility and cffec-
tiveness. Similarly, after the Brussels Conference in March 1971,
the beglnning of mainstream Soviet Jewry activism. compelled the
JDL. to radicalize its tactics aud uvveantwally destroy itself.
Still, the perjiod beiweon December 1970 and March 1971 stiows just
how influential the JDL could become. -

By June of 1970, six monLhs brfore the Leningrad trials, the
JBL had“already established ils practice of attacking and vandal-
izing Soviet installations in America. 1n fact, on June 27, 1970,
Pravda condemned the JDL and acensed .5, officials of connivance:

The name of the band that commitced the pogrom
(against Amtorg - S.L.) is known: the Jewish Defense
League, a terrorist orzanization. ‘The name of the
League's ringleader 1is known: Meir Kahane. But
although this criminal band acts right before every-
one's eyes and shamelessly publicizes it plans for
criminal deeds, the Americans . . . display unfathoma-
blé connivance at the gangsters of Zionism. . . . Not
a single one of the terrorists who have been caught
red-handed at the scene of the crime has been con-
vieted in an American court. All this readily resem-
bles not only connivance but also direct .ncouragement
of the Fascist anti-Savieteers.?!

After December 1970, the Soviet Union was even more sensitive
Lo provocations dgdinstlit# American installations. In the after~
math of the leningrad trials, it seems that the Soviets seized
upon the JDL as a means to deflect criticism back at the U.§,
Increasingly, their anger wus expressed through official diplo-
matic channels rather than in the Soviet press. The tension

became severe encugh in January 197) to warrant high-level govern-

*} Pravda, June 27, 1970. Quoted in Russ, p.345.




75
ment discussions of the JdDL in Washington. Among those mecting
about the JDL were Attorney General John Mitchell, National Secur-
ity Advisor WHenry Kissinger, and Director of the FBI J. Edgar
Hoover. According to a deposition of John Mitchell dim a 1973
conrt case, the FBI instructed him to commence wire-tapping of JDL
officials in av attempt to combat their activities.?® Also in
January 1971, Soviet Ambassador Lo the United States, Dobrynin,
told the State Department that in light of recent American failure
to provide Security.thvy\"cunld not rcly on the provision of such
caonditions for Americmazinstitﬁtfons in the USSR."®? This thinly
veiled threat was followed hy. incidents of what apparently were
officially choreographed actions against Americans in the S$Soviet
Union. " 0Of course, such yetaliatory measures were summarily
condemned by the Stgté Department, exacerbatjing the tense diplo-~
matic climate,

Latef that same week, the JDL sereﬂdigitously timed an anti-
Soviet attack so as to put the desired strain on supcrpower rela-
Vtions. On Janusry 7, the JDI sitnation had become so sverious that,
Soviet Ambassador Dobrynin met with Assistant Sccretary of State
Hillenbrand to discuss it. Their wmreting was tgnse,:wiLh angry
words on both sides, and ended with Hillenbrand's assurance that
everything possible wonld hbe done to prevent further recurrences

of JDL attacks.'® Less than twenty four hours after that tense

——

*2 Zweibom vs. Mitchell, February 7, 1973. Quoted in Russ,

PpP.348-349,
Washington Post, January 6, 1971. Quoted in Russ, p.350.

Russ, pp.351. 360.
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meeting, the JDL bombed the Soviet Cultural building in Washington
I).C'..to celebrate Meir Kahane's return later that day from a trip
to lsrael. They hoped to imcroase press coverage of Kahane's
homecoming, perhaps to have him interviewed on television. The
attack incensed the Soviets, and Dobrynin was abruptly recalled to

Moscow.?® Dobryniu's summons to Moscow marked the height of JDL

"success" 1n impacting superpower relations.

JDL Membership
During January 1971, the JDL boasted its greatest number of
members, between 12,000 and 15,000 nationwide. Unfeortunately, no
comprehensive study was done nationwide and over time of JDIL mem-
~bership. As part of his doctoral research, however, Stanley (Cla-
war interviewed hundreds of JDI. members in New York and
Philadelphia im 1971, and compiled a demographic profile of them.
For ; group like the JDL, it is often hard to distinguish between
active members and mere part-time supporters. 5till, Clawar con-
c¢luded that JDL members were likely to be males under 35, relig-
jous Jews, recent victims of a crime, politically conservative,
college-educated, and living in a neighborhood of racial tran-
sition. The average member's iﬁcome was less than $15,000 per
year. Clawar also found that the most active members were almost

exclusively from lower middle class or lower class backgrounds and

% Russ, pp.355-257.

3% Russ, p.357.
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more religious Lh@u Qhu average memher.’’  From thjs‘dvhhription\
it is obvious why the JDL's indtial program of protecting urban
Jews from anti-semitism oand violenceé attracdted this group of peo-
ple since they con.d oxp“c£ to be fts direct beneficiaries. |

Membership attitudes, also rcported by Glawak, showed that

JDLers did nmot just jodn out of selfish dinterests, they also

& Most JDLers

shared many of Kghane's guiding ideas and concerns.’
believed that anti-semitism, especiolly by Blacks, was so perva-
sive in America that genocide of Jews was a reallistic possibility.
Also, . they accused affluent Jews of shirking their obligations to
poor, urban Jews.?*? They argued for drastic. confrontational

tactics to solve contemporary Jewlish problems, particularly crime

in peighborhivods where the police offered inadequate protection.

17 Clawar, $5.209-215.
7% As part of his doctoral research Stanley Clawar conducted a
poll of Jews' attitudes toward the JDL. His method was ques-
tionable since it was a nail poll and, as such, subject to
salective response. Also, his mailing lists included only
those Jews who belonged to congregations. fiven given those
limitations, however, Clawar's poll indicates that the Jewish
population at large viewed the JDL more sympathetically than
otte would guess given the strenuous denunciations of oalmost
every Jewish crganization. According to Clawar's statistics,
10.5% of the 900 respondents said they agreed with both the
ideology and tactics of the JDL. Moreover, 66.5% agreed with
Kahane's ideology but disagreed with his tacties. This leave.,
of course, only 23% who disagreed completely with Kahane, bLoth
in ideology and tactiecs. Even so, only 8% had ever been mem-
bers of the JDL. Even if these percentages are inexact, at the
very least they suggest that Kahane enjoyed more grassroots
support than the size of his membership rolls indicate.

3% DL members expressed this sentiment in an almost constant
series of protest and imaginative demenstrations intended to
embarrass Jewish establishment leaders. O0f course, the very
existence of the JDL was an expression of protest against the
Jewish establishment. o ‘
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Most impottantly, thev worried thm Jews had lost pride in théir
heritage.“® In short then, rank and file JDL members stood 1o
boneafit tangibly f(rom the organization's aggressive actions, but
they also agreed with Medir Kahane's ideolog and broader objec-
tives. The strenglh of theilr commitment was lested and confirmed

when the JDL turned te political activism {rom which most members

could expect no identifiable personal gain.

JDL Decline

After the Brussels €Gonference, Kahane found himself in a quan-
dary. MHis denial of a forum thers reiterated to him that his
extremism was a permanent obstacle to acceptance or power within

the international and American Jewish mainstrcam.”!

Moreover,
afrer Brussecls, mainstream groups bhegan preempting Kahane on the
Soviet Jewry issue, making it difficult for him te remain in the
media spotlight. In order to remain a viable force,. he wenld
somehow have to intensify anti-Soviet provocations, td for six
months he attempted to do just that. Throughout 1971, the JDL
accalerated {ts program of bombings and other violent acts.

A concomitant radicalization of JDL. membership reinforced this
trend toward violence. Oncﬁ oﬁelcculd b@ an ardent Soviet Jewry

activist within the Jewish mainstream, the JDL Llost much of irs

*% Clawar, pp.260-280.
“' in fact, Rabbi Andre Ungar reported in Jewish Digest, that
since 1968 mainstream Jewish groups had been circulating "con-
fidential' memoranda to synagognes and community centers urging
them to reject Kahane's requests to speak.
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cqmpnrativaly moderate membership. Many Orthodex rabbis who had
previously praised JDL wvigilantiswm ip their peighborhoods felt
that the violence associated with its Soviet Jewry movement was
too risky and withdrew thedr support. Rvmdinfng membership fell
into two groups: the youth whe were enamered with the glamor of
the JDL's style of Soviet Jewry activism, and the most vadical
hard-1line adults, many of whom.shared Kahane's obsession with
sxplosives,*?

The result was that the JDE, lacking any semblance ' of
restraint, quickly found itself in deep legal trouble. During
April 1971, in the aftermath of a JDL bombing of Amtorg, Aviaham
gersohkawitz was sentenced to five years in prison for his 1970
bijacking attempt. Kuahane further isolated himself by luambasting
the New York Board of Rabbis for net supperting the deflcndunt and
for not expediting his receipt of kosher food in prison. While
the HMaerschkowity conviction was bad fox JDL publiec rélations, ts
effect paled in comparison to the May 1971 indictwment of 13 JDL

-members for weapbns violations. Aside [rom the adverse publicity
it brought, the indictment also sent waves of fear through the JDL
since members -§uﬁpect@d the presence of an informer in theix
midst. Some previouﬁ JDL stalwarts cut back their involvement
while others actually moved to Igrael to wscape potential legal
problems.

After such success in the early part of 1971, the JDL faced a
serious crisis 5y mid-year. The late summer marked a crucial

turning point when Kahane dnnounced his decision to move to

“% Russ, pp.40-41.
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Israel. Kahane claimed that he had always planned to make aliyah,
but circumstances probably influenced the timing of his depar-
ture.*? Many supporters felt that Kshane had betrayed them since
they saw the JDL as a forceful expression of Jews' right to live
fearlessly in the Diaspora. Kahane's aliyah was interpreted as a
surrender of that quest, especially when he began to exhort others
to fellow by warning of an Jlmminant Holocaust in America. One
eminent supporter, Hillel Seidman, author and regular contributor

to the Yiddish newspaper The Jewish Forward, expressed a common

opinion when he said, "In general, Zionist leaders belong in
Israel, but Meir Kahane is different. He hus a mission here, one
which his charisma uniquely suits him for.,'**

After Kahane's departure, the JDL's intensified radicalism soon
led to the inevitable disaster. In Jandary 1972, the JIDL bombed
the offices of Seol Hurok, a major New York impressario who
imported Soviet music, ballets, and other cultural attractions.
Not only was the bombing & manifestation of increased radicalism,
it also caused the accidental death of Iris Kones, a Jewish secre-
tary. Three JDL members were subsequently indicted for murder.

As Alan Dershowitz, the attorney who secured the defendants'

acquittal on a technicality, writes:

43 Seme sugpest, without verification, that Kahane Jeft in
response to FBI thredats to put him in jail. Just prior to his
departure, Kahane was given a five year suspended sentence for
weapons violations by a New York court. There is no doubt that
JDL acts against Soviet angered the FBI, and that the FBI fol-
lowed the JDL closely, but there is nc proof that they explic-
itly threatened Kahane.

“% Hillel Seidman, personal interview, March 22, 1985.
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That senseless tragedy weakened to the breaking point
. whatever remaining pillars of support the league
enjoyed within the Jowish community. 1t demonstrated
that the JDIL had so cheapened the currency of civil
disobodience and violence that it had lost whatever
meaning and purpose it might have had if selectively
and intelligently employed. Even those militants who
could justify the use of yiolence against Soviet or
PLO officials were appalled by bombings directed at
Hurok . . . and especially by the death -- even if
accidental -- of a young Jewish woman."®
Though the JDL has never completely disappeared, after 1972 it
declined into a shadow of what it had been. The mainstream
preemption of the Soviet Jewry issue which led to the Hurok bomh-
ing was the single most influential factor in that decline, with
the possible exception of Kahane's emigration.

Thus, Kahane's ideology and personality contributed to the
JDL's downfall just as surely as to its rise. His unwillingness
to compromise or moderate led to the JDL's fatal radicalization
and, as a resull, to the alienation of previously committed mem-
bers. Moreover, Kahane's egoism repelied potentially competent
leaders whe cenceivably could have assumed responsibility over the
JDI, after Kahane's emigration. As Mordechai Dolimsky, a JDL co-
founder, states about his own alienation from the movement,
"Kahane built the JDI around one persar, around his charisma. He
just does not motivate people in. an organizational framework, a
fact attested to by the high turnover rate of members in the

JDL."“® 8till, given all of the forces working against the JDL in

late 1971 and early 1972: the Hurok bombing, preemption of the

** Alan Dershowitz, The Best Defense, New York: Random House,
1982, p.81.

*¢® Mordechai Dolinsky, personal interview.
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Soviet Jewry issuce, Kuhunc'; aliyah, and Eho amelioration of urban

raciai %trcss uhd ﬂhti‘ﬁ;mjtihm, it is ﬁnlikely that éven the best
leadership could have reversed the Lrvrnld.l

Whatever historical cantingencies affected the JDL's fate in

the short term, the American envircnment made long term success of

the JDL impossible. Ever thongh William Gamson in The 3trategy of
Social Protest argues that violence is the most successful of all
protest strategies in any anviTUnmunt“7, his definition of success
makes that claim somewhat misleading. For Gamson, violent groups
whose issnes ave preempled by the mainstream or whose lsaders dre
coopted  into mainstyeam groups qualily as successful.“®  Thus,
though the JDL was }Jrﬂrly eliminated, the fact that mainstrcam
groups began acting for Soviet Jewry (even 1if they did f{t for
reasons bhesides JDL pressure) prr-umably makes the JDL a success-
ful group by Gamson's fermula. Still, the fact remains that the
American pluralistic democracy is, structured in svuch a way that
lasting success of extremist groups, especially porochial ones, is
nearly impossible.

Lipset and Raab, in The Politiecs of Unreason, argue that Ameri-

I~

can extremist groups tend to be value-oriented, at lceast when they
are first formed. This means that they are preoccupied by the
deteriorating mornl bases of social life and seck political power

in order to enact regenerative; even revolutionary, change."?

“? William Gamson, The Strategy of Social Protest p.8).

“¥ Gamson, p.29.

*® Seymour Lipset and Earl Raab, The Politics of Extremism, New

York: Harper and Row, 1970, pp.498-499.
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Because of the structyre of the Amerjcan political system,
frowever, their impact has been minimal. As radicals, they are
denied iofluence along the conventional avenues of effecting
change. At best, they can pressure mainstream parties which, if
the pressure is strong cnough, preempt their program. Eventually,
some change may result in rules or regulations, but not in the
system itselfl. Lipset refers to these as normative changes and
cites .the example of restrictive immigration policies as a
response to right-wing jingoism.5° Immigrntioqwquo;as, for exam-
ple, "have been embraced and enacted. by main-stream parties,
undercutting the support of righL-wing ex!fumiﬁi MOVEMEnNtSs . éf
course, the same phenomeson has taken place on the lTeft in Amer-
ica."®?

Lipset and Raab also analyze Llie structural resilience of Amer-
ica's democracy. The chief practical bulwark againslL Lhe devel-
opment of effective value-oriented right-wing extremist movemontis
in America has probably been the existence of the two parly sys-
tem."%2  The plugality system of election in America, whersby
peographic constituencies elect only one represuntative, discour-
ages the formation of electoral movements by radical or minority

5% fven such normative changes constitute sueccess for Gamson,

Thug, Gamson's claim that a group's environment does not affect
its fate nearly as much as its individual strategy, does not
lead to as broad of a disagreement with Lipset as one might
expect. That s, some of the mechanisms by which Lipset argues
a stable, pluralistic democracy prevents the rise of radical
groups, namely through preemption and cooptation, are merely
referred to as forms of success by Gamson.

*1 Lipset and Raab, p.499.

%2 Thdd. p.503.



groups since they have little chance of wvicrtory. Plurality
systems  cncowrage vk;{uéists Lo compromise and form coalitions
with others in order. to cycate a viable party. Thus, American
p(‘>\vi itical parties are not “i(lcu'}lug;n...lf azents, but coalition par-
ties, compramise pér&ies‘ designed pragmatically gér clectoral
victorjes."®?

Amcrica'é lluge and vavied population serves as a finu} and
ultimste brake on extremism. It is almost impossible for ideolo-
gicai or even unénn&énLional groups LOldppCd],Lo a broad enough
range of voteré Lo hu;uuvdvpolitjca1ly. America also benefits
tromn cross-cwtting plurﬁ]ism which mitfgates the porenrial of any
exclusivist minority groups or singlc-issue groups.

Thus, even groups which do not aim for such a naryow constitu-
ency as the JDL .are ctonstraincd by the American political system
from all put the most limived successes. Kahane's fate in Israel
highlights structural coptrasts between the American and Israeli

systems that explain Kahane's greater succoss and future potential

in Israel.

*? Ibid. p.503.



Chapter V

FROM OBSCURITY TO THE KNESSET

In the preceding chapter, we examined the fate of the JDL in
fmerica under Kahane's leadership between ]déﬁ and 1971. (n Amer-
ica, historical facters conspired to create a niche for Lhc JDL's
activism and even allowed it ;ome influence Uﬂﬁéﬁhﬂéﬁ/ﬂf Jewish
concern. lIn the end, however, Kabane's brand of oxtremism and his
preemption by mainstream groups compelled the JIDI te radicalize
and cventually to self-destruct. In addition, we¢ saw how the
structure of the American political system Jimited the JDL's
potential, as it limits the potentinl of any oxtremist group.
Now, we turn our attention to Jsrael, where Nohane has lived since
1971,  Jn lsrscl, as in America,. the structure of Cbe political
environment as well as historical contingencies have shaped
Xahane's fate. In this whapter I will dizcuss only the historical
factors which hindercd Kahane's efforis until recently and which
now work to his advantage. A structural analysis of Israeli poli-
tics follows in the next chapter. That analysis, in addition to
explaining Kahane's recent popularity, fixes on a paradox in
Jsraeli political history: Lﬁnt its political structure promotes
extremist movements, but that historically none arose. Instead,
lsrael was immune to such extremism until Kahane came to Israel in
1971 ond resilient to it for 13 years thereafter, before Kahane

was finally elected.
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Immediately upon his arvival in Tsrael, Kahane announced btis
intention of nstﬂbjishing a Torah study school and an sducational
center in Jerusalem to seyve as the international hetdquarters for
the JDL. Kahane prvﬂvntnd the JD) as an cdncational organization
designed to unite Israelis in the goal of reviving Jewish pride,
and he publicly insisted that he had no personal political ambi-
Lions. Kkahane maintains, probably untruthfully, that bolh Mena-
chem Begin (head of the Likud Bloc) and Yesef Burg (Heasd of the
National Religious Party or NRP) offered him a.safe Knesset seat
had he agreed to join eithexr party. lle vefused, he says, because

r . . . : }
once you start compromising, vou are finished.'!

Kahane knew
that joining a political party would mean tacitly accepting polit-
lcal leadership and views with which he disagreed.

Whatever Kahane's intentions to bocome an “dULntO[; his pro-
clivivy for action soon got the best of him again. Kahane began
organizing the same type of strect demonstratiops and violence as
he had in America. Lacking the ramk ond file support he had built
up in America, Habans was forced to operate witﬁ tlie few young
Americans who had followed him to 1lsracl and & small group of

*  Since there were no Soviet

Soviet omigres who supported him.
installations in lsrael, Kahane focused instead op two new issues:
thie Christian Mission in Israel And a small American Black sect in
the town of Dimona called the Black Hebrews. Consistent with bis

religious convictions, Kahane objected to the presence of Chris-

tian missionaries in Israel, and most lsraelis agreed with him in

—— e —

! Meir Kahane, Persconal fnterview, Lakcwood, N.J. March 1985.

2 Sprinzak; p.6.
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principle. Still, miHﬂjDHﬂTiuh-hdd long been grudgingly Lo]oragad
iv lsracl in the spirit of religious freedom in. the Holy TLand.
Kahane staged lond demonstrations against the Mission, and his
gronp set fires in missionary centers and bookshops. These activ-
ities brought Kahaue Israeli police and media attention for the
first time.?

Similarly, the Black llebrews were only reluctantly tolerated by
Israelis. These inmer-city Blacks from Chicago entered Israel
with tourist visas and never left, secluding themselves in the
Nagob‘town oflﬂ?monu.. Claiming to be the only autheatic Jews,
they live according to their own wndgue version of rituwal law, and
support themselves at least purﬁiélly by begging in the streets of
lsraeli cities. For fear of being accused of racism, the govern-
ment has not forced them to leave. Kahane, gever one te be con-
strained by others' opinions, wanted this sect expelled and
clamored for it loudlv.® While these demonstralLions and those
ageinst the Christian Higsion brought Kahane somd publicity, nei-
ther issue was weighty enouszh.to hold the media's attention for
very long. Kshane's political life dependud on “finding 2 more
significant issue with broader implicatioms. By August 1972, less
"than a year after his arrival, Kehane focused his attention on

what has been his targel cver since -- the Isrseli Arabs . ®

 Many vears later, Kahane still considers missjonaries a vital
issue. Kach members invited me this summer to a Sunday morning
Torah study meeting followed by a forced takeover of the Mormon
Mission in Jerusalem in. the afterncon.

* Sprinzak, p.7.

%

It should be mentioned that Kahane makes no distinction betwean
Israeli Arabs and Arabs living on the West Bank dr Gaza Strip.
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Yor Kahane, thie Arabs ¢oustituted an issue of terrific poten-
Liél for his brand of incitement. tronically, vhe issue's broad
currency actually mitigated Kabane's impact on 4it. When Kahane
began focusing on the Arabs, they were already au_issue of utmost
national {mportance in Istasl. Unlike the Soviet Jewry problem in
America, the Arab preblem In Israel was wot ignored. In fact, the
Arab question was universally considered a state -matter, Lo he
dealt with only hy government bodies. Thc enormous prestige
enjoyed 'by Golda MNeir's cabinet in 1972, which included Moshe
Dayan -as Defense Minister, made any extra;govarhm@ﬁia] ProLests
pspreidtly futile.  Unly after the Yom Kippur War in 1973, when
the cabinet's actions drew severe criticism, was the govermiat's
competence in dealing with security matters called into question.
Furthermore, Kahane's status as an Awerican obstructed liis cfforts
particularly becanse of the highly ''[sracli” nature of the issue.
Ehud Sprinzak summed up the typicol lsracli attitude: 'Who was
Meir Kahare, a diaspora Jew, an unknown rabbi who had n.ver ¢von
sorved in the army, to deal with the Arabs -- lsrael's numbo: o
security prob L ?"*
Kahane, however, drew upon his experiences in America and,
through imaginative tactics, developed a modest following. In

August 1972, he distributed leaflcts in Hebron calling upon Arab

The Tsraeli government does differenliate, assigning primary
responsibility for West Bank and Gazu Arabx to the Ministry of
Delfense and for Isyaeli Arabs to the Ministry of Interior.
Since Kahane considers the territories an integral part of
Israel, all Arabs under Israel's control are the =zame to him.

¢ Sprinzak, p.7:
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Mayor Mubammed Jaabari to submit to a public show trial for his
role¢ in the 1929 massacres of Jews itn Hebron.’ Cupitn]jziﬁg on the
short burst of publicity he enjoynd from the event, Kahane
launched his still ongoing program of actively encouraging Arabs
to emigrate by offering. them financial -compensation.®
In September 1972, the lsraeli Olympic team was slanghtered im
Munich by Arsb verrorists. When the Libyan government claimed
cxesponsibiliry for training the killers, Kahane revived his Ameri-
can tactics of direct action. After enlisting the aid of Amichai
Paglin, former chief c¢f operations for the Irgun, Kahane began
planning to bomb the Libyan consulate in Rome. Explosives and
arms were to be smuggled out of Israel to America and JDL members
were Lo transport them 1o Italy. lsraell security officials

foiled the entire operation after discovering the arms cache at

. . . . = = . 1100
the Tel Aviv airport. In & press interview Kahane said, We
expect Lo face a shower of denunciations. 1 do not care. What is
important is that something comes out of this. . . . T am ready

to go to jail having known that 1 poshed the government to do
something.”? The ftailed operation, though Jdeplored Dby wmost
lisaelis, concributed to Kahame's credential. .. a committed acti-

vist and probably belsirred his populsrity.

Singling out Jaabari emphasizes Kahane's unwillinguess to ddf-
ferentiate among Arabs. Jaabari js a traditionalist leader with
strong ties to Jordan and not the PLO.
® Meir Kghane, The Jewish Idea, Jerusalem: Jewish Identity Center,
1974, pp. 13-15.

s Yediot Aharanot, September 27, 1972, p.5.
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Kahane was the most publicly kuown right-wing axtremist in
Israel in 1973, and he decided to try to parlay his status inte a
Knesset seat, despite his provious dissvowals of polivical ambi-
tion. His unigueness dn Israel gave him vonfidence im his elec-
toral viability, as did his financial support from America.
Kahape received 12,811 votes in [973, just a few lhundred S]‘lOJ.;t of
a safe seat.  Israel uses a étriétly proportional electoral system
whereby any -candidate receiving !% of the total vote in guaranteed
a seat. It would be cleven years before Kahane even approached
l1is 1973 total.

Aftar 1973, Kahane spent a decade in relative obscurity. Duzx-
ing the mid 1970's, he shuttled back and forth between Amcrica and
Israel, trying desperately to salvage the IDL while building a
political movement in Israel. LEven though Kahanes ceontinued to
espouse the same creed and use the same tactics that contributed
to his modest popnlarity before 1973, a number of factors con-
spired against furilier success.

The most damegine development. to Kahane after 1972 was the
growth of the Gush Emunim (Block of the Faithful) movement. For-
mally creatcd in 1974, Gush originated within the National Relig-
ious Party but cventually severed its ties with it. Consistent
with the teachinusys of Rabbi Avrahém Kook, the first Chief Rabbi of
Israel, and bis son Zvi, Gush sought to settle the biblical lands
of Judaca and Samaria. Though Gush, as a group, was not involved
in antji-Arab extremism as was Kahane, its action-orisuted program

of settling the land, with or without permission, attracted those
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same young people who might otherwise have fallen in with Kahane.
Morcover, Kahane could not match Gush's prestige. Gush enjoyed
the support of the rabbinical authorities and offered a complete

o \
social and cultural program te mect the needs -of its yodung mem-
bers. '® HMost important]y, Gush was a decidedly Isracli movement,
with eminent Israeli leaders .'l-nd members.  As swvch, Gush was bet-
ter able to attract those Israelis who woere left demoralized,
doubting, and sceking salvation by the 1973 war.

Kahane remained separate from Gush Emunim even though he essen-

'8
tlally agreed with its pregram and ideology which called for set-
tling of the biblical Land of Israel as a prerequisite to the
Redemption. fager to preserve Dhis distinctive political niche,
Kahane reacted to Gush Emunim by forming his present parvy, Kach,
in 19764.'' With Kach, Kahane signalled his determination Lo remain
to the right of Gush Emunim. While Gush concentrated on settling
the land, Kahawne exacerbated the tension in Jewish-Arab relations
as much as possible in the hope of promoting Arab emigration,
Even today, Rahane's major substantive disagreement with Gush is
that he considers a mass Arah evacuation the logical consequence
of a settlement movement while Gush believes, at luast officially,

2

_that coexistence is possible.'? As Daniella Weiss, secretary of

«

Gush Emunim, told the Jerusalem Post: "Meir Kahane wants to be

' In this sense il was also better organized than the Land of
lsrael or Greater Israel Movement founded just after the Six
Day Wax. That group never achieved Gush's level of centraliza-
tion, as its poor showing in the 1969 elactivms proves.

'V Kach is normally trauslated as “Thus!"

12 Sprinsnk, p.12.
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allowad to tackle the preblem of tlhe Arabs, but we in Gush Emunim
concentrate solely on building up the intercsts of the Jews. That
is an entirely different approach.”}!?

Kahane was unable to successfully battle the tide against him.
His atrempts to maintain the DL in America severely compromised
his position in Isracl, especially when he encountered legal prob-
lems. in Amerdican courts. In 1975, Kahane was convicted in New
York for wvielating the no-weapons provision of his parole on a
1971 wedpons conviction. The court ruled that the roxtrictlonh on
his behavior applied in Israel as well and sentenced him to one
year in prisor. Kahane's &ear in prison brought him some respect
in America as a wan of principle. While in prison, Kahane proe-
tested and  wen rights for all Jewish prisoners, including the
right to receive kosher food and study Torah., lowever, the time
Rahane spent in prison was disastrous for his movement in Istael
which stagnated in his absence. Durding 1975 Kach was dormant,
and, upon his return in 1976, Kahane faced a desperate struggle
Lo revive it.

Betwean 1973 and 1977, lsraeli politics shifred drastically to
the right, culminating in the 1977 Likud victory that brought
Menachem Begin to power. The rvightward shift, while it did not
banefit Kahﬂﬁe immediately, laia the groundwork for his future
popularity. Since 1973, the left of center Labor Party had hecn
discredited in the eyes of many Israelis. Its conduct of the war

wass  Investigsted by the .Agranat Commission and judged to be

' Jerusalem Post, July 26, 1985, p.1.
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incompetent; the ensuing imbroglio ended in Golda Meir's resigna-
tion.'® Coutroversy plagned the subseguent rcregime of Yitzhak
Rabin as well. Before the 1977 élactions Housing !Minister Avraham
Ofer committed suicide after his implication inm a scandal, and
Rabin's wife was discovered to have viclated Isracli currency
restrictions by retaining am illicit bank uﬁcounL in ‘the United
States. Furtherwore, Likud's harder line on territorial compro-
mise appealed to a great number of ITsraeslis who were haunted by
the 1973 war. Tho subsequent Jnterim agreements, negotiated by
Labor with Egypt and Syria in which Israel returned land without
receiving a peace treaty and even without face-to-face negoria;
tions left many Israelis uneasy as well.

Social changes in Israel also contributed to Likud's success in
1977. Many observers ascribe Begin's election to his ability to
reach oul to Oriental Jews, a growing proportion of the elector-
ate. The Oriental Jews were less educated and poorer thiam thelirx
Furopean counterparts, and had long occupied the lower rungs of
Ysracel 's wociocccenomic  ladder. Their resentmont grew as unful-
{illed expectations for xocial and econpmic equality persist(sd.v15
For instance, in 1979, 34.2% of Israeli Jewish housecholds were
Oriental, but they accounted for 52.1% of Jewish households in

6

the poorest ten percent of the population.’ Perhaps more impor-

)k

See Naday Safran, Israel: The Embattled Ally, Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press, 198}, pp.185-187.

'S Avraham Shama, Tmmigration Without Integration: Third World

Jews in Israel, Cambridge, MA: Schenkman CO. 1977.

Yael Yishai, "Israel's Righct-Wing Jewish Proletariat', in Jour-
nal of Jewish Sociclogy, vol. 24. no.2. Deccmber 1982, p.89.
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tantly, even twe years sfter Likud came Lo power, according teo a

poll in the Israeli monthly, Monitin, 59% of the Orientals
believed that they were disadvantaged.'’ As the Israeli economy

’

continucﬁ to (alter ;n 1976, some Oriental slum dwellers begau to
riot. in. the streets.'® Begin. employed provocative rhetoric,
repealing  to Orjental voters that the Labor Party was the scurce
of their woes., and that the Labor Party had discyiminated against
them. Begin presented himself to Orientals ssg the politician who
had their interests at heart and understood them.. By 1977, he wen

over many of them. 45 one observer put it: .
No conlemporary ‘lsraeli party leader, and certainly
ot Peres, can even begin to appreoach Prime Minister
Begin's mastery of rhetorical style, which is rich in
religious and traditional symbolism. . . . Begln was
far more cffective in appealing to the Oriental voters
in their own 'code’ and in organizing their experi-
ences through his symbolic appeals than was Peres.
Begin, who is personally religiously observant, suc-
ceeded in projecting his image as a ‘proud Jew'. i
In addition to respect for Jewish tradition and Orien-
tal culture, another important aspect of Begin's pub-
lic persona is that he appears to be a humble man
without pretensions, i.e. 8 man of thco common peo-
ple.t? ‘

Likud's position was also strengthened by unrest among Isvael's
Arub population. Incidepts such as the Land Day riots of March
19}6 saw lsraeli Arabs expressing hatred for the staie and affin-
ity for the PLO. HMost lsraelis were shocked by the intensity of
the Arab protests. Widely perceived as the party that was poQgher

on Arab issues, the Likod was the natural choice of Israelis

Y7 Ibid,
1% Safran, p.195.

12 Myron Aronoff, in Freedman 96-97.
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frightened by Arab radicalization.

Whatever the relative weight of these and other factors in
pushing Israeli opinion to the right, their combined effect in the
1977 elections was to strip Labor of 19 of the 51 seals they had
in 1973 while inercasing Likud's total from 39 to 43 and bringing
Begin to pewer. Kahane, unable to capitalize immediately on the
trend to the right, only received 4,396 vores or .2% of the total.
Kahane attributes his poor showing to his attempt, one weck before
the election, to drive Nablus mavor Basa'am Shaka from the West
Bank by dispatching armed men to his office. Kahane says that as
a result of the raid, "T lost 5000 votes in a simgle day.

There was a backlash. | got thousands of angry letters and phonc

calls. - It cost me the election.''?®

In reality, Kahane's failure
was probably more a result of his absence from lsrael during 1975,
which scverely cempromised his {dentity as an Twraa{i and removed
him from public view.

Theoretically, Kach should have been strengthened greatly by
Likud's rise to power since the elections left Kach as the sole
right-wing opposition party. Moderated by the responsibility of
power , Begin toned down his rheterie about annexing the territo-
ries and dealing with the Arabs. Begin manifested his newly
‘acquired moderation by signing tﬁe Camp David Accords with Egypt.
Sadat's sctioms und powerful American pressure compelled Begin to
reach an agrecment witi Egynt although it meant compromising posi-

tions on which he had historically taken a hard line. While he

2° Quoted in Robert Friedman, "Kahane ipn Israel", Prescnt Tense,
Summer 1980, pp.21-22.
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had always >iudicntcd hiu Qillingnuss to ‘churn the Binai, the
antonomy clauses for the West Bank and Gaza marked a'radical div-
ergence from his traditional rheioric. Hany of Begin's previens
supporters opposed Lhe treaty, including a full 1/3 of Likud Knesa-
set Members who abstained or voted against the treaty. To thoem,
the treaty r:\pr”usmntnd an exchange of territory, oil revenues; and
tho right to centrol the destiny of the oceupied tervitories, all
for a mere piece of paper. Religious groups -inc’lud'uu_; Gush Emunim
and Kach oppnsbd any land concessions on the grounds that they
violated religious law. Camp. David pfompted cutspoken Likud depu-
ties, Geula Cohen and Moshe Shamir, to defcct to form the right-
wing Tehiya (or "Revival'™) Tarty and stand in opposition to the
government on the right.** As such, the Camp David Accords pro-
vided & new igsua which right-wing groups could exploit te attract
the support of strongly nationalist Tsraelis.

Despite the general shift to the right in Israel and the rally-
ing point offered the right by Cawmp David, Kahane was still unable
to succecd electorally. TIn the 1981 election; he mustercd only
5,128 or .3% of the votes. Several Factors account f{or Kahane's
inability to profit from the secmingly favordble political atmos-
phere. The existence of the Tehiva list 4n 1981, which captured
throe seats, severely limited };Llllﬂll(‘.ﬁ vote-gatting potential.
Téhiyﬂ's territorial views mirrtorad Kahane's, their primary d{f-
ferences lying in Kahane's’ emphasis on religion while Tehiya

focused solely on secular security issues. Somewhat surprisiugly,

2} pavid Pollock, "Likud in Powar", in lsrael in the Begin Era,
Robert Freedman (ed.), Baltimore: Prasger, 1982, pp.28-33.
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at the

aame not
/

voter analysis indicates that Tehiya's votes
expense of the Likod, ﬁnL from precipcts that were “previously
? The NRP lost six of its

an

1shed to /

National Religious Party strengholds.?
1981, the bulk of them apparently to TAMI,
Oriental and especially Moroccan splinter group without any dis-

seats  in

twelve
some of thpse relipgious voters who w

-

cernible idcology.
express discontent with the traditional parties, voters who were
potential Kahane supporters, turned instead to the new Telitya and

TAMT Jists

Kahane's failure can also be explained by decisive -hikud action
Unlike the Labor

Knowing that any support of Kahane would be at
regimes

taken against him.
Likud tried to subdue him.
approachad.

its expense,
before it, Begin's government vigorously prosccutec Kahane for any
all wrongdoings, particularly as the election
Proscentors requested the maximum three year seutence for Kabane
he allegedly incited in FB‘hIUSIY

and
the

in connection with a riot that
1979, When the court let Kahane off lightly, Likud Defense Minis-
ter Bzer Weizman unilaterally exercised his powers to control
Kach leader. In lQBOf he arrcsted Kahane under lsrael's Emergency
Law whereby iundividuals may be detained by order of the
six months without trial or formal

ever subjected Lo this so-
reservad  for

Powoers
Jew
normally
in

Defense Minister for up to
Kahane was the first
arrest, which 1is

six months in jaiil

charges.
he spent

administragtive
and

called
tesrroxists,
No official explanation for the arr~wt w15 uvver offered.?’

suspeccted Arab
1980.

22 poilock, p.34.

32 Sprinzak, p.10.
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This jail term, of course, hampered Kahane's efforts to attract:
-support, and the povernment continued te hinder him after he was
freed. During the clection campaign, Begin's government filed a
formal complaint with the Central Election Committee to outlaw
Kahane from rumning, ﬁamnth:ng the Tabor government had never
attempted.  Although the Central Election Committee .ruled Kahane
ineligible, the Israeli Supreme Conrt reversed the decision. The
court held that sueh a prohibition compromises Kahane's democratic
freedoms and would also endanger the status of eother radical par-
ties, particularly the left-wing anti-Zionist lists. Precisely
the same process would take place in 1984,%°
The ‘Likud's Arab policy, both for Israel proper and on the West
Hank, was tougher than lLabor's had been, thus appeasing some who
favored policies resembling Kahane’s. Begin's first advisor on
Arab affairs resigned in 1979 when his recommendations (o moet
Arab social and ecconomic demands were ignored.?® Ariel Sharon,
then Minister of Agriculture, first reflected the drift of Likud's
Arab policy in August 1977 when he referred Lo Arabs as “foreign-
ers whose theft of vational land by means of squalbing and build-
ing on disputed plots would soon be stopped.”?® 1n 1978, as part
of this plan, Likud eofficials began apenly speaking of the cam-
paign to "Jndaize the Galilee", an area of terrific symbolic

import for Zionists, where the high Arab birth rate had resulted

Sprinzak, p.l4.
2% Tan Lustick, "lsrael's Arab Minority Under Begin', in Israel in
the Begin Era, Robert Frecdman (ed.) Baltimore: Praeger Press,
1982, p.125.

26 Tmstick, p.126.
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in an Arxab majority by 1978. Furthermorc, Begin . authorized
tongher policdies to curi Dal;xLinian nationalism which wis becon-
ing wore widespread muong T;rqu]i-rufabs. - Under Begin, Israel
imposed punisimment curtews in Arab t@wns and periodically shut
down Arab universitics on Lo West Bank in reSpoﬁSe'to anti-Israel
unrest there. &hf spirqlliug cycle of violence climaxed in the
deportation of thé pro~fLU Arab mavors 6[ ﬁahran and Halhul in May
1980 as part of Begin's “iron f&st" po]icy on the West Bank.?’7 By
coébining strong rhetoiic with 'vigurous action, Begin, unlike
Labor, satisfied [sraelis who favored a hard line Arab policy‘and
might have otherwise iuruvd to Kahane.

A final factor which may have accounted for Kahane's poor show-
ing in 1981 is worthy of wention. Begin's policies just prior to
the election were targeted to attract the votes of the same lower-
class Oriental Jews who comprise the majérity of Kahane's support~
ers. DBeuin's Minister of Fipance, Yoram Aridor, drastically cut
import tariff{s and taxes immediately before the election, making
previously upaffordable items, such as color televisions and video
cassette recorders, available to lower income Israelis. Poor
Orientals, who had rioted in protest againsgt the Labor goveroment,
now found themselves enjoying a higher standard of living. Ari-
dor's policies were criticized as inflatioﬁary and as an example
of economic wlectiouncrring, bat they succeeded in gaining the
support of the lower socioceconomic classes for Begin. As one

observer wrote:r

27 Lustick, p.139.
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It is difficult (for Laber =- S.L.) to persuade an
electorate, aud particularly the less sophisticated
sactors of it, that the economic situation is as bad
as it really is when salaries are ligked to a cost of
living index and when a propitious cut in luxury taxes
allowed the voters to buy such eagerly sought items as
-color television sets and automobiles at 'bargain'
prices shortly before the election.?®
In addition, Begin's decision ro bomb the nuclear reactor in Traq
bojsteréd his image among the right-wing who were potential Kahane
supporters. The raid occurred on June 9, 1981 with elections
slated for June 30. 1In ordering the raid, Begin was probably
inspired by a genuine fear ot lragi nuclear capabilities. . Never-
theless, the timing was not accidental. Consequently it 48 not
surprising that, even with their new opposition om the right, the
Likud continued Lo attrac: an incveasing proportion of the Orien-
tal vote, a trend that had begnn before 1973. In 1981 60% of
Oriental veters cast their ballois for Begin.??®
The combined result of all thece factors was that Kahane did
not share in the political prosperity enjoyed by Israel's right in
the late 1970's and early 1980's. Public opinion polls show that
since 1973, an increasing proportion of Israelis identify them-
selves as "rightisus" politically. 1In 1973, 23% called themselves
rightvists; in 1977, 28%; in 1981, 32%; and by 1984, for reasons we
will see below, 39% of all Israelis considercd themselves righ-

tists.'® fven 8o, during Lhose years of obscurity the groundwork

was laid for Kahane's success, and he merely had to await a more

2% Aronoff, p.96.

*® Yishai, p.8&9,

3% Asher Ariun, Politics in Israel, Chaltham, N.J.: Chaltham

House, 1885, p.251.
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favorable constellation of historical contingencies. Soon aflter
Likud's re-election in 1981, the tide began to turn in Kahane's
favor., -

The Lebanon War, commencing in September 1982, triggered
Kahane's surge of popularity. ‘Unl,i,ké all previous wars which
unified Israelis of all political orieﬁtations, the war in lLebanon
tors thé natioﬁ apart. The war in Lebanon polarized and radical-
ized Israeld politics, cyesting an  atmospherce in which Kahane
could thrive. More cxplicitly than at any other time since the
founding of the state, both the Jeft and right in Israsl accused
the otlier of betraying society's best interests for political
gain. Political groups on the left claimed that Tikud had squan-
dered Israel's human and cconowic resources in pursuit of overly
ambitious goals in Lebanon. Likud countered by charging that the
war, though costly, was necessary Lo protect vital national intcr-
ests, wnd that those who sought to discredit the war foort ware
guilty of betraying the nation in favor of narrow poli;i;al goals.
The controversy ovey the war exiacerbated Oriental-Fuwropean ten-
sions as well. Orientals saw the Lebanon War as ”thgjr war"
attacks on predominantly Oriental towns in the North triggered the
war, many of the military heroes and casualties were Oriental, and
a higher percentage of army officers were Oriental than ever
before. The protests anainst the war were led and participated in
almost exclusively by Europeans, ‘a fact which enraged Orientals.

The dchate about the .war was highly emotional, and spread to

more general issues such as the disposition of the teryitories,
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sometimes eaven leading to wiolence as when Peace Now activist
Emile Grunsweig wuas killed during a demonstration. Israelis began
to distyust their traditional leaders, and became more extreme in
their political views. The 1984 eleclion demonstrated the power
of this polsrization when Likud and Labor lost ten seals between
them, largely to parties with less moderate views -- including
Kach.

Besides the polarization of opinion, the war in Lebanon had
other conzoquences which strengthened Kahange. Perhaps most obvi-
ons was the retivement of Menachem Begin. Begin abruptly stepped
down fram office in September 1983 and has remained secluded from
the public eye ever since. According to Kahane, this was the
single most influential factor contributing to his election fen
months later. As lie told me in March 1985, "Once Begin retired, I
knew 1 would win. Before that I had no chance. !  Though Kahane
lacks Begin's breadth of appeal, and Begin's views sre far more
moderate, there is a certain validity to Kahane's assessment.
Begin, for all his demagoguery, actually acted ds a constraint
against anti-democralic extremism. -Eiug'u: was well-known for his
gtaunch commitment to democratic protocol. He wis wont to lecture
laboriously about the importance of European parliamentary tradi-
tion. Moreover, Begin had an un§urpasxnd talent among Israéli
politicians for inspiring crowds, and he was greatly admired by
young and poor Oriental Jews. Begin exuded confidence that. he had

the solutions to lsrael's toughest problems. To a cerLain cxtent,

'! Meir Kahane, personal interview, March 1985.

3% yhen I asked why Kahane has become popunlar, the most common
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Kahane conveys the same image.??

- For those frustrated voters
seeking 4 strong man to identify with in place of Begin, Kahane
offered an attractive option. Election statistiecs bear out this
claim. Hanoch Smith reported in a Jerusalem Post article enti-
t{Qd. "Disgruntled Sephardim Put Kahane in Knesset", that Kahane's
strongest support came from predominantly Oriental areas such as
development towns, Oriental moshavim (agricultural collectives),
and the ppor precincts of large cities, all traditional Likud

strongholds.??

While Kabane received 1.3% of the total vote in
1984, in the areas mentioned above he received approximately 3%.
Thus, it secems that when Begin retired, Kahane inherited a small
portion of his voters.

As the Lebanese campaign continued, and largely becanse it did,
Israel faced a drastic economic erisis. By late 1983, the infla-
tionary polities pursued by the Likud caught up with them. Ari-
dor's pre-election policies created a cash-rich Israeli populace
which, in turn, triggered &8 madly exaggerated stock market boom.
During, 1982, stock prices multiplied several times, and in 1983,
the market collapsed. Industrial stocks were the first to fall,
followed by the widely popular bank shares. In order to stave off

disaster, the banks imported nearly one billion dollars from their

foreign subsidiaries which they used to buy up their own stock and

answer Israelis gave me (in my limited and not at all random
sample) was "he has Begin's charisma' or "he excites the crowd
like Begin did". Dissatisfied or angry Israelis at times use
Kahane's and Begin's names similarly to symbolize aggressive
soluticns. For example, striking civil servants could be heard
in Jerusalem in July 1985 chanting "Begin! Begin!" and moments
later "Kahane! Kahane!".

13 Jerusalem Post, July 24, 1984, p.1.
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check its declining value. JFinally, the govermment intervened to
prevent a panic, and Aridor resigned amidst severe criticism,®®
In 1984, as the election approached, Israel suffered from a 400
percent inflation rate, an enormous foreign debt, and a climbing
unemployment rate. Both Labor and Tikud recognized and admitted
that drastic ansterity medsures would be required to rectify the
situation, and that prospect only added to the frustration that
bolstered Kahane.

lsrael's problems with the Arabs under her control providad

Kahane both with a scapegoat [or the faltering economy and an
independent source of Israeli frustration. nuringAlﬂﬁ3 and 1984
Arab teryorism against civiliams continued, including one particu-
larly brutal rape/murder of 15 year old Dauny Katz, which infuri-
ated Tsraelis and fuelrd Kahane's popularity. Some Israelis felt
scared and accused the government of providing inndeguate protec-
tion, esgpecially on the Woest Bank. As one Hebrew University pro-
{fossor, a resident of the West Bank, told me:

In terms of daily life, it is much worse than befote.

The Arabs have become cven more violent, and the citi-

zens in the territories are scared. And though T

abhor Kahane's stance, 1 understand why it is attrac-

tive to someonc who s angry and scared. Kahane sug-

gests a virulent and abrasive answer. He points in a

direction that has not yet been tried. Ille says what

many Israclis think but woen't say. The average guy in

the street, especially in the West Bank, probably

thinks we should have gotten rid of the Arabs in
1967.7°%

*“ Gershom Schocken, 'Istael in Election Year 1984", in Foreign

Affairs vol.63 no.l, Autumn 1984, p.79.

*% Mordechai Nisan, personael interview, July 1985.



105

The existence of a Jowish terrorist group operating in the West
Bank indicaten the oxtent to which the Arab-Jewish tensions ﬁhere
frustrated Jewish settlers.  When the so-called "Jewish Onder-
ground" was discovared in 1984 many israelis were shocked, but
there was also an enormons outpouring of support, largely by
right-leaning Israalis- who saw the underground's actions as a
legitimate expression of sell-defense. Even the Pr{mn Minister at
the time of +the arrest, Yitzhak Shamir, -has consistently referred

to the uwnderground as gaod boys who made a mfﬂLnké,léna éctiVely
supports thair release. S

Thus, as the elections approached in 1984, Kahane found himsolf
in a wore advantageons position Lhan cver before. Political rﬁct—
oric was less restrained gs a result of the Lebanon War,.and pub-
lic confidence in mainstream parties was at a new low. Begin's
retiremont left Kahane's demagoguery unvivalled in the Isvaeli
environment. Terrible economic conditioﬁs, wifh bleak future
prospects, encouraged some lsraclis to look for a radical, simple
solution tolrup]ucv ﬁhn ﬁnwlvriLy everyone predicted.  Arab polit-
jcization and radicalization was frighteuing, and Kahane's hard
rhetorical lino av leastc offered 8 way to overcome that fear.
Moreover, by 1984 Kahane had lived.in Israel for 13 years and was
finally starting te be accepted as a legitimate Israeli, an image

18

he had long tried to foster.’ As the right hecame radicalized

I Jerusalem Post July 26, 1985, p.2.

'7 Kahane admits that he avoids heing seen with Americans in
Israel as much as possible. fe also prefers native Israelis to
American-born lsraelis for his Knesset list, even if they are
not ‘well kiown. .
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during Likud's regime, and groups such as Teliya began Laking an
even harder line, Kahane could be perceived as an honest politi-
cian who had stuck te his right-wing positions for more than a
decade.’®

Kahane's statements are designed to exploit such an atmosphere.
He was totally unequivocal about the Arab problem, argufng that
expulsion was the simple answer  to lsrael's complex cconomic and
sccurity preblems. Of course, 4 simple answer was more attractive
- % X

to the voter he targeted. In a speech in Jerusalem, after opening
with 8 lurid story of Arabs killing a 19 ycar old soldiur, Kahane -
coptimies;

Is this what we struggled for? Is this what we prayed

for? 1Is this what e waited 2000 vears forx? This

spells the end of Zionism. We mwust deal with the

Arabs! They are a cancer among us which must be cut

out and thrown away. [ speak with boys just out of

the army who have no job. No job!!? There are jobs!!

Arabs have jobs!! TLet the Arabs work -- in Kuwait!!

Arabs come Lo work in lsrae) cvery day because you can

hire two Arabs for the price of one Jew. And with the

money they carn they can afford eight children, ten

children. What will happen when these children grow

up? We don't need democracy, we need strength! There

is only ene solution: the Arabs must go!!®®
Kahane may vary his wording sccording to the religiosity of the
audience, but his message is consistent and clear: Isvael has no
choice but to cxpel Lhe Arabs.

Kahane's propostl to expel the Arabs offers a simple answer to

Israel's immediate cconomic and security problems. Moreover,

Kahane argues, it providis the only answer to Israel's demographic

®® As such he was able to harvest some of the jingoist sentiment
whipped up during the Lebanon War by Sharon and Eitan, espe-
clally since neither of them headed a party list.

39

Kehane, public speech, Jorusalem, July 1985.
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problem. VWhile statistics vary omn the issue, there is agreament
that the Arab birth rate is higher than the Jewish birth rate, and
that the overall Arab population is growing faster. Unless Lhere
is ® leap in Jewish immigration o Israel or Arab. emigration, the
logical result is an ever increasing proportion’ of Arabs in
Israel. As Chairmap of the Israeli Political Science Association,
Professor Gabriel Ben Dor said in July 1985:

If present trends continue, there will .be 20 Arab

members of EKnesser by 1999, a development which may

force us to change the rules of Israeli politiecs. ...

There is a huge roservoir of future Arab veters due

to their higher birth rate and lower median age. We

are witnessing the beginning of a process in which the

Israeli Arabs will test the limits of the Israeldi

democratic system."’
Ben Dor's estimates, moreover, are besed on tLhe assumption that
Israel will not choose to absorb the occupied territories with
their additional 1.2 million Arabs. Since annexing the territo-
rics is a given for anyone voting for Kahane, 2 more drastic pro-
jection would be more dccurate for them.

Despite the shock eipressed by many Israelis, in light of the
developments tracod above, it is hardly surprising that the modest
yet significant sum of 25,907 Israeclis voted for Kahasne in July
1984. The 1984 vote displayed the polarization described above,
and especially a shift of previous Likud veters further to the
right. Likud lost seven seats in 1984 but not to Labor (which

also lost three). Tehiva gained two, the combined Zionist relig-

jous parties (MRP, Shas, aud Morasha) gained four, and Kahane

“® Gabriel Ben Dor, specch to Hebrew University Conference os

Multi-Ethnic Societies, Jerusalem, July 2, 1985. [emphasis
mine) .
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gained one. Kahane's support and Tehiya's as well came largely
from young and Oriental veters.*' If the military vote had been
projected cver the entire population (the military includes almost
all young Israeli voters: men aged 18-20 and women aged 18-19)
Tehiya would have received fourteen seats instead of five and
Kahane three instead of one.*?

Thus, it seems that the young, historically an accurate politi-
cal barometer, have shifted ta the right in Israel even more than
the older sectors of the population. This cé; be partially
explained by the increasing Orientaslization of the electorate,
especially its vounger suctﬁrs.l By 1984, Orjentals, who tend to
be more right-leaning, comprised 55% of the Israeli populatien.
Their voting power can be expected to rise still further since
53.7% of the Oriental population is stii[ too young te vote, com-
pared to only 35.8% for Jews of European origins.“’

Kahane's popularity, at least according to opinion polls, has
increased steadily since July 1984. In January 1985 a Ma'ariv

poll projected five seats for Kahane.*"

According: to a September
1985 poll, Kahane would have won nine or ten saats if elections

had been held then."® Moreover, according to pollster Meenah

Tsemach, more than 40% of Israeli high school students sympathize

2 Jerusalem Post, July 27, 1984, p.1.

“2 Schocken, p. 89.

“* Arian, p.24,

“» Ma'ariv, January 11, 1985, p.1.

“S Jerusalem Post, September 7, 1985, p.14.

*¢ Ma'ariv weekly magazine section, June 28, 1985, p. 10.
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with Kahane.“® Sueb statistics undoubtedly make some lurnclis
nervous, especially those who laughed off Kahane's original
election as a fluke.

The statistics collected by these opinion polls, thoupgh signif-
jecant, may not accurately roflect Kahane's true slectoral poten-
tial. Since the clectien, Kahane has not stopped campalaning.
With the exception of Shabbat, he travels to a diflfearent town in

Israe] every mnight to deliver a publie speech. This often

’

requires a four hour drive each way after the Kuvaﬁct sesnion ends
in the @iternvon. 8ince no other party has been campaigning since
the election, it is not surprising that Kahane has gained: in the
p011§ relative to other parties. When the next election
approaches rival parties will expand their public exposure and
draw support away from Kahane. As long ns Kahane's positions are
uncontested on a day to day basis, lLis popularity will remain at
exaggerated levels. Even more basically, telling a pollster that
one intends to vote for Kahane is not equivalent to -actually doing
so. A citizen may say he would vore for Kaliune to express discon-
tent or cynicism, bul actually cast his ballot for a more moderate
party. Also, there i< a prevalent opinion among Israelis that
baving Kahane in the Knesset provides a healthy balance against
the extreme left-wing and Arab members. Kahane's attacks on the
left are by far the mosL popular portions of his speecches., One
line that invariably draws laughter is, "Yossi Sarid (a left-wing
Knesset Member -- S.L.) that dog! It is too bad he is Jewish!"

(The implication is that Kahane could not expel him because he is
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Jewish.) People who hold this view may be happy Lo see Kahane
with one seat, and may eéven tell a pollster that they support him,
but it remains guestionable whether or not they would really vote
for him.

Even if the statistics cited overestimate Kahane's popularity,
it is not surprising that his support has grown since his
election. The prominence he enjoys simply by being & Knesset
Member lends Kahame a legitimacy which was proviously unavailable
te him. Israelis who ngree with Kahane's idoas ngkd not be embax-
rassed to admit it now that those ideas are connected to a Knesset
Member instead of a fanatical American rabbi. The prestige of his
new position has not escaped Kahane's attention. He encourages
his followers to refer to him as "Member of Knesset, Rabbi Meir
Kahane" when speaking about him in public, and all of his propa-
ganda pamphlets use that title. Furthermore, Kahane's election is
perhaps the best way to convince potential supporters that he is a
viable leader and that their support will not be wasted. If peo-
ple believe that Kahane or any other candidate Is incapable of
attracting enough votes teo secure a seat, they will hesitate to
vote for him even if they agree with his platform.

Kahane's growing popularity is -also a result of the structure
of the so-called ﬁnity government, After the 1984 election nei-
ther Labor nor Likud had enough seats to form a ruling coalition
in the Knesset, so the unity government was formed in which both
Labor and Likud are coalition partners with a rotating prime min-

istership. Likud's participation in a Peres-led government pre-
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cludes it from its traditional role of opposing Labor policy. As
a result, Likud may lose support on the right side of the polici~
cal spectrum in the eves of those who view any coalition with
Labor as ideologically inexcusable. Moreover, since Likud has a
stake in the survival of the eoolit{on until Shanir becomes prime
minister, those in the Shamir camp of the likud are less strident
in voicing disconteat thanm they o’ herwise would ﬁe. Likud ias
been put in the difficult position of trying to please its sup-
porters by eriticizing Labor but guarding ng1in§t a rift which
would cause new elections before its turn comeu Lo lead the gov-
ernment. In addition, Likuq has been plagued by internal sniping
and factionulism, since Likud challengers Araiel Sharon and David
Levy would prefer to hold new elections thau to allow Shamix to
become Prime Minister apain. Meanwhile, the partics to the right
of Lilkud have been strengthened by the unity government, Not only
do thev monopolize the role of cuiticizing the Labor cegime, they
have also inherited the support of those former Likud supporters
for whom a coesition with Tabor is anathema.

lronically, tﬁe madia ban against Kahane, described in chaprer
oue; may asctually contribute to bis support, Since Kahane is not
guoted in newspiapers and cannot appear on television, he is able
to tailor his comments to fit each audience without fearing that
they have heard him say somc¢thing lifferent on television. Kahane
is a master of political choreography and is successful in leaving
auvdiences with a carefully englineered picture of him. His content

never changes, but his emphasis does. When speaking to religious
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audiences, he selectively quoles tha religious sources which sup-
port his views. For dustance, to 1 largely religious audience in
Jevusalem, he said:

The Bducation Ministry declared this year the year of

the Rambam (& famous Jewish scholar -- S$.L.). Let's

hear what the Rambam had to 'say about the goyim in

Israel. He differentiated between goyim who want to

live in peace with you and other goyim. About the

lattex there is no doubt that they are to be vxpelled.

Abont the former he says. ctaxes and slavery. Taxes

and slavery?!! What aboul equal rights?t!*?
S8ascular andjences rarely hear Kahane's explicit religious refer-
entes and see him primarily as an extreme nationalist. Though
hoth religious and secular Israelin kuow what Kahane stands for,
with the media bhan, Israelis cannot know that he alters his com-
ments to suwit his awdience unless they make the effort to hear him
address sevaral groups,

Perhaps the most obvious source of Kahane's growing popularity

since the election is the slew of Arab terrorist incidents commit-

ted against luraclis.“®

Kahnne atteapts to exploit each attack by
speaking in the hometown of the Qictim. Recenﬁ‘réstrictions on
his parliamentary dmmanity, as discwussed in chapter two, have
constrained Kahane from doing this as mich as be would like. Wheu
he does speak, he unabashedly stirs up anti-Arsb sentiment by
playing on the citizens' anger ag the recent killing. When two
teachers from Afula were killed during the summer of 1985,

Kahane's speeches nearby during the following week helped produce

an atmosphere in which gangs of Jewish youths roamed the streots

4 s b

“7 Kahane, public speech, Jerusalem, July 1985.

“% Th 1985, there have been more than twice the number of fatal

térrorist attacks in Tsrael than in 1984.



113
searching for Arabs. Kahane's benefit from such incidents is
based primarily Ion raw angér. and therefore, may be short-lived.
Still, there can be no doubt that acts of Arab terrorism have
contributed to Kahane's growing prominence.

Thus, in this chapter we have traced Kahane's political devel-
opment in Israel from 1971 until 1985. By deliberately focusing
on contingent historical events, we saw winy Kahane found it so
difficult to attract much support until Begin retired and the
Lebanon War destroyed Israeli unity and political‘;onsansus. Only
then was Kahane able to fully capitalize on the general swing to
the right among lsraelis. We tursm now, in the sixth chapter, to
fundamental structural reasons why Israeli polities are such fer-
tile grounds for extremism and seek to explain why that fertile

ground took so long to bear fruit.



Chapter VI

MEIR KAIHANE AND iSRAELI POLITICAL STABILITY

In ch;aptor five, we consulted the historical record of Israel
k) cxiy'llLu'n- Hai)l.)i_‘ ~}(.‘1}1d||n"h f-‘%‘i_]”r(_‘h and SLK:C:O;-}ﬁt):—;/ since ho made
ﬂj}&ﬁ in 1‘?71 While not providing t?:r; entire angwer, historical
continé;encje.s rO 1;L;r in explaining both Kahane's ru-lu'Live ohscu-
rity f£rom 1971 until 1984 and his recent burst of popularity. In
this chapter, we focus our .Jl.tmt;idu on Israel's 5olitica]. and
social structure to determine whether they promote or discourdge
Kahane ‘s brand of extremism. What we find is that Israel's polit-
ical, economic, amnd Vsociologx’_csl features all worked to Kahane's
advantage as on anti-Arab oxtrewmixkt. This struétural analysis,
when combined with owr previous historical investigation, should
dispel any doubts about Kahane's ability to get elected. Accord-
ing te political scientists who treat the subject of pelitical
extremism and its causes, a country could not be much more suscep-
tible to anlti—a‘lien extremism Chan Israel. 1In fact, the truly
chaile.nging question is not why Kc-;haue was elected din 1984, but
rather, why sentiments such as his have not succeeded 'poliL‘ically
before? & close scrutiny of Israeli political history reveals
that‘org,anized exXtremist movements are rare. Moreover, those
cextremist elements that do exist have been, for the most part,

Oriental lefrist groups that focus on integrating into society

- 114 -
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rather than changing L. Right-wing, asti-Avab extremism, the
type which Israeli political and social structure promotes most
atrongly, is nol just rarce in Israeli history, it is monexistent.

The relative lack ‘of extremism in Israeli history, despite its
fertile soil is a paradox which requires an examination of the
subtle yot powerful influence of political culture te explain it.
The puliiical values shared by Isruelis, especially those of Ruro-
pean @us@cnl who comprise tie bulk of the Ilsraeld politic&l elite,
contain heretofore iﬁ&iolablg Tdb905 against ;;prossing anti-
democratic extremism in public.  Ouly someone from outside the
Israeli environment., like Meir Kahane, has ever dared te break
those taboos. ﬁy doing so, he poses a provecative challenge to
Israclis, forcing them to confront the inescapable guestion ‘of

whether lsrael can be both Jewish and democratic. To some extent

contradictions and/or tensious arc built invo the foundations of
most modern nation states, nevertheless, provided thal prosperity
or cohsensus dees not break down, political hermeny will counter-
balance strife. But the potentially contradictory goals of the
Isracli state to be hoth Jewish and democratic is a fault line
along which major earthquakes may erupt. Since shared valwes have
been responsible for preserving lsrael's democratic order against
threats inberent in its structura, a disintegration of those val-
ues could be tantamount to the disintegration of Israeli democracy
in general. Perhaps this s the very f{ear which inspires the
Israeli cstablishment's obsessive reaction to Kabane that we noted

in chapter two.
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The cxtremist Chreat in [srael is not monolithic in origin; It
arises f(rom economic, sociclogieal, and political sources. Within
the political sphere, Israel's preportional representation system
is perhaps the most obvious source of potential extremism. In
Israel, any party rvguivinﬂ 1% of the vote captures a Knesset seat:
with all of 4its attendant advantages. For cxample, in 1984, a
party needed to attract only about 20,000 votes to qualify one of
its members for Knesset, a task which is especially sasy since the
country's small size allows candidates access ;o nearly cvery
voter. 'The result, as we expect from proportional representation,
is a multi-party system.’

Such @ representative system {s destabilizing for two reasons.
First, it places a premium on differentiating one's own party from
opponents instead of encouraging compromise and unification.?
According to Downwz, "It is likely that in multiparty systems,
partics will strive to distingunish themselves ideologically from

"' As the

each other and maintain the purity of their positionsf
number of parties increases, as it noymally does in a étricﬁ]y
propoxrtioual system, each party attacks those with whom they have
the most in common since these are the most likely choices for

one's own supporters if they choose another party." The result,

writes Ferdinand Hermens in his scathing attack on proportional

' Anthony Downs, An Economic Theory of Democracy, NY: Harper and
Row, 1957, pp.124-127.

Downs, pp.127-133.
Downs, pp.126-127.

Seymour TLipset, The First hew Nation, New York: Norton Co.
1979, p.307.
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representation, is that "political differences are not only more
clearly expressed, but multiplied and intensified."®

The second destabilizing dynamic of proportional representa-
tion, and the one that must concerns our prosent invébLiqujnn, is
that it induces groups on the edge of the political spectrum to
radicalize further.® This effect is partially due to the Ffirst
dynamic: since extreme parties seek to attracl society's most
radic1l voters, thev must distance themselves as far as possible
from "establishment" groups and from those nearest to them on the
political’ spectrum: In Lhis way, ‘they stake out a distinctive
niche for themselves, preserving their ability to attack the
entire established =system, and to exacerbate those fringe frustra-
tions from which they derive sustenance. Also, a multiparty sys-
tem can actually cause the divergence of voters’' political
attitudes by increasing the range of political rhetoric. As Downs
puis jt:

The number of parties in existence molds cthe political
views of rising generations, thereby influencing their
positions., . . In a plurality siructure, since a two-
party system is encourvaged and the two parties usually
convaerge, volers' Lastes may become relatlvely homoge-
neous in the lomg run; whereas the opposite effect may
occur in a proportional represcntation structure.’
Thus, proportional representation continuully broadens the range

of the political spectrum, Finally, volcrs in proportional democ-

racies are 4lso aware that their ballots cast for extremists are

5 Ferdinand Hermens, Democracy or Anarchy?, New York: Johnsen Co.
1972, p.18.

¢ Downs, pp.124-127.

7 Downs, p.124-125.
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less likely to be "wasted" than jin a plurality svstem since &
fringe party stands 4 better chance of baing elected.

In majoritérian damncra;ics\ the dynamics mentioned above work
in precisely the opposite direction, theraby acting as moderating
{forces. Since a majority (or at least: a plurulsty) vote is
required to be elected, groups are engouraged to overlosk their
disagrepments with their kindred groups in order to unite against
those with whom they disagree more. Thus., radical groups often
compromise, offering their support to one mudcruté-group Lo ensure
that the more odious wmednrate is defeaved.® Tinally, in most
majoritarian systems, 'cach party will try Lo resemble its oppo-
nent as closely as possible"” in an effort to maximizme {tn votes.®
Seymour Lipset., iu The First New ﬁﬂjjnu. attributes the consistent
failure of radical challenges in the United States largely to the
nature of America's representative system.'®

In Amerlca, we enjoy a cartain confidence that Lhe bhasic demo-
cratic nature of the state Is guaranteed by the Constitutios and
the checks aud balances mupndated by jt.  The absence of a formal
" count lintion in Jsrae] augments the dangers presented by the pro-
portional representation system. Considering all of the threats
to Isracl's democratic order presented in cthis secltion, the lack
of formal checks on governmentsl authority is all the more con-

spicuous. Theoretically, Knesset operates without constraints on

® Hermens, pp.20-25. Also see, Brian Barry. Sociologists, Econo-
mists, and Democracy, Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1978, pp.99-126.

9

Downs, p.127.

10 Lipset, First New Natfon, p.287.
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its power, and it could even alter the very nature of the
1

regime. As Naday Safran wmuses rhetorically:

True, #ritain does not have a constitution or any
limitavion on the power of Tarliament, and its democ-
racy does npt.seem to be¢ the worse for it.: Bat, then,
could a young nation-state such as Israel be expected
to have the equivalents of the long parliamentary
tradition, the politiecal experience, and Lthe Kind of
_public opinion which have acted as informal restraints
on the power of the wajority and as buttresses of
liberty in Britain?'?
Aside from these aspects of the political system.which promots
. e
instability end extremism, lsrael faces political issues and dis-
putes which thredien democratic stability. As Gabric! Almond and
Sidney Verba write in The Civic Culture, "wnresolved polirical
isswes of great importance eventually create instability in a
democratic system. . . . If politics becomes intense, and if it
remains intense becsuse of some salient issue, thas inconsistency
between attitude and behavior will becowe unstable.' They add in
a footnote that, "this model applies best to those politvical dis-
putes in which individuals are involved and have relatively spe-
. : : . e V13
cifie demands that they would Jike satisfied by the government.
lsrael certainly sstisfics these particulaxr critevia for political
instability since she faces several critical and unresolved
isswas. Tha conflict between Israel's religfous and secular popu-

Jation, for ipstance, has persisted since the state's founding,

affects virtually every Jewish citizen, and censistently provokes

11

Nadav Safran,

18 The Embattled Ally, Cambridge, MA: Har-
vard University P

1981, p.126.
12 L P i
Ibid. pp.l?o 127,

'3 Gabriel Almond and Sidpey Verba, The Civie Culture, Princeton,

N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1963, pp.483-484.
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strong roact juns on botit sides. Conflicts between Orienctals and
Europeans and the question of the Arab minority qualify as persis-
tent and dintense }u{litical issuns as well. TIsrael,  from 1948
until today, has had to balance the quest for a distinctive Jewish
state with the presence of a sipeable Arab population that feels

‘no loyslty to the state and has even dumoneruto& its hostility on
occasion. Thus, lsrael possesses not only the structural prereq-

uigites for democratic instability, but also the festering dis-

T

putes which could catalyze :it.*"

Byen Israel's political . stylae points toward instability.
According Lo Sidney Verba, "Thare {s a tendency . . . to comnect
political stability with a pragmatic political style that stresses

open, implicit, and instrumental pelitical beliefs. And the con-

'S

.nection makes sense.’ Verba clailms that the replacement of
i

ideological or traditienal criterisa for political decisions with
purely rational ones is a hallmark of modernity and stability.'®
Isvaeli political debate Ls noteworthy for its ideological nature,

inflammitory rhetoric, and reliance upon traditional religious

14 The threat of Arab invasion, though clearly a serious and per-
sistent issue, promotes unity and loyalty among lsraelis. It
is not an issue which lends itself to intra-Israeli strife
since the consequences of division are so catastrophic. It is
important to recognize, however, that this external threat
exacerbates the Arab versus Jew copflict within Israel since
Arabs are often perceived as part of the intransigent enemy.

'S Sidney Verba, in Lucian Pye and Sidney Verba (eds.), Political
Culture and Political Development, Princeton, N.J.: Princeton
University Press, 1963, p.548.

¢ Tbid. p.546. He does, bhowever, rccognize the stabilizing
influence of mild emotiomal commitment as well since purely
pragmatic bases for loyalty depend too heavily .and unforgiv-
ingly:upon system performance, See The Civic Cultnre, p.488,
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symbolism. As Teopard Fein ohserved:

The tacit requirement that all political debate be
phrased ideoclogically necessarily afiects the subs-
tance of the debate, limits what can be said on either
side, invests discussion of simple policy problems
with ‘emotion appropriate only to more fundamental
questions. The White Knight and the Black ZXnight
tilt, in full regalia, in defense of Virtue, where the
real {ssue is an increment to the cost of living

al towance provided government clerks.?!’

Beyond political rhetoric, the political parties seek to indoc-
trinate members dnd reinforce attachments through youth movements,
soccer teams, financial institutions, health plans, and party
sponsored nNOWSpPAPOrs. These movements and institutions are
designed to instill an affective cemmitment in members.'®  The
more established secular parties (e.g. Ilernt :nd Labor) can be
traced back to jdeolegically opposed movements doting to the nine-
teenth century in Eastern Europe.'® These secular Zionist wove-
wents in Eurvope developed into ideological movements in order to
provide an emotional equivalent to the religious commitment and
the disputatjous tradition of religious Jewish scholarship that
they sought to replace. Today's parties, therefore, bharbor his-
torically reinforced, ddeological animoesity toward ecach other
manifested largely in the rhetoric alluded to above. The rvelig-

ious parties, representing more than ten pexcert of the elecror-

ate., make no gestures whalsocever toward saccommodation, instead

17 Leonard Fein, lsrael: Folitics and People, Boston: Little Brown

ST
and Co. ..1968, p.92.
L8 A5 opposed to instrumental or rational commitments. See Almond
and Verba, p-.488.

0f course, several religious parties originated in Europe also,
as with the Mizrahi and Agudah movements.
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basing their positions entirely  on immbtable religious dogma.?®
Tt should come as no surprise that almost all Israelis possess
definijte political opinions and attachments as is panifested in
the umnusually high 80% average r&?u of voter participation.?!
According to Almowd and Varba, the type of dntense, omotional
attachment promoted by Israeli political groups, "tends to 'raise
the stakes' of politics: to foster Lhe sort of mass, messianic

movements that lead to democratic instability.'??

ln short, then,
ideological scrife, fiery rhetoric, and inLruuxigéﬁcu characterizg
Israel's political arena, cpening the way for democratic dizinte-
gratioun.
N

Israel's ostensible predilection for political extremism does
not just stem from bher political structure, institutious, and
style. Israel's intermediate level of economic development, aspe-
cially when combined with her speedy socioceconomic modernization
should, by all indications, give rise to extremism.?® Since 1948,
the Jewish population has leaped from 650,000 to more than
3,000,000, Between 1950 and 1967 Israel’s GNP rose at an annual
rate of 9.3%, and GNI' per capita vrose atv 3.4%. Oply Japan sur-

passed Israel in growth during that period. Since 1958, wmorvover,

Israel's average standard of. livimg has more than doubled, sky-

20 Thay do compromise, but not on issues which concern Jewish law.

2! Asher Arian, Politics in Israel, Chatham, N.J.:Chatham House,

1985, p.133.

22 Almond and Varba, p.4B8

2? Sammy Smooha, Israecl: Pluralism and Conflict, Berkeley, CA:

University of California Press, 1978, Pp.106-110.
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rocketing at an ammual rate of §.8% between 1958 and 1978.%“
Since 1973, liowever, -Isracl's growth has stagnated at a rate of
]esslchn 3%. Giveun these statistics, Samuel Huntington and Jorge
Dominguer leave little doubt as to what we should expect in
Israel. "Civil violenmce," they write, "is thus likely when aspi-
rationg and capabilities are changing and when the gap between
them is increasing. This is, of course, precisely what ‘takes

125

place during the process of socioeconomic modernization.' More-

«

over, lsracl, as a country which experienced strong economic.
growth followed by a downturn, should have an extremely sStrong
predisposition for c¢ivil violence.?® They alse indicate that
political disorder and civil violence is most likely in countrics
at intermediate levils of development, such as lsrael.?” Thus, by
virtue of its dynawic naturs and intermediate development, Isra-
el's economy intensifies the inclination toward extremism.
Istacl's social makeup not only adds to those threats of demo-
cratic instability; it also provides anti-democratic movements
with both a logical rank and file, Oriental Jews, and an obvious

. target, Arabs. Broadly speaking, Tsrael's is a three-tiered soci-

ety with Arabs at the bottom, far below Oriental Jews and still

Smooha, p.107,

7% Samuel Huntington and Jorge Dominguez, "Political Developmenl”,
in Handbook of Political Science, Fred Greenstein and Nelson
Polsby (eds.) vol.3, Reading, MA: Addison and Wesley Publish-
ers, 1975, p.8.

3¢ Tbid.

27 1bid. p.9.

%% Here I refer to status considerations that transcend ecenomic
rank. ‘
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further below the European elite.?® As members of the hostile Arab
nation sgurrounding Israel, -largely excluded (rom the alrlixy,:':" and
possessing sepavate languape, l.'clif_;iorl.l and uducufl ional institu-
tions, the Arabs are decidedly. Israecl's "out group" and staend
l;’,,ttle, if any, chance of integrating. Israeli social structure
seems prone to whal Lipset and Raab call low status backlash anal-
vgous to. that which gave rise to the Ku K.'lux Klaé in A:ﬁarica.?"
By virtue of that structure, Israel fulfills the three preregui-
sites for right-wing extremism cited by I.ip&ut:is social strain,
jdontification of that strain's t.ﬂ'u,:ac;, cand designation of a spe-
cific solution.?! What we will see below is that while Orienuval
Jows perceive social strain, n the intrequent event that thay
react at all, they sct not toward the Arabs but toward the Europe-
ars, wocking full inctegration. Moreover, when they du act, their
movements have had left-wing iustead of right-wing orjentations.

The socioeconomic and political influence gap between Oriental
and Europsan Jews has been mentioned several times above. Schol-
ars have analyzed the preblem at length largely in au effort to
assign blame citlher to ihe [sraeli v:_;l:zhli_s‘»l‘xmcnt for discrimina-
tion or to the Oriertals for fafling to master the necessary

skills to succeed.®? Such analyses need not concern us; what 1is

29 Arabs are permitted Lo Volunteel for the army, and wany Druzes
and Bedouins serve.

Lipset and Rsab, pp.116-119.

"3 Ibid. p.23.

7% 8ee, for example, Avraham Shama and Mark Iris, Immigration

h:LhouL Integration: Third World Jews in dsrael, Cambridge, MA:

Schenkman Publ ishing, 1977



important to us is that the Oriental community feels aggrieved and
frustrated in Isracl (sce chapter five).. Their political egqual-
ity, ih terms of political rights, has never bcen questioned angd
"no discriminatory ideology toward any Jew has ever been promul-

gated."??

Still, their de facto inequality in terms of political
influence has been a persistent. fact of life in Israel, one which
should incline them toward protest action. Lipset argues that the
persistent elitism of one c¢lass while mouthing the wvalues of
equality, such as in Israel, magnifies the lownr';luss's resent-
ment. Iln support, Lipset invokes Tocqueville, "To comceive of men
remaining’ forever unequal on a single point, yet equal on all
" others is impossible; they must come in the end to be equal upon
all. "3 Moreover, Oriemtal Jews, originating largely from Arab
countries or from other nationsg with anthoritarian regimes, lack
the experience of demorracy. Thus, theiz propensity toward extre-
mism is gccentuvated by an absence of historically grounded respect
for democratic values.

Originating from nnn-domnurﬂticl cultures, socioeconomically
underprivileged, and (rustrated for over three decades, Oriental
Jews seem to be perfect candidates for protest and anti-democratic
extremism. An analysis of Jewlsh gréup atgitudes suggests that
both Arabs and Europeans are likely targets of that acvion. Euro~

peans are rtegarded by Orientals as the partial cause of their

33 Yochanan Peres, "Ethnic Relations in Israel” in American Jour-
nal of Sociology May 1971, p.1025.

4 Alexis de Tocqueville, Democracy in America, Garden City, N.Y.:
Anchor Books, 1969, p.56. Quoted in Lipset, First New Nation,
p.288.
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depressed state. - The Arabs, besides their svsceptibility ﬁo low
status backlash, are regarded by the majority of Jews as aliens.?S
Studies ﬁondﬁcLud by Yochanan Peres showed that Orientals wview
Arabs with even more hostility than Europeans. 0f 246 Orienmtals
polled by Peres, 93% said Tsrael would be better if there were
fewer Arabs, 83% felt that every Arab hates Jows, and 78% would
-refuse to have an Arab as a2 neighbor. Enrnpcaﬁs‘disp]nynd‘np
“affection for Arabs but were less overwhelmingly hostile than the

3

Orientals.’® This may seem surprising since Orientals presumably

understand  Arab culture and could potentially bridge the gap
between Europeans and Agabs. Two factors overshadow this effect,
however. The Orientals carry & legacy of resentment from their
experiences under Arab rule. But as Peres argues:

this explaration scems insufficient to account for the
extreme hostility revealed din the findings. The
antagonism of Orientals toward Arabs sheuld be seen in.
the context of their present illusien as well as a
result of pasl experience. The Orientals feel that
they must reject the remaining traces of their Middle
Eastern origin to attain the status of tlie domlnant
European group. By expressing hostility to Arabs, an
Oriental attempts to rid himself of the "inferior'
Arabic elements in his own didentity and to adopt a
position congenial to the Buropean group which he
desires to emulate.®’

In support of this hypothesis, Peres cites data showing that Ori-
ental Jews tend to be more hostile‘to Arabs the more they resemble

Arabs in accent or appedrance.

*% Smooha, p.46.

3% Peres, p.1039.

'7 Peres, p.lu40.



127

Arab stritudes and actiopns make them an even likelier target of
extremist backlash. Opindion polls show that' the 'majority of
Isvaeli Arabs qguesticn larael's right to exist, and of those who
accept Israel, most advocate withdraval to the United Natjons
Partition bovders of 1947.%% Israeli Arab writers display a deop
resentment toward their subordinate status -in  Israel.?? Suych
reseitment results Jn a grwn(nr willingness smong Arabs to indunlge
in socially deviant acts. Adult crime rateés among Arabs, espe-
cially violent crimes, is more than twice that of Jews. More
importantly, Tsraeli aulhorities convicted more than 400 drabs for
collaborating with the enemy bLotween 1967 and 1975 alone. Israeli
Arabs were also counted among the ranks of the sulcide squads
responsible for the brutal massacres of lsraeli schoolcehildren in
Kiryat Shmoneh and Ma'alot in 1974."° 1In the eyes of Israelis,
collusion in such terrorist acts is the ﬁltimate act of treason,
lending support to those who advocate tougher measures toward
Arabs.

Tarael, hy all appearances, shonld be a vevitable hotbed of
extremist movements. Proportional representation, no formal con-
stitution, ideological political styvle, unresolved critical polit-
ical issues, speedy economic -development followed by stagnation,
and an intermadiate lavel ofteconomic advancement all coalesce
into an almost perfect extremist wilieu. ‘The demographic raw

38

Smooha, p.207.

*® See, for example, Fouzi El-Asmar, To Be an Arab in lsrael,

London: Frances Pinter, 1975.

4% Smooha, p.215.
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material for extrnm{”m exists also.  Fault lines run deob through
Israeli society between réligious and secular, Oriental and Euro-
pean, Jew and Arab. This last division secns particularly proue
to cenflict piven the absonce of any creoss-cutting affiliations,
language, or religion, to mitigate the often murderous hos_tilﬂ.y
whieh exislts. Moreover, Lhe Jews most disaffected with their
position in Israel and wmost prone to protest, the Orientals, are

the same Jews who harbor the most intense resentment for their

P

Arab neighbors.

In spite of this overwhelming constellation of proclivities
Loward cxiremism, organized extremist movements are lurgely absent
frome Israeli history. Moreovoer, the few which have existed did
not question Israel's basic commitment to pluralisc democracy;
rathcr they objected only to the relative status among groups
within that basic framcework.

Oriental dissent coustitutes the hulk of organized protest in
Israeli history, and even these have.been relatively short-lived
and amicably placated. The Wadi Salib riots of 1939, triggered by
the shooting of a Moroccan Jew hy a policeman in a Haifs slum, was
one of the most serious manifestations of COriental discontent.
For several days, North African Jews (statistically the most dis-
advantaged subgroup of Orientals), under the name of the Union of
North Africams, demonstrated in the streets of Haifa and surround-
ing towns, looted =uropedn properties, and roughed up psssers-by.
Their stated grievarces were police brutality, unemployment, inad-

equate houning, and cihnic discrimination. The outburst was sig~
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nificant in'dihpiayfﬂg the depth of Oriental ruﬁehtmeﬂi, bnt its
lasting Impact was minimal. The press highlighted the problem for
a fow weeks, and a special public inquiry investipgated the grie-
vances, but the issue soon faded. The leader of the Union of
North Africans ran for Knessel in the ensuing election but failed
to win a segt."?

The Black Panthers protested against the same alleped ethnie
discrimination but with more stamina anrd organizgtion. The Black
Panthers started  in 1970 as an unorganized group of Uriental
youths from the slum arcas of Jernsalem and Tel Aviv. The group
vvolved from a street gﬁﬁg Lo a protest 5ovomant, aud finally {into
o party with clectoral ambitions. The Black Panthers staged a
series of vocal demanstrations, occasiaﬁélly involvirg violence,
spanning much of 197}, and demonstvated less vigorously thereafter
ax they mounted an unsﬂccensful campaign for the 1973 Knesset
election. By achieving a prominence greater than the Wadi Salib
group, the Panthers more successfully publicized the Orientals'
grievances. In Dbraef, the Panthurg desired better cducation,
improved housing, increased finencial support for large families,
job training for unemployed youths, und admission 1o the armed
forces.*? They also attracted the support of some Ilsraeli leflists
who provided them with ideolegical articolation for their demands
in terms of the class struggle. As Shalom Cohen, one Communist

who was attracted to the Panthers put it, "We do not eonwider this

“1 Smooha, p.209.

“Z A disproportionate numbur of Oricntals were refused admission
to the army for reasons of illiteracy or criminal records.
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an  ethnic problem but & class problem. There are wvealthy
Yemenites, Syrjaus, Morocecans. What is dimportant is the high
correlation between athnicity and elass.”®?® The influence of lef-
tists such as Cohen on the Panthers was so pervasive that they
even called for a Palestinian state on the West Bank, a proposal
which probably wonld net have emerged independently from an other-
wise purely Ordiental protest group.

The Panthers' demands are significant primarily because they
are so mild. As Eva Erzicni-illalevy wrote;
The striking fact about these demands - is that they
provide evidence of the acceptance by the Black Pan-
thers of some of the basic premises on which the
Israeli society and politicoeconomic system is based:
for instance, acknowledgement of the legitimacy of
Isrosel's goverament, . . . acceptance of the tenet
that the government Jjs responsible Ffor allocating .
certain econemic rewdards such as housing and employ-
ment; and finally, acknowledgement that the supreme
test of full acceptance into (and participation in)
Israeli society is admittance into the Isreel Defense
force. As time wont on, the Black Panthers did not
radicalize their demands.“*
Thus, while the Black Panthers proved that some Orientals deeply
resented theiy posiltion, in essence they were g radical affirma-
tion of lsracli democrucy and a demand to be part of it. 1In fact,
90% of the Panthers favored complete ethnic integration of

schools, neighborhoods, and marriages.“® Moreover, the Tlack

Panthers were the most radical Oriental protest group yet formed,

“3 David Schnall, Radical Dissent in Contemporary Israeli Poli-
tics, New York: Praeger, 1979, p.163. il

“* Eva Etzioni-Halevy, ''Protest Politics in the Israeli Demog-
racy", in Political Science Quarterly, Fall 1975, p.505.
Emphagis hers.

s

Smooha, p.78.
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and Orientals rarely avail themselves of any other avenues of
protest.

To be sure, other Jowish protest groups have existed in Israel,
though, with the exception of Gush Emunim, none attained even the
popularity of the Black Panthers. In a survey 'of Israsli extre-
mist politiecs, Sprinzak mentions two small undergrounds durfng the
1950"s: the anti-secular Covenant of the Zealots, and the nationm-
alist Tzrifin Underground, beth of which dissolved when their
leaders were jailed."® Religious zealotry, like ;Lau of the anti-
state Netorei Karta, though common, has normally been limited to
short outbursts."” Until 1973, despite all his frustrations and
notable political failures, Kahane was the most noteworthyv protest
leader outside of the Black Panthers. lFven after 1973, until the
recent discovery of a Jewish terrorist underground, the Israeli
extreme consisted of only Gush Emunim and Kahane. Gush, like the
Panthers, does not wish to overthrow lsraeli democracy, but mercly
to be allowed to scttle on the West Bank. In fact, they have
enjoved ‘basicully cordial relations with the government, even
Labor governments, who chose not to prohibit Gush's actions. The
Jewish Underground is a significant exception te lsrael's other-
wise uniformly meoderate history. Made up mainly of Cush members,
the underground engaged in ﬁhmpalgns of intimidation and committed -
violent acts against Arabs on the West Bank. Aside from Kahane,

they mark the first organized expression of enti-Arab extremism

“¢ Ehud Sprinzak, "Extreme Politics in Israel”, in Jerusalem Quar-
terly Fall 1977, pp.35-38.

47 Smooha, p.213.



since the state's founding.“®

There is an importaut distinction,
however, between purely violent and electoral pratest. The under-
ground, by choasing the means of violence and terror severely
limited their polential for direct impact on Israeli politics.
Their actions doomed them 1o tht role of the "lunatic fringe™. By
running in clections, Kahane subwits his platform to the public in
hopes of gaining legitimacy and influence, something which is
permanently unavailuble to terrorists. Therefore, Kahane 1is
uwpique in Isracli history since he expresses his :ermmism in the
electoral  realm, atiempLing to convingce Isrueli voters chat his
radical proposals must be embraced if Israc! is to survive.

Isracl, then, has not exparienced the extremism that our inves-
vigation of her polivical instirtutions, economy, and demographic
makeup leads us to expect. Kahane represents a radical break with
811 Tsraeli political phenomena before him. Nobody clse, past or
present, ever sought election with a program that was so unequivo-
cally radical, or that questioned such baslc assumplions as democ-
racy  and civyil rights. Kahane is the first 'orHaanﬁd
manifestation of the right-wing backlash. of the political rescnt-
ment, of the democratic instability that lsrael "should" have been
facing since 1948. What accounts for Israel's mild history?

The answer, in part, lies in Israel's international situvation.
Since 1948, Israel has lived with the constant and conmtingent
threat of full scale Arab atrack, not to mention the daily "peace-

cime" Arab terrorism which has claimed hundreds of civilian lives.

“% Spontancous incidents of anti-Arab oxtremism do occur from time
to time, especially iv the tevritories.



Existentlal threats foster unity among the besieged since the cost
of internal sirife could be total destyuction. Moreover, an ever-
prescnt epnemy scerves as 4 national outlet for aggressiom, includ-
ing for frustrated groups. VUniversal army service for Jews, a
product of this same situation, cannot be overemphasized as an
Integrating force for Israelis of diverse backgrounds, thereby
militating axainst extroemism.

One othev contingent facror ameliorating the oxtremist tenden-
cies should be mentioned. Iscymour lLipset writes éhat. “"effective
Sephardis activism is held back by the fact the North African
Jc!jsh-lchership did not Jmmigrate; only the less educated, less

ne g

privileged parts of the society came to Israel. Moreover, the

European establishment cit-ctively coopted those Orientsl leanders
which did arise, leaving the Orjentdal community without a means to
mobilize political resentment,

A wore fundamental. 17 enigmatic, moederaiting f{orce underlics

these others. More preci-=cly, the relative lack of radical Jewish
dissent and anti-Arab <tremism reflects the underlying values of
the Jewish population, that is, itg political culture. Political
culture, according Lo Huntington and Dominguez

consists of the empirical beliefs about expressive
political symbols and values and other orientations of
the members of the society toward political objects.
It iz the product of the collective history of a
political system and the life histories of the indi-
viduals who currently make up the system. .
Although central political values cdn change Lhrough
time, they change very slowly. . . . Under the impact
of ecconomic growth and social cliunge, institutional

“% Seymour Lipset, "'The Israeli Dilemma", in Michael Curtis and

Mordechai Chertoff (eds.) Israel: Social Strucrure and Chauge,

New Brunswick, N.J.: Transaction Books , 1973, pp.358-359.
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arrangements make adjustments to new conditions within
the framework of a dominant value system.®®

Almond and Verba, in The Civic Culture, argue that a proper polit-
ical culture can go Lar toward creating and/or maintaining stabla
democracy.®?  Elsowhere, Verba breaks down the content of politi-
cal coltures into four general components: national identity,
idcﬁtification with one's fellow citizens, governmental output
(i.e. what the governmuﬁt is éf is not justified in doing), and
the anjsjon makiﬁg process.®? TIn fsrmcl, thiese cemponents, espe-
cially mational identity, promoie 8 uatlional counscnsus for a Jew-
ish democracy, intent on economic development, and a =ulf-enforced
higher moral standard. 1@t is this congensus which, in large part,
ac;ountu for lsracl's demncravic stability and which is curreutly
under attack from Meir Kahana.

Israel's political culﬁure relies on a core set of values
derivaed primarily from the Ziomist movements in nineteenth century
Lurope. Zionism is the modern quest to realize the 2000 year old
Jewish dream Lo r@turg to‘the Holy DLand and re-establish Jewish
sovereignty, Modern Zionism developed in Curope and was affected
by that environment. The principal stream of Zionism, labor-
Zionism, 1is decidedly seculgr and socialist, and it dominated
Israeli politics-until 1977 in the form of what is now the Labor
Party. Religious Zionists, the General Zionists, and Revisionisus
opposed the socialists on several points, often acrimoniously.
8¢ Juntington and Dominguez, pp.15-16.

51 Almond and Verba, pp.473-475.

512 Sidney Verba, io Pye and Verba, pp.529-543.
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The political disngreements among the Zionist strands are many,
but their broader ﬂ;rﬁ“mdnts are of more concern to the present
discussion. A}f Llonist gr;ﬁpﬂ drvumuﬂ‘of HOLL]IHg.]SIe@] and
ereating a Jewich state by ingathering the scattered exiles of the
Diaspora. They all stressed the ultimate unity of the Jawish
people and their potential Lorcrﬂdte a state that would be a light
unto other nations. That state wonld be demoeratic, in.accordance
both wiph their socialist ideals and with the democratic stxﬁcznro
of most European Jewish communities. Perhaps méét importantly,
European Zionlsm was 4 reaction to anti-semitism. DMost Zionist
leadexs and nearly every member of che original Jlsraeli political
elite was haunted by the virulent anti-semitism of LFurope, be it
In the form of pogrom: or the Holocaust. These experiences
strengthened their epgalitarian, democratic idecals and inspired
them to be vigilant against recreating the discrimination to which
they had been subjected. The Declaration of Independence reflects
their value orientation. It reads, in part:
The State of Israel . . . will ensure complete equal-
ity of social and political rights to all of its
inhabitants irrespective of religion, race, or sex.
We appeal . . . to the Arab inhabitants of the
State of lsrael to preserve peace and participate in
the upbuilding of the state on the basis of fuyll and
equal citizenship.?®
Whether or not such cqua! rights were conceivable given the demo-
graphic realities is open to question. What matters is that Zion-
ism, an ijdeology shared -in one form or anathexr by nearly every

Israeli, embraced democratic cgalitarianism as an indispensable

characteristic of a moral state.

*3 Quoted in Kahane, They Must Go, p.5
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Other shared values of the lsraeli political culture are not so
deeply felt by as mony lsyaelis. Especially in the state's early
years, socialisin prevaliled as the dominant economic ideology,
albeit with significant dissent. Tsrael prided herself on provid-
ing heusing, jobs, and basic needs to her entire population. The
state's immigrant nature required such priorities. KRelated to
this was a powerful cemmiitment to economic development and modern-
ization with which even the anti-socialists identified. The cont-
bination of Zionism, modernization, and socialism forms what
Smooha calls Tsvael's triple ideology:
The iriple ideclogy which negates ethnicity has been
so dominant over the Jast 50 years that one can lock
in vain for serious deviations from it among Orlen-
Lals. My survey of pronouncements by Oriental spokes-
men, ethnic publications and programmes of ethnic
election lists shows a broad comsensus with the estab-
lished ideologies. The stated target is definitely
ethnic Integration, and separation is out of the ques-
tion. . . . Even the two grass-root ethnic uprisings,
the Wadi Salib riots of 1Y539 and the Black Panthers of
the 1970's, were integrationisc.®®
Such & widespread cansensus suggests that the content of Isra-
el's political cultugre is adaptable enougl to sccommodate changes
in the society and its attitvudes. The basie values have remained
constant, but the emphases have been flexible, thereby making
consenbsus possible. Charles Licbman and Eliezer Don-Yehiya docu-
ment just such a subtle evolution in their book, Civil Religion in
Israel. They argue chat civil religien is the mycths, creeds, and
rituals "which legitimate the social arder, unite the population,

and mobilize the society's mewbers in pursuit of its dominant

political goals. Civil religion is thuvr wlich is most holy and

$% Smooha, p.77.
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sacradrin the political culture.”®® They outline the civil relig-
ions possessed by lsrael since before 1948, concentrating on the
level of apprepriation of content and symbols from traditional
Judaism. The inlluence of vraditijonal rcligion, of course, rein-
forces the moral component of the politicel culture mentiomed
above.v The precise differéncas among the three dominant civil
religions they perceive (sooialist Zienism, statism, and the new,
more traditionally Jewish civil religion) is not nearly as ¢rici-
ca}-in‘nxplnining Israel's dearch of political ;;Lrvmiam as the
adaptability of that civil religion that preserves the broad con-
SENSUS..

Liebman aund Don*Ychiyﬁ as well as Sméoha note the strong con-
sensus for the core values of Israeli political culture. In fact,
argues Liebman, "civil religion implies an element of consensus
or, to use Durkheim's formulation, a consciousncss of 'mora) uni-
ty' and a8 need for representation of that woral unity by sacred

"$&  poth cite rcesults of opinion polls “proving" that

symbols.
nearly all Jews agree with these core values. What neither Smocha
nor Liebman question with proper rigor is the dopth to which these
values are held. How =strougly do Oriental Jews, hailing from
authoritarian, traditional societies, believe that democracy,
socialism, and egalitarianism are the only proper grounds on which

to base a state? Even more important, is there a danger that

Israel's value consensus, so vital in maintaining stable, moderate

55 Charles Liebman and Lliezer Don-Yehiva, Civil Religion in
Isracl, Berkeley, CA: University of California l'ress, 1983,
p.ix.

8¢ Ibid. p.1l.
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democracy, could breék down under particularly unfavéorable circum-
stances?

The historical contingencies discussed in the previous .chapter:
the Lebanese War, and Begin's retirement, combined with the chal-
lenge of Meir Kahane's intrusion inte the Israeli bady politic
calls the stability of Iﬁraeli political culture inlo question.
Since Kahane violated the long-standing taboo against questioning
the legitimacy of democracy in Israel and of coexistence with the
Arabs, the overarching hegemony of Israeli palitiéé] culture faces
a challenge. Kahane confronts lsrael's political values not by
rejecting the idea of a Jewish state (ds others have done without
success), but by carrying the idea of a Jewish state to its log-
ical extreme. And there is logic in Kahane's guestions about a
growing Arab minority, namely, what will Israel do if the Arabs
become a majority? If Israel must choose, will she be a Jewish
state or a democracy? The mere posing of these questions in pub-
lic is a real danger for Israeli pelitical culture, and therefore,
for lsraeli democratic stability. This is one of the most lmpor-
tant issues embedded in the Kahane phenomenon. 1f the value con-
sensus erodes too far, Israel's potential for extremism may be

actualized.



Chapter VII

CONCLUSION

Kahnﬁe's career as head of the Jewish Defense league and Xach,
in addition to offering an illuminating case study of right-wing
extremism, leads us to sume general conclusions ahout the nature
of politics that warrant elucidation and summary. First, Kahane's
Eurvvr helps explain the paradox of Isracl's moderate political
history desbiLu the existence of many factors Lhat promote extre-
mism and fostability. The contribution of political culture in
explaining that paradox underscores the Lremendous power wielded
by abstract values in proserving or destroying political stabil-
ity. Kahane's direct challenge to that political culture not only
highliglits features of TIsraeli value systems, but it also raises
dangers associated with an extremist mix of religion with poli~
tics. Kehane is dangerous mot only because he attacks the value
consensus that preserves israe]i democracy, but also bucause his
uncomﬁromising religious fundamentalism threatens to unleash pas-
sions and conflicts that ought to be restrained.

lsxacli séciety rests upon Westcrn values of democracy :d
egalitarianism which, in ‘large part, ensurc her friendly relations
with Western democracies, especially the United States, TIsrael
depends upon these alliances for indispensable military and eco-

nomic aid. Meanwhile, Kahsne's intransigent anti-Arab stiunce
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threatens to set off a dynamic of [sraeli alienation from Western
pluralism which, if carried through, would result in Israel's
isolation from -“lll‘iﬂﬁ- :i'hc can ill afford to lose. .However,
Kahane, as an ultranationalist, camnot imagine that his political
performance leads in a direction that would undermine Isrmel’s
security. The irresponsible nature of his actions does not occur
to Kahane bocause he epitomizes the "ethic of ultimate ends" that
Weber so passionately warned against in "Polities as a Vocation".?
By applying that other-worldly ethic to the political sphere,
Kahane threatens Israel both with interpnal viclence between Jews
and Arabs and with international isolation. Thus, the man who
espouses the most unrelenting lsraell nationalism is actually
working directly counter to ls_runll'sl national interests.

Before discussing how the dangers of Kahane are elucidated by
Weber's political ethics, 1 will review what has been demonstrated
thus far in this thesis. 1In chapters two, five, and six, the
issnes surrounding Kahane's fate in Israel came to light. 1In
chapter four, I reviewed the historical reascns for Kahane's near
misg in the 1973 elections, the cleven years of relative obscurity
that followed, and his recent surge of popularity. For many
years, contingent historical factors constrained Kahane, who
remained unwilling to compromise his radical views to accommodate
public opinion.. Finally, the tide shifted in his favor. lsraeli
politics moved decidedly to the right starting with Begin's

election in 1977 and continuing into the 1980's. The Lebanon

! Max Weber, "Politics as a Vocation", in From Max Weber, H. H.
Gerth and €. Wright Mills (eds.), New York: Oxford University
Press, 1946.
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campaign, instead of unifying the ﬁopulnLion like previous wars,
_polarized JIsraecli society and promﬁtcd éhargos of betrayal from
both sides of the political spectrum. Irresponsible economic
policies designed to. promote Begin's ro-¢lection im ;1961, along
with the fipnancial burden of the Lebanon War, triggered a drastic
economic crisis which the frustrated lsracli populace knew could
only be cured by severe austerity measures (sce chapter five).
Continuad terrorist attacks by Arabs en civilians ;n Israel salted
an already festering wound. When Begin retired in 1983, he left
Kahane Jlargely unchallenged in the niche of right-wing demagogue.
Kahane could not Jave asked for more propitious circumstances for
his 1984 campaign, and his election should not lrave come as a
sarprige.

My analysis of the structural determinants of extremism in
Israel dous more than mﬁrely corroborate the predictability of
Kahane's election; it suggests that extremism should be a constant
plagne in Israel's political arcna. According to the political
science literature on what promotes democratic instability, Israel
is ideally suited for chronic politicsal upheaval. Ip the politi-
cal realm, Israel's proportional representatjon system, lack of
formal constitutional restraints, unresolved and salient political
issues, as well as a potoriously unrestrained stvle of political
rhetoric 4!l conspire against moderate, stable democracy. Econom-
ically, lIsrael's rate of development and recent stagnation are
also putative sources of extremism. After cxperiencing speedy

economic development (a destabilizing factor ii itself), Israel's
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economic growth faltered, causing economic performance- to .1ag
bahind expcrtations. TFurtherwmore, as a country falling somewhere.
between economic underdevelopment and development, Isracl's sus-
ceptibility to extremism js intensified. ¥iunally, Israeli social
structure provides additional souxrces of political tension as well
as likely participants and targets for extremism. Rifts beotween
veligious and secular Jows, Orientals and Europearns, and between
Jews and Arabs are all precarious fault lines along which extre-
mism could occuwr. Orientals, originating from mnon-democratic
cultures and perceiving themselves as aggrieved in Israel, are
likely candidates f{or protest in general and low status backlash
against Ardabs in particular. 1In short, we saw that lsrael's
political, economic, and social structures all sugpest that domo-
cratic stability should be unlikely din Tsyrael, and that something
like Rach "should" have cmerged long ago.

Nevertheless, Tsracl's democracy has been stable and its infer-
nal protest wild by any standards. My survey of Israeli extremist
groups indicates that ls¢rael has been free from radical protest
except for a few relatively short-lived movements., Even these,
specifically the Wadi Salib group and the Black Pauthers, were not
challenges to the democratic political structure, but demands to
be 1incorporated into the establishment, even to the point of
demanding the right to serve Israel in the armed forces. Even
Gush Emunim, often mentioned as a radical challenge group, came to

a modus vivendi with the cstablishment (see chapter five). All

other extremism -has bcel confined to isolated incidents or to
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small groups with no intention of participating in electoral poli-
tics. Religions gealotry, for example, is a common occurrence in
Israel, hut rarely, if ever, extends beyond localized squiabbles.
Most dmportantly, whaen anti-Arab and anti-democratic movements
besides Kahane's have existed in Isracl, (for example, the recent
Jewish Underground) they have opted to cenfine their actions to
J:and(;m acts of wviolence, eschewing electoyxal politics.  Thus,

Kahane, essentially an outsider, is the first Israeli to voice

s

racist, oanti-democratic views as port of an electoral platform.
In 37 years of statehood, despite the scemingly inexorable struc-
tural inclinatvion for extremism, Israel has faced but one radical
rightist eleectoral challenge to her system, and that from ayn
American-borm immigrant.

Our analysis of Kahane led us not only to this paradox, but
also to its solution: the role played by Israel's political cul-
ture. Kahgue is unigne in [sraeli history not beconse his visws
are unconvertional, but because he challenges the basic values
upon which Isracli politics are hused.  These basic values, the
political cultniy~, spront primurily from the tcconlar Zionist wove-
ments, but are laden with T}l‘(:‘ ethics and sviebols of  traditional
Judaism. Emanating from a FEuropean envirenment, these values
reflect a conc-.m;n for democratic epalitarianism and a passion for
cregting a state on a new, higher, p.ane of morality. Israell
political culture, in slightly varied forms, has been almost uni-
versally cmbraced by Israelis of all backpronnds and political

orientations. At the wvery least, the politicel culture has set
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the boundaries of acceptability for the political arena by dictat-
ing the growundrules for political behavior and rhetoric. By vio-
lating the rules of the system, Kahane has been denicd the demo-
cfatic protections normally enjoyed by political actors in Israel.
Kahane does not n&-u.-ly advoecate unpopular positions, he has strudk
a raw ncrve in the lsraeli establishment and population at large.
His vejection of the basic valua consensus prompted the establish-
ment's obsessive reaction to him that I described in chaptor two.
Since np political leader besides Kahane, no matter“/how dnmngoéi.c,
dared to break the rules and taboos erccted by the political cul-
ture, Isragel's political culture has overcome the dangers posed by
her structure. The impacl of Isracl's political culture so over-
whelmed her political sctructure that it provides a compelling case
in which structural variables are unrelfable indicators of the
level of political upheaval. Our analysis of Israel suggests that
the abstract values of the political actors should be a primary
variable consulted when analyzing the prospects for political
stabjility.

It is préciself hbecause Israel's democracy depends so beavily
on political culture that Kahine is so dangerous. in America, for
instance, even though the value system is important, che political
and social struétuxos minimize the impact of extremism (see chup-I
ter four). Israel's democracy, however, is more tcnuous, and
relies heavily on an abstract value consensus. Kabane challenges
that value consensus, and his recent successes signal that it is

beginning to erode. FLEven if Meir Kahdne never rises Lo & position
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of influecnce,. any chinks his ideas put in the armor of Isracli
palitical culture have rvpvfcnhhions for lsrael's future. The
danger is that Kabane may have opened the door for future extre-
mists to assume poaiticnﬁ which also vju]nté the hounds set by the
previounsly sacrosanct value consensts. If so, theu that conseusus
mady deteriorate to the point where it will no longer be able to
preserve democracy.

But there is another, ecqually compelling runsnﬂ_why Kahane is
dangerous. In chapter three, I analyzed Kahane's ideology, show-
ing that it derives (rom formative experiences in his youth, his
family background, and his singularly obsessive personality. In
the political arena, ¥ classified his ideology as religious
totalitarianism, an other-worldly creed distinct from the totali-
tarianisms analyzed by Arende and others. Kabane, and other
religious totalitarians such as Khomeini, scck to trnn@form all
aspects of life by wilelding unlimited state power, worldly power,
to achieve other-worldly goals. The goals of the zeligious
votalitarians is what makce. thew so different from a Stalin or a
Hitler. Religious Lotalitarians desire state power in order to
make society conform to the demands of an established religion.
Thus, their wltimate goal 1s something more that their own power,
it is a divine]y‘uydninod end. As such, their programs are abso-
lute, uncompramisable, and most importantly, unconcerned with
practical consequences.

We can turn to Max Weber vo uniderscore why religious totalitar-

ianism is so dangerous. Wceber was e nationslist and his political
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ethics reflect his concern for the survival of nation-states.
This is not because he harbored any notions about the intrinsic
superiority of Germans or any olher national group, but because he
considered internationalist aspirations to be utopian. Weber
realized that politics necessarily involves coercion and violence,
and so, if the nation is to survive, politics must be conducted
only by those with the proper sense of proportion and responsibil-
ity to the national community. Kahane claims to bﬁ responsible to
Israeli national interests, but, in 'fadt, he completely ignores
the practical effects of his policies. His very presence in the
Istaeli body politic threatens to undermine democracy, spark vio-
lence between Jews and Arabs, and alienate Israel from her Western
allies. As an other-worldly religious totalitarian, Kahane is
unaware of the practical, this-worldly, dangers he poses. Thus,
in Weber's terms, he pursues the "ethic of ultimate ends".?

Religious totalitarianism, as defined asbove, epitomizes what
Weber refers to as the ethic of ultimate onds and contrasts with
the ethic of responsibility. As Weber put it!

there is an abysmal contrast between conduct that

follows the maxim of an ethic of ultimate ends -- that
is, in religious terms, 'The Christian does rightly
and leaves the result with the Lord' -- and conduct

that follows the maxim of an ethic of responsibility,
in which case one has to give an account of the fore-
seaable results of one's action.’

Politicians who obey the ethic of responsibility may be said to

act, in Weber's terms, with instrumental rationality, since their

sights are set on the consequences of their actions as well as on

? Weber, p.120.

? Ibid.
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the goals pursued and the means employed. Conversely, the ethic
of ultimate ends denics any rcaponsibility for the CGnhanéH&quOf
action so Jleng as- one acts In accordance with the prescribed
maxim. Thus, the ethical stance of & political prophet who pur-
snes an ethic of ulvimate ends is inappropriate .for responsible
political behavior.

By this Weber does not mean that-politicians should be emotion-
less or without a "cause”. 1In fact, Weber cites ”pQSSionaLv devo-

LRER"Y

tion'to a 'cause as one of the three decisive qualities for the

politician. - But passion must be combined with "a feeling of
respousibility, and & sense of proportion”.® Thus, when Weber
says, "an ecthic of ultimate ends and an ethic of responsibility
are not absolute contrasts but rather supplements, which eonly in
unison constitute a genuine man -- a wan who can have the 'calling

for politics'®

, he does not mean that politicians can justifiably
act according to the athic of unltimate ends in the political
sphere. Weber merely means that to be "called” into politics
requires a certain passion, but, once insfde the political sphere,
passions mnst be made subordinate to responsibility and propor-
tion.” "Only he has the calling for politics who is sure Cthat he

shall not crumble when the world from his point of view is too

stupid or too base for what he wants to offer."® Such a mun is

“ Ibid. p.115.

® Ibid.

® Ibid. p.127.

Joseph Soares, CGraduate Seminar Paper, unpublished, 1985.

! Ibid. ©p.128.
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mature enough to f{ight for what he believes in but can accept
compromise when hé f#ils to.achieve it. Thus, for Weber, only the
ethic of responsibility has any place in the political arena.®

The consequences of applying the ethic of ultimate ends to the
political sphere are severe, cspecially since, for Weber, "the
decisive means for politics is viq]ence,"‘° As such, politiecs
demands the utmost care and rnﬁponéibi]ityj and political actors

who seck othvr-wnrldly onds without deference for this-worldly

o

conséquvnuos, doom Lhnmsnlvas and those around them Lo unres-
trained violence.'! For anur, Kahane and other religious totali-
tarians are patently unfit for medern politics. Given the Lenuous
basis of pelitical ht;h;}LLy in Israel, the ethié of ultimate cnds
is particularly perilons there. As disupssed above, Jsrageli
democracy has survived ungil now, in part, because its pdlitical
culture proscribed all anty-democratic and vcacist policies.
Religious zcalots eschew politics, thereby limiting the political
participation, cven of Orthodox Jews, to those who are willing to
compromise, tbat is, te those embracing the othic of responsihil-
ity. Kahane is the first lsraeli politician to act upabashedly
according to au ethic of ultimate ends, seeking to mold Israeli

society according to his conception of God's will. '"He who seeks

This is not meant to imply that Weber believed politics to be a
realm in which everyene follows or eventually would follow the
ethic of respomsibility.. In "Politics as a Vocation", he is not
telling us "what is", rather, he is prescribing "what ought to
be".

1% Weber, p.121.

11 Ihid. pp.124-126.
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the salvation of the soul, of his own and of others, should not
seck it along the avenue of politics,'? urges Weber. Kahane not
only dgnores his advice, be thrusts himself completely and whole-
beartedly jnto the political sphere, oblivions to the dangers he
poses.,

Therein lies the privceipal challenge of the entire Kahine phe-
nomenon. His rciigious tota]itarian{sm prevents him from adopting
an ethic of‘ruﬁponhibility; and his embition prevents him from
renouncing politics as a vocation. As long as he ix permilted,
Kahane will pérticipate in poljticé, bLlindly pursuing his ethic of
ultimate ends, and Jsrael will suffer the ccusequences. Kahane's
inflammatory rh@tofi; fuels the fires of Arab-Jewish cenfronta-
tion, promoting internal violence in lsrael. His dissent from the
Israeli political culture endangers Isracl's democratic stability.
Finally, Kahane's growing prominence nndermines Israel's commit-
ment to Western plurvalism and democratié valunes. Tf his ideas
bepin to take hold, lsrael could face disastrous isolation from

ter Western allies.  Thus, Kahane, while claiming to warn lsrael

aboul her most imminent dangers, actually embodies one of them.

12 1bid. p.126.
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