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Introduction

Since the publication of Lipset and Rokkan’ waPlarty systems and Voter Alignménts
their analysis of the emergence and crystallisatibrtleavages in Western European
states has been often used, much discussed, s@setinticised and altered. This
dynamic has, contributed on the one hand, to theerhenderstanding of Western
European political systems and voting structures.t@ other hand, it has led other
scholars to try and apply Lipset and Rokkan’s thgoal framework to non-Western
European states, showing the usefulness of thiehfodunderstanding the “origins and
‘freezing’ of [the]party system [..,]Jand thd...] alignments of votefsn states that were
not taken into account in the initial wrkndeed, in spite of the West European centred
character of the original study, the analyticapstef the cleavages’ formation identified
by the authors and later summarised by Bartolini loa used in order to analyse long-
term process of cleavage formation in any states.

This article aims at fitting into and contributibg the latter studies by attempting

to apply Lipset and Rokkan’s model to a non-Westuropean case: Israel. The choice

" 1 would like to thank Paul Magnette and Jean-BeRiét for their helpful comments and advice.

YLipset, Seymour M., Rokkan, Stein, “Cleavages $tmes, Party Systems, and Voter Alignments: An
Introduction”, in Lipset, Seymour and Rokkan , 8téeéds.),Party Systems and Voter Alignmentew
York: The Free press, 1967.

2 The application of this approach to non-Westeatest has in fact been successfully implementetién t
case of the Central and Eastern Europe stateslégeeMichel De Waele, 2004es clivages politiques en
Europe centrale et oriental8ruxelles, Editions de I'Université de Bruxelle®02
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of the Israeli case comes from two observationsti@mone hand, the frequent depiction
of the Israeli political system as extremely hegemeous, fragmented and hence very
unstablé On the other, the fact that despite the veryUest use of the “cleavage”
concept in Israeli studies and the several Isrégdvages’ typologies that have been
offered’, none of these studies have used the analytaaldwork of Lipset and Rokkan
hence leading to important conceptual stretchintpefriginal notioh

In this perspective, this paper seeks to give a imdevpretation and typology of Israeli
cleavages by coming back to the work of the Lipset Rokkan. It is beyond the scope of
this article to cover all the aspects that aregmes their work. Rather, what is at stake
here is to explain the emergence of conflicts, dentify the conditions for the
development and crystallisation of cleavages angutstion the validity of the freezing

of political alternatives hypothesis in Israel.

1. Identifying the Israeli revolution and critical junctures

In their work, Lipset and Rokkan identified the egence, crystallisation and political
translation of four cleavages resulting from what called “revolutions”. On the one
hand, they pointed out a “functional” oppositiontviaeen the “centralising, [...] nation-
state and the historically established corporatwilpges of the ChurcH” and a

“territorial” conflict between the national-buildin elite —the centre— and cultural

% See on that topic Hazan, Reuven, “PresidentididPaentarism: Direct Popular Election of the Prime
Minister; Israel’'s New Electoral and Political Sgist”, Electoral Studies1996, vol. 15 (1), pp.21-37,
Rahat, Gideon, “The Politics of Reform in Israebwthe Israeli Mixed System Came to Be” in Shugart,
Matthew Soberg, Wattenberg, Martin P. (eddfixed-Member Electoral System®fxord : Oxford
University Press, 2001.

4 Samy Smooha first identified the existence of ¢hneain cleavages: the Jews/non Jews, the religious
cleavage and the Ashkenazi vs Oriental cleavage¢Bm Samyisrael, Pluralism and ConfligtBerkeley,

Los Angeles: University of California Press, 197Bater, the importance of class cleavage has been
emphasised by Yaish (Yaish, Meir, “Class structara deeply divided society. Class and ethnic iadityu

in Israel, 1974-1991"British Journal of Sociology1991, 52 (3), pp.409-439).Finally, some studies
highlighted five cleavages: class, nationality, néthy, religiosity and ideology (Ben Rafael, Elez
Sharot, Stepherkthnicity, Religion and Class in Israeli SocieGambridge: Cambridge University Press:
1991).

® Lipset, Seymour M., Rokkan, Steiop.cit.

® The term “cleavage” has been used in differentsaiaythe Israeli literature, depending on the study
sometimes referring to a political division —“paldl cleavage”™ sometimes to variables affectinlitipal
attitudes and voting behaviours but most often doiad structurations and/or social divisions —“sdci
cleavages”.

’ Lipset, Seymour M., Rokkan, Steiop.cit, p.14.



peripheral minorities (geographically, economicaltysymbolically), both the outcome
of the national revolutich On the other hand, they highlighted a territodahflict
opposing the landed interests to the industriatepnéneurs as well as a functional
conflict between the owners and the labourers wate generated by the industrial
revolution. These cleavages have thus emerged dung-term processes where
Bartolini has identified different general steps generation of oppositions due to
differences of interest/ideology generated by mgromess of modernisation (1);
crystallisation of opposition lines into conflictarer public policy (2) ; emergence of
alliances of political entrepreneurs engaged in ifisitg support for one set of policies
(3); choice of mobilisation strategy (reliance ore-pstablished networks or new
organisations) (4); choice of the arena for thefrommation of mobilised resources
(aggregation of votes for electoral contests oedlimction) (5F. Each state’s specific
dynamics have brought about different cleavagesspadific political alternatives, which
according to Lipset and Rokkan’s theory, froze with 1920s critical juncture, i.e. just
before the extension of the suffrajerhese main political structures are assumedye ha
remained unaltered and are expected to stay unelamgess a new revolution occllrs

In order to analyse the process of emergence apstallisation of Israeli
cleavages, it thus seems necessary to first igetitd revolution and critical junctures
that played a role in the Israeli political mokalin and system. First, it appears that in
contrast to the European experience, the stateraéllwas built long after the industrial
revolution took place and the conflicts relatedttbad emerged. Hence, the majority of
the Zionists who immigrated to Palestine already ¢laar-cut positions on related issues,
which were thus not the result of a process spetifisrael. In this perspective, though
the industrial revolution had an influence on l§rgmlitical ideas, it is the national
revolution that led to the specificities of theasli political conflictsandcleavagesand it

is thus the one that must be taken into accouatiiranalysis.

8 On the notion of centre and periphery, see Langh8livert, “On the Concepts of Centre and Periphery
Journal of Peace Researct971, Vol. 8, No. 3/4., pp. 273-278.

° Bartolini, Stefano, 20000p.cit, p.13

19 Lipset, Seymour M., Rokkan, Steiop.cit, p. 26-27.

1 Ibid. p.50.



The Israeli national revolution also deviates frahe formation process of
European states: the Jewish national project fiesteloped outside the future national
territory*2. Thus, political streams developed first in Eurgpel in the United States,
where the majority of the Zionist leaders and tostins were located, before any Zionist
institutions were set up in PalestileConsequently, in contrast to most European
countries where political parties have emerged foomflicts over interests generated by
long-term processes, parties already existed iaelsbefore the “crystallisation of
opposition lines into conflicts over public polidy” It is thus necessary to go back to the
pre-state era and the Zionist movement to undedstam cleavages’ formation. Finally,
the Israeli state’s history has been marked by vead territorial changes that also
influenced the political processes.

It thus appears that three junctures and phases lmeudistinguished when we
want to analyse the impact of the national revoluton the Israeli cleavage formation
process and their translation in the political egst First, the pre-state phase, which
started with the first waves of Zionist immigratoim Palestine under mandate and where
“a generation of oppositions due to differences térigst/ideology emerged” (step 1).
Second, a phase starting in 1948 with the formabbrthe state and the citizenry
integration into the system, and which is when\adges crystallised (step 2 to5). Finally,
the six-day appears as a critical juncture, opeaiqdnase of socio-political realignment
and stabilisation, corresponding to what occurredurope in the 1920s. The phases
must be analysed separately to understand the-bistarical processes leading to the

current political party system.

12 At the time, the Ottoman Empire ruled territoryRalestine was inhabited by Arab populations, Céiom
administers and by only a small unorganised Jewmiistority, the “old Yishuv”.

13 The World Zionist Organisation created in 1897 haexecutive in London, and the headquarterssof i
fundraising institutions, Keren Kayemet and thedfeHayessod moved to Palestine in the 1920s while t
Palestine based Zionist institutions were set Uy onder the British mandate after the First WoOngr.
Sandler, Shmul, “Territoriality and nation-staterf@tion: the Yishuv and the making of the state of
Israel”, Nations and Nationalispi997, 3 (4), p.676

14 Bartolini, Stefanopp.cit, p.13.



1. The pre-state phase: the emergence of thefirst division lines

Most of Israeli cleavages take their roots in thegtate era, during the British mandate -
1922-1948 - and more specifically after the Jewsisimmunity in Palestine - the Yishuv -
was granted autonomy to serve the needs of itslagogo During that period, the
population was composed of a variety of groupsweeh which some disputes and
divisions emerged. It is necessary to analyse thalitions of these division lines’

emergence to understand the crystallisation ofvelgaes during the second phase.

The Anti-Zionist vs. Zionist conflict

The deepest and most violent clash certainly was, twhich separated the Zionist
movement on the one hand, and those resistingethisid national project in Palestine on
the other.

The first opposition to Zionism emerged from Jdwigtra-orthodox groups for
whom the formation of a Jewish realm through huraetion rather than by the will of
God was seen as a heresy. In 1912, they createdrldwide movement the Agudat
Israel-, which aimed at combating Zionism. In P&fes®, they however adopted a non-
linear attitude to the Zionists. After having botted all the elections of the Yishuv
assembly —the Knesset Israel- and broken away fhenyishuv in 1928, their position
progressively changed for two reasons. On the aredhbecause of growing anti-
Semitism in Europe and on the other, in order targntee the protection of their rights in
the state to be, when it became clear that theigtignoject would succeed. Hence, soon
before the formation of the State of Israel, tipalitical movement collaborated with the
Zionist institution$’. As a result, they negotiated an agreement kn®tthe'status qud

providing them guarantees over the respect of iceigy norms in the future state in

5 Representing approximately 26,000 people Kleimu@e,La Démocratie d’IsraélSeuil, Paris, 1997,
p.20

16 At this occasion, they asked for an autonomoutustavhich was however denied by the British
administration. Smooha, Sammy,197%.cit.,p.64

bid., p. 66



exchange to their recognition of the stit8y signing thisagreement, the ultra-orthodox
segment thus accepted to recognise and to enteth@tZionist system.

The second group that opposed to Zionist movemeas composed of
Palestinian Arabs. Before the 1920s, relations betwArabs and Jewish immigrants
were very similar to themillet system introduced by the Ottomans: they lived nn a
autonomous fashion without major interactiGhsiowever, the British mandate’s official
support of the Jewish “national home”, the demoli@aphift between Arabs and Jews in
the 1920% and the refusal by the British to give the Arabsaatonomous status led to
mobilisation, sometimes violent, in order to oppdlse Zionist project. Hence, in the
1920s, a series of riots erupted against the Jehswed by Arab revolts in the end of
the 1930s against the Jewish and the British poesewmhich reached their apex after the
UN partition plan of 1947 was drafted.

Finally, the communists constituted another stropgonent of Zionism. The
communist segment did not represent an importaritgiahe population of Palestine:
besides a small Arab communist party, most of tmaraunists were Jewish immigrants
who had first adhered to the Zionist ideal and tbpposed it. The reason for such a
move was mainly the way Arab inhabitants were é@aperceived and integrated into
the Zionist project, which according to the fat lefflected a “bourgeois”, “imperialistic”
and “colonialist” attitud&. The common positions of Arab and Jewish commsrost
major issues as the legitimacy of the Zionist pbjallowed the creation of a single
communist party in 1922, the Arab-Jewish Palesti@@mmunist Party promoting a bi-

national independent state

8 The agreement entailed provisions related to tiygosition of Jewish norms on the public sphere, the
regulation of personal status by religious law amcbgnition of all trends of education A fractiohtbe
ultra-orthodox groups (among which the sect Netilkaita) never operated such a move: it kept on
objecting to the Zionist goal and refused to re¢egithe State of Israel in 1948.
9Smooha, Sammy, 197&p.cit, p. 66
%2 The Jewish immigration shifted the Jewish-Arabpomion from 78% of Arabs and 11% of Jews in 1922
to 63% and 28% respectively in 1936.Kimmerling, Bdr, 1983, 0p.cit.
22 Greislammer, llanl.e sionismgParis: Presses Universitaires de France, 2063, p.

Ibid.



Division lines amongst Zionist groups

Within the Zionist movement, the coexistence ofedtdnt political trends and groups of
populations was reflected and favoured by the ptapwl electoral system chosen for
the elections of the Knesset Israel.

The dominant political stream within the pre-statstitutions was the labour
movement and more specifically the workers’ pattye-Mapai®. The main ideological
pattern of the latter was “socialist-constructitist promoted a nation-building model
meant to free both the Jews and the working class their domination that were best
translated into the establishment of collectiveiadiural communities that combined
socialism and settling of the land. The dominansifian of the movement can be
explained by several factors. First, by its importaole as immigration chanrél
Secondly, because of its strong organisations, gstomhich the Histadrut (the Labour
Federation of Jews in Palestiffe}hat provided essential services to the new imamnitg.
Finally, because it was a major actor in the dedefiocces’ formation, which later came
under the control of the Histadffit

The second force within the Zionist sphere wasréigious Zionist group. In
contrast to the ultra-orthodox segment, it was oppiosed to the Zionist project that it
saw as a tool for achieving religious and bibligahls but challenged the secular aspect
of the project presented by the dominant Zionistds. Still, their basic agreement with
the Zionist project made them opt for full integpat into the Zionist institutions. In
1902, they created a political party -the Mizracthiat was represented in the Zionist
institutions, and their working forces were intégthin the Histadrut as well as in the
defence forcéd. During this period, the main issues of contentidth the secular parties

were related to allocation of resources necessarytife funding of institutions like

23 |n 1931, Mapai got 42% of the votes. Dieckhoffaifil, L'invention d’une nationParis: Gallimard, 1993,
p.116.

4 Bensoussan, Georgdsne histoire intellectuelle et politique du sionsm860-1940Paris : A. Fayard,
2002, p.58

% Although it was officially not dependent on anyrtyaevery party was represented in the organigjtio
the Histadrut was created by Ben Gurion and itsldesa essentially came from the Labour political
movement.

% Dieckhoff, Alain, op.cit,p.108.

2 Smooha, Sammy, 197&p.cit.p.63.



schools and cultural organisations, and despitedtdep divergences between religious
and secular on the place of religion, no importamiflict emerged at the tirfie

The third political stream represented in the gagesZionist institutions was the
liberal bourgeois movement, mainly representednieyGeneral Zionists. The latter party
was created in 1922 by various non-aligned groimsally as a non-ideological neutral
party. In spite of its proclaimed neutrality, itecg-economic values were however
mostly liberal, championing the encouragement ofgpe initiative, individualism and
protection of middle-class rights. Its electorapgart came mostly from liberal or less
politicised urban populations (mainly arrived in2#9and 1929). However, the lack of
unity -which ultimately led to a split between teeneral Zionist and the Progressive
Party® - as well as its weak institutionalisation did mdiow it to gain strong support in
the Zionist institution®.

The fourth major political force was the Revisidnmovement of Jabotinsky
created in 1925. Like the General Zionists, it9adeasis was mainly composed of urban
bourgeois and its platform was liberal-orierited@he main issue of conflict was however
related to conception of nationalism and opposedRévisionist to the labour movement.
While the latter envisaged state building in a euiivic and pragmatic way, the
Revisionists carried an ethno-nationalist conceptibthe Zionist project and advocated
territorial maximalism. Moreover, while the Laboommovement believed for the major
part in the possibility of a compromise with thdd3&nian Arab population, Jabotinsky’'s
supporters saw the conflict as inevitable and ptemhdhe preventive use of forée
Tensions between both movements soon emerged allgrieading the Revisionists to
leave the main Zionist institutions. In the 1930wy left the Histadrut and created their
own trade union in parallel to the former and 33 9after their program was rejected by

the World Zionist Organisation, they formed thewroZionist organisation, the “New

% Don Yehia, Eliezer, “Conflict Management of Retigs Issues: the Israeli Case in a Comparative
Perspective”, in Hazan, Reuven, Maor, Moshe (edajties, Elections and Cleavagesondon: Frank
Cass, 2000, p.87.

%9 Bensoussan, George®p.cit,p.378

%0 Bauer, Julien Le systéme politique israélieRaris : Puf, 2000, p.44

31 Bensoussan, Georgesp.cit, p.376

%2 Horowitz, Dan, Lissak , Moshd&jrouble in Utopia Albany: State university Press of New York Press,
1989, pl117.
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Zionist Organisatiort. Finally, in the 1930s, they left the Yishuv deferforces to join
an underground organisation that operated unti818f#ter violent clashes with Mapai

The last political movement aimed at representimg Oriental populations of
Palestine, which reached an overall representaifo@5% after the first electiofs
However, the lack of autonomous Oriental institasiothe “fusions of the exile” Zionist
leitmotiv and the lack of financial support frometBDiaspora rapidly led to a diminution
of its presence in the political aréha

It is thus possible at this point, to identify fomajor —institutionalised- lines of division
during the pre-state phase (see Table 1): a divisetween Zionist and anti-Zionist, a
religious vs. secular dispute, a labourer vs. beoisy opposition and a socialist

constructivist vs. ethno-nationalist conflict.

Table 1. The four major division lines in the pre-state phase

Lines of division

Issues

Political force

Social stratification

Anti-Zionist  vs.

Legitimacy of the Zionist project

- Communist

- Communists

Zionist - Palestinian Arabs - Palestinians Arabs
- Agudat Israel - Ultra-Orthodox

Religious vs. | Place of religion in the Zionist project - National Religious - Orthodox Zionists

Secular - Labour parties

Free market vs. | Economic model - General Zionists - Middle class

Socialism - Labour parties -“Pioneers”

Ethno- Weltanschaung. Relation to the land | - Revisionist party - Urban bourgeois

nationalism  vs.

Constructivism

means to achieve the Zionist project

- Labour parties

- “Pioneers”

¥ Bensoussan, Georgesp.cit, p.378

% The Altalena affair can be considered as the apéxe conflict between the Labour and the Revisisn
Following the independence of the state of Israel the creation of the Israel Defence Forces, thi&o
military organisations were pressed to adhereamthw army. The IZL which had integrated the nemvar
demanded that the arms from the Altalena ship fi@@lyorganised to come be given to their battalidhs.
rejection of this demand led to violent conflictsdang in the sinking of the Altalena boat by theFID
p.222.

% Smooha Sammy, 197&p.cit.

% 1n 1925, it got 15% of the vote, in 1931, 14% amd 944 6%. Herzog, Hanna, “Political factionalism
the case of Ethnic Lists in IsraeWestern Political Quarterlyl986, vol.39 (2), pp.285-303.
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2. Theimpact of the state formation: crystallisation of cleavages

The formation of the state of Israel in 1948 cansken as a critical juncture in the
formation and crystallisation of cleavages in I&rdgduring the first phase political and
ideological divisions had emerged due to the pagestocio-historical configurations, the
independence of the Zionist state created the tondifor the crystallisation of some of
the existing division lines and their transformatinto cleavages.

After 1948, the leading party within the pre-stdienist institutions, the Mapai,
turned out to be the dominant political party botlsocial and political life. The labour
party indeed monopolised political, economic anehlsglic resources during the first 30
years of the stalé Despite its predominant position, the quasi-irdegroportional
electoral system did not give the party the oppotyuto get an absolute majority alone,
its best score during the 30 first years of théesteaching 38.2% of the vote (in 19%9)
Hence, the centre party Mapai was never able te without forming a coalition
government. These institutional constraints allowresl other segments to take different
stances toward the centre: a total opposition amdfem the political system (which
was the case of a small ultra-orthodox group); piposition to the system from within;
loyalty to the system and competition for power arftlence. The positioning regarding
the centre (see table 2) and the relationship ksiald with it during that period led to
specific modusof conflict that can be seen as the major explagagtement in the

cleavages crystallisation process.

$’Kimmerling, Baruch,op.cit.
%8 Knesset website, elections results.
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Table 2. Position toward the centre during the second phase

Periphery
Arabs and Communists

Non-pioneer semi-periphery
Urban bourgeoisie, ethno-
nationalists, Orientals

Centre
Labour pioneers

Religious sector
Religious Zionist and non-
Zionist

The crystallisation of the Zionist vs. anti-Zionidivision: the centre vs. periphery
cleavage

The major outcome of this Israeli independence imdsed the incorporation of anti-
Zionists segments into the new state they had tpmpsed. The relations established
between the centre and those peripheral groupkotim political and symbolical terms-
during that period, led to the crystallisation ofentre vs. periphery cleavage, which is
still present in the political spectrum today.

As mentioned above, the first anti-Zionist grouge ultra-orthodox segment had
chosen for a position within the Zionist politicalstem by collaborating with the centre.

The representative of communist groups also opieedritering the system, but as
an opposition party. Hence, it took part in thectleal competitions, was represented in
the Knesset but was excluded from the sphere akideemaking because of its anti-
Zionist and thus an-system discourse. During trst fiears, the communist anti-Zionist
party was the main voice of the peripheral groups.

The Arab populatior’ had a more complex position and relationship ® th
political centre, which has been interpreted ateanlusionary domination modéf’. On
the one hand, their place in society was cleartipperal. First, they were excluded from

%9 That represented approximately 186 000, or 10%hefpopulation. Smooha, Sammy, “The model of
ethnic democracy: Israel as a Jewish and demoatatie”,Nations and Nationalisn2002, 8 (4), p484.
“°Smooha, Sammy, 197&p.cit..p.45.
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political and symbolical power because of Isradiginition as a Jewish state, whidk
facto excluded them from the national community andemive goal$'. Second, the
perception of Arabs as a potential enemy had &t l®& consequences in terms of status
and integration: during the first two decades cé Htate, Arab regions were under
military administration, severely restricting thdreedoms and their power to create
political associatiorfS. Moreover, they were left out from most of the orpnt
institutions of the country and from the major chalnof social integration, namely the
army*®. On the other hand, Arab citizens were presseatibere to the new state and to
prove loyalty to the centre’s institutidfis A good illustration of this model was the
system of the “minorities’ lists” which were Araists running in the elections under the
tutelage of a Zionist party -in most cases the NMpa

The Arab minority’s political alternative was thagher to vote in favour of the
centre’s lists (a Labour list or a minorities’ Jigir to vote in favour of the anti-system
communist party expressing their peripheral stak¢ieile in the first years, most of the
Arab population gave its voice to the minoritiegtd’®, the support given to the
communist party increased, especially after ¥96The growing anti-system vote
expressed by the Arabs can be seen as evidendee daiture of the “exclusionary-
domination model” to lessen the original line ofidion between Jews and Arabs. At the
same time, electoral success of the communist padyressively became dependent on
the Arab vote, confirming the strong interrelatibatween communists and the Arab

populatiorf®.

“1 Rouhana, Nadim, “The Political Transformation oé tRalestinians in Israel: From Acquiescence to
Challenge” Journal of Palestin&tudies, 1989, vol. 18 (3), pp. 38-59.

“2The Oum el Fahm and the Taybee regions were purithé Emergency (Security Zones) regulations,
which allowed the army to close and rule the ar®a. the military administration, see Hofnung,
MenachemDemocracy, Law and National Security in Isrd@hrtmouth: Aldershot, 1996, p.87.

43 Ben-Eliezer, Uri, “A Nation-In-Arms, Nation and Marism in Israel's First Years’Comparative
Studies in Society and HistordQ95, 37 (2), p.264-285

4 Landau, Jacob MThe Arab Minority in IsraglNew York: Praeger, 1991.

45 Diskin, Avraham Elections and voters in Israéllew York: Praeger,1991 chap. 5.

6 Ghanem, As'as., Ozacky-Lazar Sarah, « Israel a&ttamic State, The Arab Vote », in Arian , Asher,
Shamir, Michal (eds.)The Elections in Israel, 199%|lbany : State university of New York Press, 2002,
p.123.

“" Diskin, Avraham,op.cit, p. 91.

8 |n 1965, it split into two factions: one Jewishdaihe other predominantly Arabic. While the Aradt li
kept on gaining support, the Jewish faction alnregtiantly vanished from the political areraid.
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Despite the absence of a specifically Arab motilisa due to the centre’s
attempts to control the Arab population and thetéthexpression of the peripheral voice
—expressed by the communists- during that peribd, relations between the Zionist
centre and the anti-Zionist periphery framed at tihvee led to the crystallisation of a
centre vs. periphery cleavage mainly correspontbran Arab vs. Jews cleavage, which

would only be fully expressed during the third phas
The religious vs. secular conflict: accommodatigatem and cleavage crystallisation

The second opposition that crystallised into avdga was the religious vs. secular one.
As in the case of the centre vs. periphery cleavigerelations established between the
religious segment and the centre during the sepbade explain the crystallisation of the
cleavage.

During that period, the Zionist religious party bew the third political foréé
Because Mapai was opposed to any alliance withRigsionists and the communists,
the Zionist religious party became the first goveental partner of Mapai during the first
two decades of the state. The ultra-orthodox segimeh a different position toward the
centre. It took part in the first and second eteddi but renounced to take part in any
Mapai-led coalition after 1952 due to disagreememseligious issue¥. Nonetheless,
the ultra-orthodox party cooperated with the goment from without in order to obtain
public financial support and other specific rigfasthe ultra-orthodox segmeht

The support given to the government - either fromthiw or from without-
allowed the religious segment to negotiate religitasues with the centre party in an
accommodation fashiéh The first consequence of this situation has kberreligious

stamp in the process of institutional building: thee of religious law for “personal

9 With an average electoral support of 10%, justradither the Herut or the General Zionists. Sees$at
website, elections results.

%0 Luebbert, G.M.,op.cit.,p.126

1 Gavison, Ruth, “Constitutions and Political Redomstion? Israel's Quest for a Constitution”,
International Sociology2003, vol.18 (1), p.61.

%2 0n the question of the accommodation model, seeYhia, Eliezer,op.cit, pp.85-108.
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matters”, the preservation of the autonomy of tvetigious school syster’s the
exemption from military service for religious sc®gtudents, the assertion of gtatus
quoin every governmental agreement etc. The secotwbime of these relations was the
reinforcement of the religious vs. secular cleavadgdthough the consociative
mechanisms led to a “moderate and pragmatic pasdancerning religion from both
sides®™, the cooperation between the centre and the oeligparties during that period
did not diminish the religious vs. secular divisidmdeed, unlike the European religious
cleavage, the recognition of an autonomous edutaystem -although crucial in the
peaceful coexistence of religion and secularisms hat been able to erase the
oppositions between both groups on many other ssshat have not been resolved
amongst which the separation between church anel atal the question of who can be
considered as a Jew. Moreover, the accommodatisterayled to the recognition and
deepening of the pillarisation of both religiougps, with the recognition of a state
religious system, an independent ultra-orthodox osth network, autonomous
organisations, separate court systems-etwhich clearly reinforced the social closure of
the religious segment toward the secular one. Hewethis pillarisation process and the
very different origins of both religious groups aeding the Zionist project also impeded

the amalgamation of both political groups intoragie party.
The crystallisation of the left vs. right cleavageiVeltanschaung cleavage

The last and most important cleavage that crys&lliduring the second phase is a
Weltanschaundeft vs. right cleavage. In contrast to what tod&cp in most European
states, the Israeli left vs. right cleavage doesawerlap the owner vs. worker line of
division (see below) and is rather characterise@ lsymbolic and cultural conflict than

by a functional one.

3 While theLaw of State Education 1958ut an end to the political education systemsiéist and
liberal), it allowed the religious education sysgetm remainlbid., p.89.

** Hazan, Reuven, “Religion and Politics in Israkk Rise and Fall of the consociational model” irzata
Reuven, Maor, Moshe (eds.), 2000p.cit.,p.113.

%5 |bid., p.119-120.
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As already mentioned, the state institutions framker 1948 were intrinsically linked to
the labour pioneer movement and to its ethos. Hetheelabour movements’ members
had acquired the highest functions of the stateuaps as well as symbolic powferin
contrast, the secular groups that had not beeriviegtan the labour pioneer enterprise
were merely integrated in the political institutifoxmation process. The non-pioneer
segment was composed of a variety of groups thatreaghly be divided into three.
Despite very different experiences and historiksirtcommon semi-peripheral position
led them to form an alliance and contributed to ¢hestallisation of awWeltanshaung
cleavage still prevalent in the current politicedrza.

The first of these groups was the urban bourgeoepeesented by the liberal
General Zionists. Although this party aimed at gnéding the government, it only
collaborated with the Mapai in one government @2) due to tensions related to socio-
economic issues, namely the domination of the Mapar the economic institutions.

The second group was constituted by former Jadotimsovement’s members
represented by Herut. Because of the latter’'s mactiod position vis-a-vis the Mapai
during the pre-state era, Ben-Gourion was totadlyatant towards the formation of a
coalition with the Herut that was regarded as itlemte as the communist patfy
Hence, the nationalist right wing party had no iotpan the decision-making process
during this period.

The last group that was not included in the cemies an aggregate of new
immigrants from Oriental countries who had mainigneed in the 1950s. During the first
years, most of them tended to vote for the cenamgypand although Oriental lists
competed for the elections they were quite weakpaoed to the percentage of Orientals
in the populatiorf. The ideal of a melting-pot proclaimed by the labteaders, the fact
that Mapai was identified with the state, in whitle new immigrants wanted to be
integrated coupled with their dependence on the’stanstitutions partly explains this
situation. But the mismatch between the pioneehnegnveyed by the central elite and

the Oriental reality -the establishment of the newnigrants in settlements that were

%6 Kimmerling, Baruch,op.cit, p.91

" Ben-Gurion’s motto concerning the coalition builgliprocess used to be “Without Herut and Maki [the
Communist party]”. In “The Road to the Upheavadip.cit, p. 73.

%8 |n 1949, the Yemenite and the Sephardic liststtmgegot 4.5% of the votes. See Herzog, Haromgit.
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geographically peripherd| low socio-economic status, exclusion from theitjuall
system-, the deep disdain of the labour elite far Hevantinised” population and the
acculturation process that was imposed on them geoerated frustrations toward the

labour pioneer elif8.

The semi-peripheral stance and growing feelingis€a@htent toward the Labour
pioneer institutions shared by the three groupggnessively led them to form an
oppositional alliance against the central piondie.eFirst, the General Zionists allied
themselves with two Oriental lists; then they réedhiwith the Progressive Party to create
the Liberal Party (1961); finally, in 1965, it cted a new party with Herut: Gahal, which
would later become the Lik8d The merger of these parties and lists as welhas
willingness to aggregate poor populations who dgsdfnhad in common their exclusion
from the centre pushed the new right-wing polititate to emphasise its opposition to
the Labour elite, while reducing other aspectst®fprogram like the liberal-bourgeois
ideology or the issue of the indivisibility of themeland dear to Herut. This strategy was
to be successful: in the late 1960s, the Herutrbecthe first Oriental political party in
terms of electoral support, “the political home.][.for immigrants, long-terms
disadvantaged and underprivileg€dand the major secular alternative to the Labour

party in the political arefta

The outcome of the pioneer-non pioneer relatiotebéished at the time was thus double.
On the one hand, the common location of the thme®pioneer groups generated a
process of alliance, as well as an aggregatiorhbyright wing parties of the Oriental

population, who soon represented its principaltelat support. On the other hand, the

%9 In 1961, 67% of the developments towns’ populatiarere new immigrants from Arab countries. On
this subject, see Spilerman, Seymour, Habib, J&kyelopment Towns in Israel: The Role of Community
in Creating Disparities in Labor Force CharactaistThe American Journal of Sociolgg¥976, vol.81
(4), p.787.
® On this topic see, Ben-Rafael, Eliezer and ShaBtephen, op.cit, Bar-Yosef, Rivkah, “The
Moroccans : background to the problem”, in Eiseditst&8huml N., Bar-Yosef, Rivkah, and Adler, Chaim
(eds.) Integration and Development in Israelerusalem: Israel Universities Press, 1970 andoBm
Sammy, 1978,0p.cit.
®1 Arian, Asher Politics in Israel, the second Generati@hatham, New Jersey: Chatam House Publishers,
1985, p.88.
: Weitz, Yachiam, “The Road to the ‘Upheavalérael Studies2005,vol.10 (3), .p.66.

Ibid.
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long domination of the political centre by the pen labour party and the semi-
peripheral position of non-pioneer social groupsd apolitical parties impeded

collaboration between both segments and produdefti . right cleavage.
The non-crystallisation of the owner vs. capitalision line

Despite the prevalence of socio-economic divisioad in the political arena during the
pre-state era, the class division has not turnéal anstructural political confrontation

during the second phase. Although class divisiorstexin Israel, it can hardly be
characterised as a cleavage: class issues do pretsemt the major line of opposition
between political parties, there is no significamass consciousnéésand analyses

focusing on the link between class belonging angk \mve shown that a lower class
status is correlated positively with a vote fohtigving partie®’.

The fact that the industrial revolution had alreaaken place before the national
revolution is not satisfactory to explain the lagk class cleavage. The reasons are
elsewhere. In Europe, the labour vs. capital clgavamerged as a result of the industrial
revolution and related to conflicts of interestsween both sectors. It was linked to the
workers’ precarious living conditions and frustoais and to their consequent massive
struggle for social and political rights. In Israglich a clash was neutralised for different
reasons. The first reason was related to the Mapdithe right wing parties’ political
discourses. Already during the first period, thesslstruggle motto originally invoked by
the Mapai was moderated by the emphasis on themabuilding project and by the
identification between the working class and théomé®. The class rhetoric continued to
decline in the dominant party after independenceh¢oprofit of an interclass nationalist
ideology of statisf¥l. The fact that the liberal bourgeois parties gass predominance
to the capitalist ideal in order to aggregate thiei@al electorate during the second phase

also contributed to the diminishing of the classtonic. The second reason was related to

%4 Smooha, Sammy, 1998p.cit, p.315.

% Shalev, Michael, Levy, Gal, « The Winners and Ires# 2003 : Ideology, social Structure and Pdditic
Change » in Arian, Asher, Shamir, Mich@he Elections in Israel 2003

% Dieckhoff, Alain, 1993,0p.cit.

" Horowitz, Dan, Lissak, Moshep.cit, p.85
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the socio-economic conditions in the country dutimg second phase. The importance of
the Mapai and of its institutions, especially théstedrut, which acted as a union,
employment provider, health insurance, consumeefitsrand balance between workers
and capital interests the very high rate of employment during the tivstfdecades; and
the outcomes of the welfare state were all elemeuntbing the emergence of major
conflicts between workers and owners. The thirdsoaawas linked to the crosscutting
between class divisions aMideltanschaungleavage. The interpretation by the Oriental
labourers of their socio-economic plight as the seguence of Mapai discrimination
against them, their opposition to its political andtural domination and their consequent
aggregation by the nationalist liberal party, therid resulted in the blurring of class
consciousness and the neutralisation of the ecuntme of divisions in the political
system.

Hence, while the socio-economic issues remain tifaxf division between left
and right, they are not structuring oppositionshef political arena and the respective left
and right electorate has not been mobilised anstalfised on this precise axis.

Three cleavages and four families of parties hdwnes tcrystallised during the second
phase (see table 3): a religious vs. secular ctggva left vs. rightWeltanschaung

cleavage and a centre vs. periphery cleavage. mtrasis the Oriental vs. Ashkenazi
division has been aggregated by the right wingypartd the class division has not
become an effective cleavage. As in Lipset and RBplkk model, cleavages thus
originally emerged as movement of opposition adathe “established national elite
[here the Mapai] and its cultural standafdsMore precisely, the role of the centre and
the types of relationships it had with the othegrsents are the main explanatory factor

in the cleavages’ formation.

® The trade union not only played the role of guamddf workers’ interests but also provided educetio
structures, health insurances and work throughuteaerous societies, banks and companies and d aste
a balance between workers interests and thoseafapital. Bauer, Juliemp.cit, p.44

% Lipset, Seymour, Rokkan, Steiop.cit, p.23
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Table 3. Political families and cleavages

Family Cleavage Original conflict Social basis Position
Labour Centre vs. periphery Workers; Centre of the system
Secular vs. Religious kibbutz
Left vs. Right residents
Right Centre vS. semi- | Opposition to domination | Urban Semi-periphery  of
periphery . | of the labour. bourgeoisie; the system
Weltanschaung left vs. Oriental
Right cleavage immigrants.
Religious | Religious vs. secular; Opposition to  secular | Religious Collaboration  with
state groups. the centre
Opposition to Zionism Ultra-Orthodox
groups.
Periphery | Centre vs. periphery Opposition to Zionism Communists; Periphery of the
Arabs. system

3. The post-1967 era: realignment and stabilisation of the political system

One of Lipset and Rokkan’s crucial and controvérgisguments is that political
alternatives that had emerged before the full natidgn of all citizens in the suffrage in
the 1920s have remained unaltered despite the elafripe cleavages’ respective social
basi€’. In Israel, such a critical juncture seems to haweurred during the 1967-1977
decade. This decade was indeed critical in manyewts: first, because it saw the real
insertion of the Arab minority into the politicaystem (with the end of the military
administration) and second because the outcom#®edix-day war generated a crucial
realignment process in the political arena. Aftettcritical decade, all the new political
mobilisations emerged within the pre-existing podit structures that had stabilised
between 1967 and 1977.

0 Lipset, Seymour M., Rokkan, Steiop.cit, p. 26-27
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19677-1977: realignment on thWgeltanschaungleavage

The 1967 six-day war’s first impact on the politic/stem certainly was the new
prevalence of the left vs. rightveltanschaungcleavage and the realignment of the
religious party on this cleavage. This process aveesto several elements.

First, after 1967, the fate of the occupied tend@® became the main issue in the
political arena, offering an opportunity for thedt to bring back the principle of the
unity of the homeland “from the fringes of consapass to the core of national
thought”™. This, on the one hand, reactivated the ancieet dif division between the
labour civic nationalist segment and the ethnoematiist vision of the Herut. On the
other hand, it offered the Herut’'s social basis egmusitive common ideals and ethos -
instead of the negative oppositional common bagasnat the labour movement that had
been formed during the second phase -, hence reindpthe cohesion and strength of the
segment. Secondly, the six-day war had given thetHefirst occasion to take part in the
national unity government with the centre partyndeincreasing its legitimacy within
the electorat€. As a result, the electoral support of Herut pesgively increased - from
26 seats in the Knesset in 1969 to 39 seats in 18RA8 led the party to ultimately take
power in 1977. This put an end to the Mapai's d@nirposition, to the Herut's semi-
peripheral stance while giving the left vs. righeltanschaungleavage an increased
importance in the competition.

In parallel, the religious camp started taking posion this collective identity
line of division as well. Indeed, in the religiodsonist camp, the territorial expansion
reactivated the religious vision of the holy lamiiathno-nationalistic discourses started
to be expressed within the religious segment. Tlowement created after the war to
encourage the settlement in the occupied terrdganghe name of God - Gush Emunim -
is probably the most obvious illustration of thewngionist religious position on the
territorial question. More surprisingly, this presavas also at work in the ultra-orthodox

camp, which started promoting nationalistic andassionist principles in its progrdfh

71 thi
Ibid. p.76.
2 Weitz, Yechiam, “The Road to the ‘Upheaval’ A CalgsHistory of the Herut Movement, 1948-1977,
Israeli Studiesvol. 10 (3), pp.53-86.
SHazan, Reuven, 200@p.cit, p.126.
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The six-day war thus had three major consequencéseopolitical spectrum. First, it led
to the end of the dominant party era and to thertim of the right wing parties into the
political centre. Second, it generatedapprochemenbetween religious parties and the
right wing parties whose visions and ethos had aogquired common elements. Third,
and consequently, it led to the dominance of tftevke right collective identity cleavage
in the political arena. Since then, the left vghtiweltanshaunngleavage has become
the major structuring element of the political pagystem as well as of electoral
behaviour§®.

The post-critical juncture era: mobilisations indadtructures

After the reconfiguration of the political system 1967-1977, several new forms of
political mobilisations emerged in the politicalriyasystem. Although important and

despite their novel character, it appears that rafrtbem have been able to produce a
change in the political structures that had criised before 1967. On the contrary, the
observation of these parties’ path reveals thaseéhohich have been able to maintain

their representation in the Knesset actually irdtsgt the pre-existing political structures.

Among the successful new types of mobilisations,fitst one took place among
the Arab minority due to two factors. First, thedesf military rule in 1965 gave greater
opportunity to the Arab populations to form poli@ssociations and lists of candidates
for electiond”. Secondly, the occupation of the West Bank andGhea Strip by Israel

generated contacts between the Israeli Arabs an@alestinians, which produced a shift

" Shamir, Michal, Arian, Asher, “Collective Identitgnd Electoral Competition in IsraelAmerican
Political Science Reviewl999, vol.93 (2), pp.265-277. In their analydise authors distinguish the
external and internal dimensions of collective titgnThe first is related to state’'s borders aaldtions to

the Arab world, the second to the vision of theiomastate and the state, both of these dimensions
overlapping. They show that although issue votiag kgrown in Israel, the position on the collective
identity is still structuring the vote.

> The capacity of the Arab minority to create podti lists was however still limited because lists
challenging the notion of Israel as a Jewish stegee prohibited, first through practices, and ldgwvirtue

of a law.
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in the identity of the Arab minorif$. These combined elements created a dynamic within
the Arab populations that ultimately produced nees of political parti€d. The
novelty of the post-1967 mobilisations in companmiseith those that existed before -
namely, the communist lists- mainly consisted i@ @mphasis on nationalist discourse.
Moreover, even though the communist party was pragantly composed of Arab
members, it had continuously presented itself d&snsh-Arab party, even after it split in
1961. In contrast, the new parties aimed at bewegspecific representative of the Arab
populationé®. Despite these differences, all these partiefguutard similar core claims
and aimed at representing the periphery: theyaled for the establishment of a non-
Zionist state and demanded greater integratioheftrab minority within the state.

The second major type of successful political msaiion appeared within the
Oriental segment in the form of so-called “ethnigblitical parties. In the Israeli
discourse, the notion of ethnicity refers to difieces in terms of origins among Jews,
opposing roughly Ashkenazi to Oriental J&W#s mentioned above, during the first and
second phases, Oriental lists were not successfghining substantial votes and the
ethnic line of division was merely politicised amyen less institutionalised. The
frustrations of new immigrants were thus eitherregped through non-organised and
direct actions and progressively throughealignemenfrom the Mapai to the profit of
its secular opponent Herut and later Likud, whiciecessfully took advantage of the
Orientals’ frustrations. The Oriental populations’ aggregation by the Ildkncreased
the obstacles to the achievement of any Orientéitiggd movement, at least in the

secular sphefé The leeway was larger in the religious segmentiafis indeed in the

8 See on that topic, Rouhana, Nadim, "The colleciilentity of the Palestinian Citizens in Israeksian
and African Studies993, vol.27 (1-2) and Rouhana, Nadim, 198§, cit.

" Among these are the Progressive List for Peaaglia from the communist party (1981) originally
composed of both Jews and Arabs, the Arab Demaodvpatity (1984) and Balad (1996).

8 Kaufman, llana, Israeli, Rachel, “The Odd Group.Qine Arab-Palestinian Vote in the 1996 Elections®
Arian, Asher, Shamir, Michal, (edshhe elections in Israel, 199@lbany : State University of New York
Press, 1999, pp.85-116.

9 Although the notion of ethnicity does not app@aus as the most relevant, it is the most commoséd,

at least since the end of the 1960s to refer ®dpposition

8 In the 1981 electoral campaign, the Likud, notyoekploited the anti-Labour feelings among Oriental
populations but directly stressed the ethnic dirmensby presenting itself as the real defenderhaf t
Oriental population against the Ashkenazi Laboite el

81 In the 1970s, the Black Panther, a movement fighfor the socio-economic equality of the Orientals
gained support among the society but failed to beeome a mass movement and to enter into the Kiness
Smooha, Sammy, 197&p.cit, p. 202
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latter sphere that the first successful politicalbifisation of the Oriental populations
occurred: first in the Zionist religious segmenthwirami (1981), which soon declined
and disappeared in 1988, and then in the ultraeaddk segment, with Shas (1984),
which became the third party and a coalition parimé 996, 1999 and 2006. Both parties
aimed at expressing religious Oriental membergahsent toward their semi-peripheral
position within the existing political structures.

Two elements should be highlighted regarding thesw nform of ethnic
mobilisation. First, it was successful only in tieéigious segment, confirming the weight
of pre-existing political structures (here the poe¢ absorption of the Orientals within
the Weltanschaungleavage). Second, although Shas'’s electoralgpiatiwas largely
ethnic-orientated in the first years, the partygpessively took position on the right side
of the left vs. right cleavag&/eltanschaung cleavagehich is now fully integrated in its

own identity and that of its support&s

On the other hand, after the critical juncture 867-1977, new political parties
attempted to overcome or to ignore the cleavaggsesexisting political families. Up to
now, they have not been able to keep electorabsemtation very long. A first type of
these new parties were set up by Russian new iramtgyr After the massive wave of
immigration from the ex-Soviet Union, two partieaskd on the defence of economic,
cultural and political rights of the Russian imnaigts - Israel Be-Alyah and Israel
Beytenu - were formed, both of which had remarkaielgults in the 1996 and 1999
elections. However, Israel Be-Alyah lost its supord ultimately integrated the Likud
while Israel Beytenu progressively positioned ftsel the left-right cleavad@ Other set
of parties formed outside cleavages were thoseeptieg themselves as “centre parties”
(Democratic Movement for Change/DMC, Change, CerRarty). Some of them
succeeded in gaining representation in the Knessehe party Change, and the DMC

even took part in the government. However, sinylad the Russian parties, all these

82 Bick, Etta, “A party in Decline: Shas in IsraeP§03 Elections”, in Shmul Sandler, Ben Mollov and
Jonathan Rynhold (edd¥rael at Polls 200ew York: Routledge, 2005, p.115-117.

8 At the far right of the left right axis as it protes very ethno-nationalist means to resolve theelis
Arab conflict: the transfer of the Arab populationtside of Israeli borders and the end of tertori
concessions. Israel Beytenu’s platform: http://baytorg./visited on 16 May 2007.
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parties eventually either took position on tWéeltanschaungcleavage or lost their
political representatidfi. All the same, a few parties promoting “post-miafest” values
emerged after the juncture (Green Leaves and ther(S) but none of them has ever been
able to get over the threshold to enter the Kndssabw.

Finally, the case of the secular political par8hinui- formed in 1999 shows
even more clearly the importance of pre-existingitipal structures. Although Shinui
was erected on a pre-existing cleavage (the relggus. secular cleavage, as a promoter
of secularism), after two great electoral victoriesl999 and 2003, the party ultimately
disappeared. This failure could be explained eitmerthe weight of pre-established
political families (as Shinui emerged outside frany political family) or by the fact that
the party had tried to ignore the now predominafitus. rightWeltanschaungleavage.

In either case, it seems to confirm the signifi@amé political structures constituted

before the critical juncture and the difficulty fpolitical parties to overcome them.

Three important elements can thus be highlightethfwhat has been mentioned. First,
after the 1967-1977 critical juncture, all the ptthat were formed had to take position
alongside the predominant left vs. rigiteltanschaungleavagein order to survive.

Secondly, the prevalence of the latter cleavagendidbring about the end of the other
cleavages: the strong roots, institutionalisatiod Eopng histories of both the religious vs.
secular and the centre vs. periphery cleavages taw&ituted a barrier impeding their
dilution. Finally and above all, during the postical juncture era, all the new successful
political parties were formed within one of the fopre-existing political families

structured by the three major cleavages previodspicted, hence confirming Lipset and

Rokkan’s freezing hypothesis.

8 See on that topic, Knoller, Ephrat, “Change (Shiituthe Centre” in Sandler , Shmul, Mollov, Bemda
Rynhold , Jonathan (edsl3rael at Polls 2003London, New York: Routledge, 2005, p73-97.
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Table 4. Cleavages and successful political parties after the 1967-1977 critical juncture

Family Parties Cleavage Original position toward
the centre
Left .Labour PartyMeretz, Ratz, Yachad .Left vs. Right .Centre
Right .Likud .Left vs. Right .Semi-periphery
.Israel Beiteinu
Religious | .Tami, Shas .Centre vs. Semi-Periphery | .Semi-periphery
and
.National Religious Party . Religious vs. Secular .Collaboration  with  the
Agudat Israel, Front of the Torah and centre

. Weltanschaung cleavage

Periphery | .Communist Arab party (Hadash) .Centre vs. Periphery Periphery
.Nationalist Arab party (Progressive
List for Peace, Arab Democratic Party,
Balad)

Conclusion

In spite of the fact that Israeli history largelyuiates from that of the European
countries, using Lipset and Rokkan'’s paradigm tautsto be very fruitful in the analysis
of the Israeli cleavages’ formation process and stracturing of its political party
system. Using this theoretical framework has helpgddentify the relevant long-term
processes in the political structures: the preegtéiase; the post-independence phase and
the 1967-1977 critical juncture. It has also ledtasnalyse the conditions and reasons
why from the four lines of division that emerged tine pre-state era, only three
crystallised as cleavages translating in four alitfamilies: the centre vs. periphery
cleavage (periphery family); the religious vs. daceleavage (religious family) and the
left vs. right Weltanschaungleavage - originally centre vs. semi-peripheryacége -
(left and right families) ; and why the latter bewaprevalent after the six-day war.

The socio-historical perspective has also helpeexpsaining the deep rooting of
these three cleavages and has confirmed the dmgdibf the freezing hypothesis.

Although the exact moment of the political alteivad’ freezing can be discussed, it
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appears very clearly that after the years 1967-1pd@litical structures and alternatives
that had formed before 1967-1977 were not altesgtte 1977, all the new political
mobilisations were formed within the framework afi axisting political family or
ultimately disappeared. Hence, beyond the hetemtenf the Israeli political system
and despite the creation of new parties for evergtien and the very high fragmentation
of the Knesset, political mobilisations can alldrelysed through the three distinguished
cleavages’ framework. Identifying these three chkepas and the consequent four political
families both gives us a useful analytical framewtw classify political parties and
simplify the seeming complexity of the Israeli picial party system and, above all can
provide us with a very useful tool to explain thecsess and failure of new political
parties.
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Appendix

1. Glossary of main political parties
Left

Zlonist political familiy

Mapai, Alignement (1966), Labour (1992): Labour party created in 1930 after the merger of
several labour movement.

Mapam :Marxist political party. Formed a single list with the Mapai from 1969 to 1984. Created
the Meretz with two other parties in 1992.

Ratz

Non-Zionist family

Maki: Arab-Jewish communist party. Split in 1965 in Rakah and Maki. The latter disappeared
in1974

Rakah, Hadash : 1984 : Communist Arab party.

Progressive List for Peace: a split from the communist party (1981) originally composed of both
Jews and Arab.

The Arab Democratic Party (1984): First entirely Arab list.

National Democratic Assembly: Arab party created in 1996.

Centre parties

Democratic Movement for Change
Change

Centre

Right

Nationalist parties

General Zionists : liberal party defending the middle class. Joined Herut in 1965 to form Gahal.
Hérut : Revisionist party. Defends an ethno-nationalist ethos and territorial expansionism.
Gabhal, Likoud (1975): Alliance between Herut and the liberals.

Israel Be

Religious parties

Agudat Israel : Ultra Orthodox party created in 1912 to impede the realisation of the Zionist
project. Was first divided in the Workers’ Agudat Israel and Agudat Israel and merged in 1955 to
form Agudat Israel. In the 1980s a group split with the party to form the Front of the Torah.

Shas : party formed in 1984 by ex-Agudat Israel’'s members.

National Religious Party : Zionist Religious Party, former Mizrachi and Workers of Mizrachi,
merged in 1956 to form the National Religious Party.

Tami: Religious Oriental party formed in 1981. Merged into the Likud in 1984.
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2.Electoral results 1948-1973 (in number of seatbtained in the Knesset)

Party 1949 1951 1955 1959 1961 196p 194 19y3
Election year

Mapai/Labour Party 46 45 40 47 42 45 56 51

Achdout Haavoda 10 7 8

Mapam 19 15 9 9 9 8

Arab lists 5 5 5 4 4 4 3 2

Maki 4 5 6 3 5 1 1 1

Rakah 3 3 4

Herut, Gahal, Likud 14 8 15 17 17 26 26 39

Liberal 5 4 5 6 5 4 4

General Zionist 7 20 13 8 17

Front of the Torah 16

Zionist Religious Party 10 11 12 12 11 12 1(

Agudat Israel-Poale Agudat 5 6 6 6 6 6 5

Israel

Oriental lists 5 2

Others 2 1 1 9 3
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3.Elections results from 1977 to 2003

Party
Election year

1977

1981

1984

1988

1992

1996

1999

20p3

Labour Party

32

47

44

39

44

34

26

19

Mapam-Meretz

12

10

Ratz

Liberal Party

Rakah /Hadash

Progressive List for Peace

United Arab List

Arab Democratic Party

Shinui (secular party)

15

Democratic Movement for

Change- Change

15

Centre Party

Third Way

Israel Beytenu

Israél Be-Aliyah

Tsomet

Tehya

Likoud

43

48

41

32

32

19

38

Zionist Religious Party

12

Agudat Israél/United Torah

Judaism

Tami

Shas

10

17

11

Far right parties

Others
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