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Attitudes of American Jews Toward Israel:
Trends Over Time

LLMOST EVERY STUDY of American Jewry includes references to
the place of Israel in the lives of American Jews. Similarly, works on the history
of Israel and American-Israeli relations discuss the contributions of American
Jewry in helping to sustain the Jewish state. It is widely recognized and accepted
that the two largest contemporary Jewish communities have a special relation-
ship.

This article examines continuities and changes in the attitudes of American Jews
toward Israel, as they have been expressed in public-opinion surveys over a period
of some four decades. The specific dimensions measured are the overall strength of
American-Jewish attachment to Israel, attitudes toward U.S. governmental and
private Jewish aid to Israel, and opinions about various aspects of the Arab-Israeli
conflict.

Data Sources

The article is based on data from a number of surveys carried out under both
general and Jewish auspices, beginning in 1948. Methodologically, the studies repre-
sent a variety of sampling approaches.1 The earliest surveys of Jewish attitudes were
conducted in cities with easily identifiable Jewish neighborhoods. The first such

Note: The author acknowledges the support of the Leonard Davis Institute for International
Relations at the Hebrew University in the preparation of this article. He also thanks Herbert
Kelman, Mordechai Gazit, Milton Himmelfarb, and Chaim Waxman for valuable comments
on an earlier draft.

'Problems of design and sampling in surveys of American Jewry are discussed in Harold
S. Himmelfarb, "Research on American Jewish Identity and Identification: Progress, Pitfalls
and Prospects," in Marshall Sklare (ed.), Understanding American Jewry (New Brunswick,
N.J., 1982), esp. pp. 66-73; Samuel C. Heilman, "The Sociology of American Jewry: The Last
Ten Years," Annual Review of Sociology, Vol. 8 (1982), pp. 135-160; and Egon Mayer, From
Suburb to Shtetl: The Jews of Bow Park (Philadelphia, 1979).
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survey was carried out in Baltimore in May 1948, just a few days after the creation
of Israel, by the National Opinion Research Center (NORC), on behalf of the
American Jewish Committee.2

In 1952 and 1957-1958 the American Jewish Committee conducted surveys of
Jews living in two different types of communities. The first was an East Coast city
of 130,000, with a Jewish population of 8,500, identified only as "Riverton."5 The
second community studied, a Midwestern suburb of 25,000 people, of whom ap-
proximately 8,000 were Jews, was named "Lakeville."4 While the Riverton sample
of 200 Jewish families was considered representative of about a third of American
Jewry (excluding the Jews of New York City), the Lakeville sample of 432 individu-
als was seen as "representing to a greater or lesser extent the experiences of most
American Jews."

Additional surveys conducted in the late 1960s and early 1970s targeted more
specific samples. In 1969 Charles Liebman investigated the views of rabbis and
presidents of synagogues affiliated with Orthodox, Conservative, and Reform Juda-
ism, while in 1970 Leonard Fein and others conducted a major survey of Reform
Jews.5 In two separate studies, initiated in 1965 and 1972, Simon Herman investi-
gated the attitudes of several hundred American students who were spending a year
at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem.6

In the early 1980s the major polling organizations—Harris,7 Gallup,8 and

'Marshall Sklare and Benjamin B. Ringer, "A Study of Jewish Attitudes Toward the State
of Israel," in Marshall Sklare (ed.), The Jews: Social Patterns of an American Group (Glencoe,
111., 1958), pp. 437^50.

'Marshall Sklare and Marc Vosk, The Riverton Study: How Jews Look at Themselves and
Their Neighbors (New York, 1957).

'Marshall Sklare and Joseph Greenblum, Jewish Identity on the Suburban Frontier (New
York, 1967).

'Charles Liebman, "The Role of Israel in the Ideology of American Jewry," Dispersion and
Unity, Vol. 10 (Winter 1970), pp. 19-26; Leonard J. Fein et al., Reform Is a Verb: Notes on
Reform and Reforming Jews (New York, 1972).

'Simon N. Herman, American Students in Israel (Ithaca and London, 1970); Jewish Identity:
A Social Psychological Perspective (Beverly Hills, Calif., 1977).

'In July 1980 the Harris organization conducted a comprehensive survey of both Jews and
non-Jews, using personal interviews. The Jewish sample consisted of 1,030 respondents. Louis
Harris, A Study of the Attitudes of the American People and the American Jewish Community
Toward Anti-Semitism and the Arab-Israeli Conflict in the Middle East, Study No. 804011,
August 1980.

'The Gallup organization preferred telephone interviews. In September 1981, for ex-
ample, they interviewed a sample of 522 Jews and in August 1982 a national sample of
605 adults and an additional cross-section of 258 American Jews. Gallup claimed a margin
of error of ± 8 percentage points for the September 1981 poll and ± 8 percentage points
for the August 1982 survey. These margins of error are somewhat larger than those nor-
mally accepted for national samples. See Newsweek, September 14, 1981, and October 4,
1982.



1 1 2 / A M E R I C A N J E W I S H Y E A R B O O K , 1 9 8 6

Yankelovich'—carried out comprehensive polls of American-Jewish opinion, pri-
marily on issues surrounding the Arab-Israeli conflict. At the same time, Steven M.
Cohen produced four national surveys of American Jews (1981-1982, 1982, 1983,
1984), carried out under the auspices of the American Jewish Committee.10 Sample
size in these surveys ranged between 500 and 1,000.

In 1984 Deborah Lipstadt, Charles Pruitt, and Jonathan Woocher administered
lengthy questionnaires to participants in a United Jewish Appeal conference for
young leaders. This effort produced the American Jewish Young Leadership Survey,
whose sample of 750 had a median age of 33."

While the surveys that form the basis of this study used a variety of sampling and
interviewing approaches, the fact that important questions and themes were re-
peated over time provides a sufficient basis for trend analysis.

Attitudes Toward Israel

AMERICAN-JEWISH ATTACHMENT TO ISRAEL

In September 1945, a few months after the end of World War II, the Roper
organization asked a cross-section sample of American Jews to state their views
about the following proposal:

"A Jewish state in Palestine is a good thing for the Jews and every possible effort
should be made to establish Palestine as a Jewish state or commonwealth for those
who want to settle there."12

Some 80 percent of the respondents approved of this statement, while 10 percent
disapproved. In response to another question, more than 80 percent rejected the
notion that "Jews are a religious group only and not a nation, and it would be bad
for the Jews to try to set up a Jewish state in Palestine or anywhere else." The Roper
organization commented that the decision to support or oppose the establishment

'In February 1981 the Yankelovich organization conducted a major survey of Jews and
non-Jews about their beliefs on Israel and other issues. It was based on 1,215 interviews, of
which 174 were with Jews. Gregory Martire and Ruth Clark, Anti-Semitism in the United
States (New York, 1982).

'"Steven M. Cohen, "The 1981-1982 National Survey of American Jews," AJYB, Vol. 83,
1983, pp. 89-110 and "What American Jews Believe," Moment, July-August 1982, pp. 23-27;
"After the War and Before the Peace: A Survey of American Jewish Public Opinion in the
Aftermath of the Israeli/PLO War in Lebanon" (New York, September 1982); Attitudes of
American Jews Toward Israel and Israelis: The 1983 National Survey of American Jews and
Jewish Communal Leaders (New York, 1983); The 1984 National Survey of American Jews:
Political and Social Outlooks (New York, 1984). Cohen used a mail-back questionnaire which
was sent to a national sample of households with distinctive Jewish surnames (DJN).

"Deborah Lipstadt, Charles Pruitt, and Jonathan Woocher, "What They Think," Moment,
June 1984, pp. 13-17.

I2AJYB, Vol. 48, 1946-47, pp. 243-255.
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of Israel was taken with a high "degree of firmness," and that supporters "were
evenly distributed through all economic levels." Two months later a Gallup Poll
found overwhelming support in the American Jewish community (90 to 10 percent)
for the proposal to allow Jews to settle in Palestine."

In May 1948, just a few days after the birth of Israel, NORC put this question
to Jews in Baltimore:

"The Jews have set up a new Jewish state in part of Palestine. Do you approve
or disapprove of this action by the Jews?"14

Ninety percent approved of the establishment of Israel and a similar percentage
thought that the United States was right to recognize Israel.

All in all, the initial surveys of American Jewish opinion were highly favorable
toward Israel. By a ratio of 90 to 10 percent, American Jews supported the establish-
ment of Israel, Jewish immigration to Israel, the Israeli declaration of independence,
and the decision by President Truman to grant recognition to Israel immediately
after its founding.

Since the establishment of Israel, American Jewry has consistently held highly
favorable feelings toward it (Table 1). In these surveys conducted between 1957 and
1983, all but one of the pro-Israel scores rank above 90 percent. The breakdown of
the last score, for 1983, shows an enormous affinity for Israel, both among the public
and the leaders of the Jewish community. Of the 91 percent expressing favorable
feelings toward Israel, 43 percent said that they were "very pro-Israel," while 48
percent were "pro-Israel." The combined score for all the remaining categories—
"neutral," "anti-Israel," and "very anti-Israel"—was less than 10 percent.

TABLE 1. OVERALL ATTITUDES TOWARD ISRAEL, 1957-1983 (PERCENT)

Favorable Unfavorable
Date Poll Pro-Israel Anti-Israel Neutral (n)

1957
1972
1981
1981
1982
1983

Sources:

Riverton
Herman
Yankelovich
NSAJ
Cohen Post-Lebanon
NSAJ

94
91
96
94
88
91

Riverton—footnote 3; Herman—footnote 6;
Cohen Post-Lebanon—footnote 10.

5
9
4
1
1
3

1
—
—

6
11
6

Yankelovich—footnote 9;

(200)
(269)
(174)
(673)
(500)
(640)

NSAJs and

"George H. Gallup, The Gallup Poll, Public Opinion, 1935-197], Vol. 1, 1935-1948 (New
York, 1972), p. 554.

"Sklare and Ringer, op. cit., p. 441.
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Because Israel has faced a large, hostile Arab world since its inception, the
question of its very survival has been a source of concern. In the 1981 Yankelovich
survey, 93 percent of the respondents said that "the continuation of Israel as a
Jewish state is important," while only 5 percent held the opposite opinion.15

Even stronger evidence of Israel's importance to American Jews is found in the
responses to a query regarding the hypothetical destruction of Israel (Table 2). The
great majority of those questioned said they would feel a sense of great personal loss
if Israel were destroyed. The figures for 1981, 1982, and 1983 are particularly
striking since participants were asked to agree or disagree with the assertion that
the loss of Israel would be the "greatest personal tragedy" in their lives: 83, 83, and
77 percent of respondents, respectively, answered in the affirmative.

In May-June 1967, when the hypothetical situation of Table 2 turned suddenly
into the frightening reality of the Six Day War, American-Jewish political activity
in behalf of Israel was coupled with an outpouring of volunteers and money, all of
which testified better than any public-opinion poll to the strong attachment of
American Jews to Israel. Polls taken after the war basically confirmed the high levels
of concern and action shown during the crisis.

Marshall Sklare, chief author of the 1957-1958 Lakeville studies, returned to
Lakeville in the early months of 1968 to "learn something about the response" of
American Jewry "to the Israeli crisis, to the war, and to its aftermath."16 Sklare
called his mission "a reconnaissance effort," and indeed was able to interview only
17 residents of Lakeville, 11 of whom were from the original study sample of 432.
He found that, during the crisis, most of the respondents were very concerned about

TABLE 2. HYPOTHETICAL DESTRUCTION OF ISRAEL, 1957-1983 (PERCENT)

Date Poll Yes No Not Sure (n)

Q. "Would feel a personal sense of loss if Israel were destroyed."
1957 Lakeville 90 10 — (432)
1975 Harris 94 6 — NA

Q. "Would feel as if I had suffered the greatest personal tragedy of my life if
Israel were destroyed."

1981 NSAJ 83 13 5 (673)
1982 Cohen Post-Lebanon 83 9 8 (500)
1983 NSAJ 77 10 13 (640)

Sources: Lakeville—footnote 4; Harris—footnote 7; NSAJs and Cohen Post-Lebanon—foot-
note 10.

"Martire and Clark, op. cit., p. 87.
"Marshall Sklare, "Lakeville and Israel/The Six Day War and Its Aftermath," Midstream,

October 1968, pp. 3-21.
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the survival of Israel. They strongly supported Israel's position and increased their
financial contributions to the state. The decisive Israeli victory not only relieved
them of tension and anxiety, it gave them a sense of pride and confidence. These
feelings were shared even by those who claimed to be anti-Zionists.

In this same period, Simon Herman was investigating the feelings of Jewish
identity of American-Jewish students studying in Israel." Since these students were
experiencing the pressures of the war directly, their reactions were, not surprisingly,
even more intense than those of their compatriots in the United States. Statements
like the following, cited by Herman, well represent the students' feelings: "I'd say
the biggest impact of the Six Day War on me was the realization (the knowledge
was there before June 1967) that the destruction of Israel meant the end of our sign
of hope in modern Jewish existence. American Jews couldn't live without Israel."
According to Herman, 87 percent of the respondents indicated that they had been
reminded of the Holocaust during the Six Day War.

Similar attitudes and behavior emerged during the 1973 Yom Kippur War as
during the Six Day War, thus making clear the depth of American Jewish commit-
ment to Israel's survival.

Zionism and Pro-Israelism

Analysis of the data cited above reveals the strong emotional attachment of
American Jews to Israel. But do the data also point to a clear Zionist commitment?
A few months after the Yom Kippur War, Norman Podhoretz, the editor of Com-
mentary magazine, argued as follows: "If Zionism means supporting the idea of a
sovereign Jewish state in Palestine, then most American Jews have been Zionist
since the end of World War II ."" Podhoretz's equation of Zionism with "support"
of a sovereign Jewish state did not go unchallenged. Columbia University professor
David Sidorsky maintained that American Jews rejected both Zionist and non-
Zionist ideologies, adding:

Support of Israel in a non-ideological way without a philosophy of Jewish his-
tory or a coherent set of principles, but with a sense of moral purpose and
pragmatic policies, has become a major aspect of the American Jewish consen-
sus. The obvious question to put to the thesis is whether the distinction be-
tween pro-Israel consensus and a Zionist ideology is a distinction with a
difference."

Sidorsky did not provide a direct answer to his question, but others did. Simon
Herman and Chaim Waxman argued that there was a major difference between

"Herman, American Students in Israel.
"Norman Podhoretz, "Now, Instant Zionism," New York Times Magazine, February 3,

1974, p. 11.
"David Sidorsky, "The End of Ideology and American Jewry," Betfuzot Hagolah (Hebrew),

No. 85/86, Summer 1978, p. 114.
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Zionism and pro-lsraelism. In Herman's view, Zionism "represents an all-encom-
passing approach to the problems of the Jewish people," not just positive attitudes
toward Israel or even readiness to emigrate to Israel. Waxman asserted that from
a true Zionist perspective, Israel was the spiritual and cultural center of Judaism.
"A Zionist is one for whom Israel plays a central role in his own personal life, in
his identity and very existence." By contrast, Waxman said, a pro-Israel American
Jew is one "who lives in the U.S. and supports Israel economically, politically, and
even emotionally, but whose primary source of Jewish identification is derived from,
and oriented to, the American Jewish community."20

The lack of clarity on the theoretical issue was reflected in popular attitudes as
well. The 1983 National Survey of American Jews showed 39 percent of the public
and 50 percent of the leadership identifying themselves as Zionist. In the same
period, several major non-Zionist organizations joined the Jewish Agency and the
World Zionist Organization. All this, however, needs to be viewed in the broader
context of the time. In the mid-1970s the Arab bloc, the Communist nations, and
the Third World countries sought to delegitimize Israel via the denunciation of
Zionism, an effort that culminated in the 1975 UN General Assembly resolution
equating Zionism with racism. This resolution was seen by Jews everywhere as a
direct assault on world Jewry, no less so than the State of Israel. Thus, favorable
statements about Zionism made during the mid and late 1970s do not provide an
accurate measure of the true feelings of American Jewry on this subject.

It is clear that in earlier surveys American Jews did not equate support of Israel
with support of Zionism (Table 3). Within each of the groups studied, individuals
assigned far more importance to supporting Israel than to supporting Zionism as
essential or desirable to being a "good Jew."

Classical Zionism defines the condition of Jews in the Diaspora as permanently
insecure, and consequently views settlement in Israel as essential. American Jews,
however, have never accepted these assumptions. As far back as the 1948 Baltimore
study, only 5 percent of the respondents said that they would like to emigrate to
Israel; in the 1952 Riverton survey, 7 percent expressed an interest in moving to
Israel. Results in more recent studies are slightly higher, but do not alter the basic
trend. In the 1981-1982 National Survey of American Jews, 12 percent of the
respondents agreed with the statement "Each American Jew should give serious
thought to settling in Israel," while 82 percent disagreed. The 1983 National Survey
of American Jews reported that only 17 percent of American Jews had "ever
seriously considered living in Israel."

wChaim I. Waxman, "The Centrality of Israel in American Jewish Life: A Sociological
Analysis," Judaism, Vol. 25, Spring 1976, p. 177.

For more extensive discussion on the question of Zionism and pro-lsraelism, see Steven M.
Cohen, American Modernity and Jewish Identity (New York, 1983), pp. 162-163; Jonathan
S. Woocher, "The Civil Judaism of Communal Leaders," AJYB, Vol. 81, 1981, pp. 149-169
and Chaim I. Waxman, America's Jews in Transition (Philadelphia, 1983).
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T A B L E 3. PRO-ISRAELISM VS. ZIONISM, 1957, 1970 (PERCENT)

Support Israel Support Zionism
Lakeville Reform Jews Lakeville Reform Jews

(n = 432) (n = 864) (n = 432) (n = 864)

Percent who believe that to be a "good Jew" the item:
Is essential 21 37
Is desirable 47 45
Makes no difference 32 —
Is essential not to do — 1

Rank order of item, of 22
total items 14 5 17 16

Rank order of item, of 14
items of specifically
Jewish content 7 2 9 9

Sources: Lakeville—footnote 4; Reform Jews—footnote 5.

Economic and Military Assistance

The extensive economic assistance that American Jewry has given to Israel over
the years can undoubtedly be viewed as one of the most impressive measures of
American-Jewish attachment to Israel.21 All surveys of American Jews show over-
whelming majorities expecting the U.S. government to aid Israel, but American
Jews themselves even more so. In the 1948 Baltimore survey, 76 percent of the
respondents supported American aid to Israel, but a much larger majority, 95
percent, said that American Jews should assist Israel even if the U.S. government
did not. Preference was shown for assistance in the form of money, food, and
clothing (Table 4); least support was given to the sending of soldiers, although
about half of the respondents still expected American Jews to volunteer for military
service in Israel's behalf.

The 1957-1958 Lakeville survey also found substantial support for Jewish eco-
nomic aid to Israel. Of six different types of possible Jewish support, "raising money
for Israel" was approved by 93 percent of the sample.

In general, insufficient data have been generated to assess accurately the percent-
age of American Jews who have contributed money to Israel. A few sources of
information are available, however. In a July 1980 Harris survey, 83 percent of the
respondents said that they had contributed financially to "an organization which
supports Israel." In the 1981-1982 National Survey of American Jews, almost half

21See Marc Lee Raphael, A History of the United Jewish Appeal. 1939-1982, Brown Judaic
Studies 34 (Providence, R.I., 1982).
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T A B L E 4. TYPES OF AID TO ISRAEL: U.S. GOVERNMENTAL OR JEWISH, MAY 1948

(PERCENT)

Type of Aid

Food and clothing
Money
Arms and ammunition
Sending soldiers

NORC-Baltimore
Favor U.S.

Government Aid

59
62
51
23

Survey (n = 23O)
Favor Jewish

Aid

93
91
80
51

Source: NORC-Baltimore—footnote 2.

the respondents said that they had contributed directly to "Israeli educational or
charitable institutions"; the same survey in 1983 found 34 percent of the respondents
reporting that they "have given the UJA $100 or more in the last twelve months."
One of the best indicators of American Jewry's attitude regarding financial contribu-
tions to Israel is a Harris survey (1974-1975) in which 87 percent of the respondents
agreed that "Jews who live in the U.S. have special obligations to support Israel with
funds and other aid.""

Between 1971 and 1985, Israel received some $30 billion worth of military and
economic aid from the United States. Even as Israeli financial needs grew, and
increased demands for aid were made, surveys of American Jews yielded consistent
support for official U.S. aid in the range of 91 to 96 percent (Table 5). Almost half
of American Jews also approved of American diplomatic and military assistance to
Israel, even at the risk of the United States becoming involved in a Middle East war.
More than half of the respondents supported sending American troops to defend
Israel in case of extreme danger.

Attitudes Toward the Arab-Israeli Conflict

BASIC ISSUES

The American-Jewish community has been concerned about the Arab-Israeli
conflict since the beginning of Israel's existence. This concern is heightened in times
of crisis and war, when it is channeled into massive financial and political support.
American Jews have generally agreed with fundamental Israeli positions in the
conflict. Recently, however, they have begun to express reservations about certain
policies, especially those which have also generated controversy in Israel.

"Quoted in Seymour Martin Lipset and William Schneider, "Carter Vs. Israel: What the
Polls Reveal," Commentary, November 1972, p. 27.
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TABLE 5. u.s. ECONOMIC AND MILITARY ASSISTANCE, 1971-1983 (PERCENT)

Date

1971

1974/75

1980
1981

Poll

Newsweek -Gallup

Harris

Harris
Yankelovich

Question

The U.S. should help
Israel with diplomatic
support & military
equipment
Agree-disagree: U.S.
sending military support
& supplies to Israel

n ii

The U.S. should increase

Yes

95

96

96
93

No

2

2

2
2

Don't Know/
No Opinion

3

2

2
5

1981

1981

1983

Yankelovich

NSAJ

NSAJ

(continue at same level,
cut back) military aid to
Israel. (Increase &
continue=yes, cut=no)
The continuation of U.S.
support to Israel is
important
U.S. support for Israel is
in America's interest

95

93

91

5

6

1971 Newsweek -Gallup U.S. should help Israel 49 32 19
with diplomatic support
and military equipment,
even at risk of becoming
involved in a war

1980 Harris If it looked as though 56 27 17
Israel were going to be
overrun by the Arabs in
another war, the U.S.
should be willing to send
troops to support Israel

Sources: Newsweek -Gallup—Newsweek, March 1, 1971; Harris—footnote 7; Yankelovich-
footnote 9; NSAJ—footnote 10.
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During the 1950s the vast majority of American Jews blamed the Arab side for
failure to resolve the Arab-Israeli conflict. In November 1955, for example, 69
percent said that the Arabs were more to blame for the conflict, while none said that
Israel alone was at fault.23 In April 1957, following the Sinai campaign, 83 percent
held the Arabs responsible for the conflict, while only 2 percent saw Israel as
responsible.

Various surveys of American Jews conducted since 1967 reveal consistent support
for Israel's position overall as well as for specific policies (Table 6). During the 1967
Six Day War, 99 percent of American Jews who were polled said that Israel was
"more right" than the Arabs. Successive polls taken before and after the signing of
the Israeli-Egyptian peace treaty in 1979 indicated a strong belief in Israel's peaceful
intentions. In both the 1981-1982 National Survey of American Jews and Steven
Cohen's post-Lebanon study, approximately three-quarters of the respondents held
the view that Israel's policies were neither "too hawkish" nor "too dovish," but
"about right."

Cohen's 1982 study included items specifically related to the war in Lebanon. Two
of the given choices referred to the controversial invasion of West Beirut and Israel's
actions there. Forty-nine percent of the respondents believed that Israel was right
to "try and expel the PLO military forces," and 27 percent thought "Israel should
have attacked and destroyed" those forces. Only 5 percent said Israel should never
have gone into Lebanon, and 13 percent thought "Israel should have gone into
Lebanon, but should have stopped after 25 miles."

THE PALESTINIAN PROBLEM

Questions on the Palestinian issue—couched in various forms—have been asked
by several investigators. The findings help to clarify the range of American-Jewish
opinion on the matter, while at the same time making clear the limitations of
public-opinion polls.

Most probing of the Palestinian issue focuses on two specific matters: Israeli-PLO
negotiations and the establishment of an independent Palestinian state on the West
Bank. In the years 1980-1984 pollsters approached the issue of Israeli-PLO negotia-
tions by asking respondents to agree or disagree with two different propositions
(Table 7). One was the actual Israeli official position of nonnegotiation; the second
was a hypothetical situation: Israel should talk to the PLO, contingent upon PLO
recognition of Israel and renunciation of terrorism. A comparison of the responses
to the two questions reveals a distinct contrast. As long as the PLO was seen as
adhering to the goals stated in its National Covenant and was employing terrorism,
American Jewry overwhelmingly supported Israel's refusal to negotiate with PLO

"Hazel Erskine, "The Polls: Western Partisanship in the Middle East," Public Opinion
Quarterly, Vol. 33, Winter 1969/70, pp. 633-634.
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T A B L E 6. POSITIONS AND POLICIES IN THE ARAB-ISRAELI CONFLICT, 1967-1982

(PERCENT)

Date

1967

1975
1976

Harris

Harris
Harris

Poll Question

Israel was more right
than the Arabs in the
Day War

Israeli leadershin is

Six

Yes

99

89
94

No

—

5
3

Don't Know

1

6
3

1980 Harris

reasonable and will really
work for a just settlement

87

1980 Harris

1981 Yankelovich

1981 Yankelovich

1981 Yankelovich

Israel really wants peace 92 5
with Egypt
Israeli attitudes toward a 71 17
Palestinian state in the
West Bank are reasonable
Israel's refusal to give 78 13
back the Golan Heights
is reasonable
Israel has the right to 74 14
make Jerusalem its
capital

3

12

12

1981 NSAJ

1982 Cohen Post-Lebanon

Israeli policies are about
right (not too hawkish,
not too dovish) or too
dovish

77 23a —

81 19a —

1982 Cohen Post-Lebanon Israel was right to send
forces to expel the PLO
from West Beirut; Israel
should have attacked and
destroyed the PLO in
West Beirut (responses
combined)

76 18b

Sources: Harris 1967—Erskine, footnote 23; Harris 1974, 1976, 1980—footnote 7; Yan-
kelovich—footnote 9; NSAJ and Cohen Post-Lebanon—footnote 10.
a"Israeli policies too hawkish."
t>Of this 18 percent, 5 percent said "Israel never should have gone into Lebanon in the first
place," and 13 percent said "Israel should have stopped after the first 25 miles."



122 / A M E R I C A N J E W I S H Y E A R B O O K , 1 9 8 6

T A B L E 7. ISRAELI-PLO NEGOTIATIONS, 1980-1984 (PERCENT)

Don't Know/
Date Poll Yes No No Opinion (n)

Q. "Israel is right in refusing to negotiate with the PLO [because it is a terrorist
organization that wants to destroy Israel]."a

1980 Harris 90 7 3 (1,030)
1981 Yankelovich 62 28 10 (174)
1981 NSAJ 74 18 8 (673)
1982 Cohen Post-Lebanon 76 15 9 (640)

Q. "Israel1 should talk to the PLO
terrorism]."8

1980
1981
1982
1983
1984

Harris
Newsweek -Gallup
Cohen Post-Lebanon
NSAJ
AJYLS

if the PLO

53
69
66
70
66

recognizes

34
23
23
17
24

Israel [and

13
8

10
13
9

renounces

(1,030)
(522)
(500)
(640)
(756)

Sources: Harris—footnote 7; Yankelovich—footnote 9; NSAJ and Cohen Post-Lebanon—
footnote 10; Newsweek -Gallup—footnote 8; AJYLS—footnote 11.
aThe bracketed phrases did not appear in the Yankelovich survey.

representatives. However, given the possibility of PLO recognition of Israel and
renunciation of terrorism, a sizeable majority of American Jews and their leaders
indicated readiness to approve PLO-Israeli talks.

A similar picture emerges in relation to attitudes toward the establishment of a
Palestinian state (Table 8). When the idea of an independent Palestinian state was
presented in a humanitarian context (question "a"), almost half the respondents
supported the idea. However, when the context was broadened to include other
elements, such as Israel's security and the PLO, the outcome was totally different.
The prospect of a Palestinian state that would include Yasir Arafat and the PLO
(question "b"), for example, elicited enormous opposition (86 to 6 percent). In polls
by Harris and the National Survey of American Jews, when respondents were asked
to choose between two alternatives—Israeli annexation of the West Bank or the
establishment there of a Palestinian state (question "c")—they showed significant
support for Israeli annexation, in one case by a margin of 54 to 20. An item (question
"d") affirming both Palestinian rights and Israel's security needs produced mixed
results, in this case, perhaps, due to the composition of the samples.

While inconsistent opinions on the matter of a Palestinian state most likely reflect
the objective complexity of the issues, they may also be attributed to the conflict
between wishful thinking and realistic expectations among those interviewed. In the
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TABLE 8. PALESTINIAN STATE, 1980-1984 (PERCENT)

Q

(a)
(b)
(c)
(c)
(d)

(d)

Date

1980
1980
1980
1981
1983

1984

Poll

Harris
Harris
Harris
NSAJ
NSAJ

AJYLS

Context

Humanitarian
Under PLO
Israeli Security
Israeli Security
Rights & Israeli

Security

For

49
6

20
28
48

34

Against

36
86
54
42
26

46

Don't Know

15
8

26
30
27

19

Questions:
(a) "The Palestinian people are now homeless and deserve their own

independent state, just as much as the Jews deserved a homeland
after World War II."

(b) "Arafat and the PLO should be given the West Bank and allowed to
form an independent Palestinian state."

(c) "If the alternatives are permanent Israeli annexation of the West
Bank or an independent Palestinian state, then an independent
Palestinian state is preferable."

(d) "Palestinians have a right to a homeland in the West Bank and
Gaza, so long as it doesn't threaten Israel."

Sources: Harris—footnote 7; NSAJ—footnote 10; AJYLS—footnote 11.

July 1980 Harris survey, a 59-to-25-percent plurality of respondents agreed with the
following statement: "There must be a way to guarantee Israel's security and also
give the Palestinians an independent state on the West Bank." Yet, in the same
Harris survey, 63 percent of the respondents agreed with the following statement:
"If the West Bank became an independent Palestinian state, the Russians would
soon use it as a launching pad for them to destroy Israel and to take over the entire
oil-rich Middle East." A similar proportion, 64 percent, agreed with the following
statement, which was presented in the 1981-1982 National Survey of American
Jews: "If the West Bank became an independent Palestinian state, it would probably
be used as a launching pad to endanger Israel."

On a related issue—whether Israel should take permanent control of the West
Bank—42 percent of respondents in the 1983 National Survey of American Jews
and 48 percent of the respondents in the 1984 poll of United Jewish Appeal young
leadership favored such action. Even higher pluralities emerged in polls conducted
by iVewsweefc-Gallup: 61 percent of the respondents in 1981 and 58 percent of
the respondents in 1982 favored Israeli sovereignty over the West Bank—with or
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without civil control by local Palestinians. Only between 7 and 9 percent of the
respondents, respectively, supported the establishment of a Palestinian state
(Table 9).

Conclusion
The bulk of American Jewry is concerned with the survival and well-being of

Israel and has supported it both politically and economically. The great majority
of American Jews share the larger American consensus about the need for economic
and military aid to Israel, on the grounds, primarily, that it serves both American
and Israeli interests. At the same time, most American Jews do not consider them-
selves Zionist in the classical sense, and only a few have expressed the wish to settle
in Israel.

American Jews have traditionally supported basic Israeli positions and strategies
in the Arab-Israeli conflict, mobilizing to assist Israel during times of war and crisis.
Regarding the Palestinian problem, American Jews have opposed negotiations with
the PLO and the establishment of an independent Palestinian state on the West
Bank. However, they have shown readiness to revise these opinions in the event that
the PLO changes its ideology and tactics, and if the establishment of a Palestinian
state no longer threatens the security of Israel.

The most striking conclusion to be drawn from the data cited in this study is that
the attitudes of American Jews toward Israel have been remarkably stable and

TABLE 9. SOLUTIONS TO THE PALESTINIAN PROBLEM, 1981-1982 (PERCENT)

Newsweek -Gallup Poll
Sept. '81 Sept. '82

Proposals (n=522) (n=258)

Q. "The Camp David accords call for negotiations on Palestinian autonomy
over the Israeli-occupied West Bank. Which of these proposals for the West
Bank would you prefer to see implemented?"

Israeli sovereignty with military & civil control
by Israel 29 x 19

Israeli sovereignty with military control by Israel i '
but civil control by the Palestinians themselves 32 ' 39

Returning the West Bank to Jordanian sovereignty
and making it a demilitarized zone

An independent Palestinian state
Don't know

Source: Newsweek, October 4, 1982.

14
9

16

16
7

19
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consistent. Still, while the likelihood is strong that American-Jewish support for
Israel will continue, there is some evidence that older, less educated, and more
religious individuals have been more committed to Israel than those who are
younger and better educated, and who cannot remember a time when there was no
Israel.24 This means that the bonds between Israel and American Jewry must not
be taken for granted, but rather should be closely guarded and cultivated.

EYTAN GILBOA

"See Steven M. Cohen, "Romantic Idealism to Loving Realism: The Changing Place of
Israel in the Consciousness of American Jews," in William Frankel (ed), Survey of Jewish
Affairs 1985 (Madison, N.J., 1985), pp. 169-182.




