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Five key dimensions, Geopolitics, Bonds 
Within and Between Communities, Identity 
Formation and Expression, Material 
Resources, and Demography influence Jewish 
people interests and outcomes.1 With this 
Annual Assessment JPPI initiates a practice 
of each year highlighting one of these five 
dimensions for greater focus. !e emphasis this 
year is on Identity. As in all five dimensions, 
interpreting trends and changes to arrive at 
a net assessment that accurately reflects the 
balance between challenges and opportunities 
leaves considerable room for subjectivity. To 
supplement the policy discussions presented 
here, JPPI conducted a survey among a small 
sample of selected individuals, in part as a 
detection mechanism for change that might 
otherwise escape notice.2 !ese responses 
have been combined with other data sources 
to provide the following assessments of short-
term trends.

Geopolitics
As this Annual Assessment reaches completion, the 
serious security deterioration and confrontation 
between Israel and Hamas is still unfolding. 
Significant IDF forces have been operating on the 
ground in Gaza since July 17, 2014. In the ten days 
prior to the ground operation, Hamas repeatedly 
fired rockets deep into Israeli territory, even 
reaching the outskirts of Haifa in the north. "Iron 
Dome" batteries successfully intercepted most 
of the rockets, and the Israeli Air Force carried 
out hundreds of attacks against Hamas targets 
in Gaza. Hamas’s rejection of an Egyptian cease-
fire proposal, together with its unabated rocket 
barrage and its attempts to infiltrate Israel through 
a system of attack tunnels led the Israeli cabinet to 
decide on a ground operation. 

It is too soon to assess the overall significance 
of the military conflict with Hamas, but it does 
underscore the fact that 2014 has brought Israel 
to a strategic crossroads on two fronts: the 
Israeli-Palestinian peace process, and the future 
of Iran’s nuclear program. Both issues may place 
additional stress on the triangular relationship: 
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26 THE JEWISH PEOPLE POLICY INSTITUTE

Israel, the United States, and the American 
Jewish community. !e diplomatic negotiations 
with the Palestinians, which ended without 
result when their April 30, 2014 deadline 
expired, and the military conflict with Hamas 
leave Israel with a set of problematic potential 
scenarios. 

At the same time, the interim agreement with 
Iran and the ongoing permanent settlement talks 
being held in Vienna raise serious concerns in 

Israel. !e coming months 
may bring new tensions 
between Washington 
and Jerusalem that may 
trouble American Jewry 
and could strain the 
"triangle," a cornerstone 
of Israel's and the Jewish 
people's strength. 

!e erosion of the 
international standing 
of the United States 
continues. Home to 
almost half the Jewish 

people who live there in unprecedented 
prosperity, U.S. friendship and support are 
critically important for Israel. Israel will be greatly 
a"ected not only by changes in the quality of 
its relationship with Washington, but also by a 
change in U.S. global standing. !e perception 
taking root, that the United States – Israel's ally – 
is in the process of decline and of abandoning the 
Middle East, erodes Israel's deterrence capacity 
and the power associated with it.

!e optimism many expressed at the beginning of 
the recent regional developments has given way 
to disappointment and concern. !ere is growing 
doubt that the movement that toppled autocratic 
rulers is also capable of bringing political 
cohesion and liberal reform to societies that lack 
a democratic culture and laden with poverty, 
unemployment, illiteracy, tribalism, social divides, 
radical Islam, the oppression of women, corrupt 
regimes, discrimination against minorities, poor 
education systems, backward economies, and a 
weakened middle class. 

Israel faces a regional situation in which it is 
increasingly di#cult to deal with weakened 
governments that are no longer the real "address" 
for what takes place in their sovereign territory 
and in which problematic non-state actors are 
strengthening at their expense. From Israel's 
perspective, anchors that had provided relative 
strategic stability over the years have weakened: 
Mubarak's overthrow and the undermining of 
Egypt's general governability, particularly in Sinai; 
the deep crisis in relations with Turkey, which 
seem unlikely to return to previous levels; Syria's 
de facto breakup; threats to the monarchy in 
Jordan; anticipated changes in Saudi leadership; 
and Iraq's di#culty in maintaining unity and 
quelling internal terror. 

!e negotiations with Iran expose the significant 
disagreement between the United States and 
Israel over their ultimate objectives. While Israel 
is categorically opposed to any agreement that 
would leave Iran with an independent capacity 
to enrich uranium, most commentators believe 
that the United States and the West will come to 
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terms with a permanent agreement that leaves 
Iran with a nuclear capability, including uranium 
enrichment on its soil. !e main U.S. intention 
is to ensure that Iran will not have the break 
out capability to quickly to produce a nuclear 
bomb. !is goal is not satisfactory to the Israeli 
government. 

Secretary of State John Kerry's e"orts to achieve 
a breakthrough in reaching an Israeli-Palestinian 
agreement ended in failure. Once the military 
confrontation with Hamas ends, Israel is likely to 
confront a new set of diplomatic challenges. It is 
unclear what will become of the Fatah-Hamas 
unity agreement, and whether the technocratic 
government established with it will lead to general 
elections as planned. A diplomatic vacuum would 
almost certainly push the Palestinians to carry 
through on threats to launch a political-legal 
campaign against Israel in the international arena. 
Israel, without a credible peace process, is also 
likely to face an escalating international campaign 
of de-legitimization and sanctions.

Growing tensions between Jerusalem and 
Washington may strengthen nascent trends in 
the United States, still far from dominant at this 
point. Israel is portrayed by some Americans 
as inflexible on the Palestinian issue and overly 
aggressive with respect to Iran, and so, a liability to 
U.S. national interests. Some warn that Israel may 
drag the U.S, against its will, into another Middle 
East war. Others assert that America’s image in the 
Muslim world is being damaged, that it is being 
pushed into isolation in international forums, or 
that its support for Israel draws costly destructive 
criticism.

!e challenges to U.S. Jewry, therefore, are likely 
to increase the more severely the gap widens 
between Israeli and American positions, the 
more Israel presses to "mobilize" American Jewry 
behind the struggle, and the more Israel interferes 
in the administration's political back yard. Such a 
situation could discomfit 
the U.S. Jewish community 
and exacerbate internal 
di"erences, especially 
in light of claims that 
American foreign policy 
in the Middle East is 
influenced by Israel and 
the Jewish lobby in a 
manner contrary to U.S. 
interests.

At the same time, there 
have also been positive 
developments from the Israeli point of view in the 
Middle East: !e Arab states are preoccupied with 
irritating domestic and economic problems, so a 
decision to go to war with Israel seems an unlikely 
scenario. !e Syrian army has been worn down 
by civil war, and  Syria has been disarmed of most 
of its chemical weapons. !e Tehran-Damascus-
Hezbollah axis is threatened. Political Islam has 
lost much of its stature and luster and was ousted 
from the Egyptian government; Hamas has lost its 
base in Syria, and following the outer of the Muslim 
Brotherhood government, it became an enemy in 
the eyes of Egypt’s leadership. !e military conflict 
between Israel and Hamas has revealed significant 
common interests between Israel, Egypt, Jordan, 
Saudi Arabia and other moderate Arab states 
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that are concerned about the growing strength 
of the Muslim Brotherhood and who, therefore, 
regard Hamas an enemy. !is commonality of 
interests creates an opportunity for Israel to deepen 
regional ties and strengthen the moderate bloc, 
which considers itself threatened by extremist 
Islam. Hezbollah’s clout has declined in light of  its 
military alliance with Assad’s forces. !e continued 
development of Israel’s natural gas fields opens 
opportunities with regional elements that also align 
with Israel on the Iran issue.

Weighing the entire picture, this year we carefully 
and moderately move 
the Geopolitics gauge in 
a negative direction. Yet, 
at the same time, we also 
warn of genuine potential 
for continued erosion.

Bonds Within 
and  
Between 
Communities
!e nature of Israel 
today and what Israel 
could become in the 

future a"ect bonds between it and other Jewish 
communities. !at being said, this relationship 
resembles the Sherlock Holmes story in which 
what was remarkable was the dog that didn’t bark. 
Solidarity with Israel remains a hallmark despite 
trials and disappointments of one side by the 
other. Yet, as generations shift and memories of 
past shared concerns are subjected to new forces, 

both internal and external, there is concern about 
whether the fundamentals of the past might 
become more subject to change. JPPI provided 
first-hand evidence for continuity as well as 
change in this dimension with a comprehensive 
study providing background research to an Israeli 
government e"ort.3

Despite the present solidarity, indicators of change 
are not absent. In the U.S., young Orthodox Jews 
are closer to Israel than American Jews in general.4 

Non-Orthodox Jews with non-Jewish partners 
or classified as "Jews of no religion"5 have weaker 
attachment. Both groups are growing. !e JPPI 
report hints that a sense of alienation from Israel 
is deepening in parts of the Jewish community. 
While not yet a sweeping phenomenon, there are 
signs that attitudes toward Israel generate internal 
division in the community and erode, in particular, 
the attitudes of the next generation toward Israel.

Most of the world's Jews desire an Israel that is 
both Jewish and democratic and assume that this 
combination is feasible. While Diaspora Jews see a 
significant religious component in Israel's identity 
as part of preserving Israel's "Jewish" identity, 
there is serious criticism about the practical 
implementation of the religion-state relationship. 
Many Diaspora Jews recognize the constraints 
Israel faces but do not find this justification for 
lowering the high values concerning human rights 
standards expected of Israel. At the same time, 
many Diaspora Jews express a sense of duty in 
aiding Israel’s e"orts to achieve such standards 
and relish a prospect of permanent and significant 
dialogue between communities.

Most of the 
world’s Jews 
desire an Israel 
that is both 
Jewish and 
democratic – 
and assume 
that this 
combination is 
possible
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!e timeliness of this opportunity is borne 
out by the results from the JPPI survey. When 
queried about the changes over the past year 
on the bonds between Jewish communities and 
those communities with Israel the plurality of 
respondents (44%) considered that there had 
been a small deterioration. Only 20% felt that 
there had been some degree of improvement. 
!ose who felt there had been a negative trend 
most often cited Israel government policy and 
actions on domestic religious a"airs, followed by 
the status of the peace process and conditions 
beyond the green line. Insight into why these last 
two should have a bearing on intra-community 
bonds is provided by the next most common 
response citing e"orts by Israel’s adversaries and 
external critics to portray Israel in a poor light. !e 
concern is that the aggregation of these trends 
will have an eroding e"ect on the solidarity and 
commonality that continues to be the hallmark 
of relations between Diaspora communities and 
Israel. Despite this, the deep interest in ties and 
dialogue evident in the JPPI report warrants that 
we register a small improvement in this area. 

Identity Formation and 
Expression
Identity construction processes both in Israel and 
in the U.S. are in states of flux. !ese changes run 
in parallel and have several points of tangency 
but are nonetheless distinct and in some cases 
following di"erent trajectories.

!e 2013 Pew report6 portrayed a majority of 
American Jewish adults as possessing a sense of 

Jewish belonging and solidarity. It also showed 
an emerging (and younger) group for whom 
Jewishness is ethnicity in the descriptive sense 
but not a cornerstone of identity. For the former 
group, Jewishness constitutes a “civil religion”7 
which is symbolized by, but not identical to, a 
more traditional conception of religious identity. 
!e latter group (now about 20% of Jewish 
adults), however, has no connection with these 
norms of Jewish solidarity and commitment. As 
one descends among age 
cohorts the percentage of 
this group of ‘Jews of no 
religion’ grows. 

!is transition in 
identity ideation also 
has implications for the 
future of identity-based 
public and political 
engagement on the part 
of the Jewish community, 
and for the character of 
the community itself. !is 
trend would be damaging 
to Jewish communal life in the U.S. as it exists 
today and in the most recent past. !e policy 
choices confronting the Jewish community would 
be to engage in measures to enhance and broaden 
the capacity and attractiveness of existing forms of 
Jewish identification, to work out new mechanisms 
for accommodating communal life with changing 
conceptions of Jewish identity, or to witness the 
phenomenon of a large or even growing number 
of self-identified U.S. Jews accompanied by a 
shrinking "committed" Jewish “community.”

Unlike the 
Diaspora  
where Jewish 
identity is 
religious or 
ethnic, it is 
primarily 
national-
political  
in Israel
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Jewish identity is clearly important in Israel, but 
its forms di"er from those of the Diaspora. !ere, 
Jewish identity is primarily national-political and 
ensures full inclusion in Israel’s socio-economic-
political collectivity. Developments this year 
touched upon this identity construct as well. 
!e Knesset saw legislative initiatives designed 
to strengthen the Jewish identity of the State 
of Israel. Other initiatives: Minister of Religious 
A"airs Naftali Bennett initiated construction of 

a prayer area adjacent to 
the southern part of the 
Western Wall in which 
egalitarian and non-
Orthodox services may 
take place (an initiative 
that is similar to the 
Sharansky compromise). 
And in a historic first, as of 
Jan. 1, 2014, four Reform 
rabbis began receiving 
salaries from the state. 
Jewish identity in Israel is 
also changing as a result 

of a movement of Jewish renewal among those at 
the more secular end of the spectrum. !is was 
highlighted when MK Ruth Calderon (Yesh Atid) 
used her maiden parliamentary speech to teach a 
passage of Talmud. 

Respondents to the JPPI survey, on the whole, 
interpreted the Pew study findings themselves 
to be neither unduly troubling nor satisfactory. 
On a five-point scale, no respondent selected 
either extreme (“unambiguously negative” or 
“unambiguously positive”) as their reaction to 

the study. !e majority (60%) of those replying 
to the question, however, felt the message was 
negative, albeit with some reason for hope. Of the 
remainder, most (24%) found the findings to be 
neutral and 16% viewed them as positive. When 
asked for their personal assessment in light of 
several recent studies, the pattern reversed itself: 
58% professed themselves to be positive about the 
future of American Jewry with some reason for 
caution. !irty-one percent had generally negative 
views but with reason for hope. Again, no one 
selected the unambiguously negative or positive 
characterization.

Additional questions provided illumination 
regarding what lies behind these responses. 
Forty-four percent viewed intermarriage as an 
unambiguous source of weakness with a further 
30% finding it negative but with some positive 
aspects. !e fact that others found this force to 
be either neutral or positive to a degree is less 
surprising because even some of those who viewed 
this as a negative argued that many children of 
intermarriage continue to identify as Jews and that 
the net e"ect is to enhance the pool of those who 
find an identification with the Jewish people.

A pair of questions asked to what degree the Pew 
category of “Jews of no religion” should receive 
greater attention than the rest of the Jewish 
community, and whether this category as well as 
children of intermarriage should be beneficiaries 
of special educational outreach e"orts. No 
respondent felt that nothing should be done, and 
the bulk of them advocated active engagement 
e"orts by synagogues (21%), through non-religious 
channels (56%), or both (18%). !e majority of 
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respondents (56%) felt that entirely new means for 
doing so were both required and necessary while 
a lesser number (30%) had confidence in existing 
educational and outreach channels.

!ose who felt special measures were warranted 
and necessary tended to emphasize Jewish 
‘literacy’ (in this case meaning identification with 
heritage and culture) and pointed to the Pew 
findings as providing corroboration. !e consistent 
emphasis on education and literacy through more 
significant, collective e"ort was striking among 
the responses that elaborated on the underlying 
reasoning behind the replies. !e shared belief 
was that current networks are insu#cient for a 
population that needed to be reached in ways that 
“resonate and can be of help in building a Jewish 
identity while becoming literate Jew.”8 

No respondent considered the growth of 
Orthodoxy in the U.S. as an entirely negative 
trend. Indeed, the bulk of respondents viewed this 
trend as either unambiguously positive (19%) or 
positive with some negative aspects (37%). Most 
of the negative aspects pointed to were indirect, 
with one-third of respondents indicating that this 
reflected a hollowing of the center and growth 
of the two ends of the a#liation spectrum. More 
than one-quarter of those surveyed felt that 
Orthodoxy was not in a position to engage fully 
with the challenges confronting American Jewish 
life or were troubled that the growth of Orthodoxy 
was in large part a reflection of the growth among 
the Ultra-Orthodox (19%).

!e aggregate net assessment provided by 
respondents to the survey is that the trends 

and forces of the past year have had a generally 
negative e"ect on the dimension of Jewish identity 
(55%). Less than a quarter saw any degree of 
positive trend. !is is a surprising departure from 
what might be expected of the conventional 
wisdom and highlights the e"ect that some of the 
prominent disputes over the validity of di"erent 
streams of Judaism in Israel might be having, at 
least in the perception 
of interested observers. 
However, according to 
the reasoning provided 
by respondents, a more 
troubling concern 
would be the rates of 
assimilation outside of 
Israel and the status of 
intermarried couples and 
their children. !is latter 
concern may shed light 
on why the status issues 
of the di"erent streams 
of Judaism within Israel are held to be of such 
significance by communities that are themselves 
worried about their own continuity.

Although the renewal movement in Israel is 
potentially a harbinger of a wider transformation 
of Jewish identity there, ongoing Diaspora trends 
– so far unaccompanied by reliable forces to 
ensure their challenge will be met – lead us to 
register a slightly negative change this year on this 
dimension’s gauge. 

Resources 
available to 
Diaspora 
communities 
are becoming 
constrained
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Material Resources
!is year continued a trend begun with last year’s 
election in Israel of domestic economic and social 
concerns playing an unaccustomed leading role 
in public discourse. !e combination of slowing 
growth, in part a result of the continuing sluggish 
European return to economic health but also of 
structural issues in Israel’s economy, and increasing 
focus on emerging disparities in income and 

opportunity, kept such 
issues in the public focus. 
!e question remains 
whether Israel will be able 
to regain the aggressive 
growth path of the past 
decade or will it shift to 
a rate more typical of the 
OECD average. Periods 
of slower growth usually 
see disparities betweem 
earning power and wealth 
growth.9

From the Jewish people perspective, such 
developments in Israel are important by virtue of 
Israel’s position in the global Jewish community. 
!ey also carry implications for the extent to which 
Israel grows into a more leading role in supporting 
specifically Jewish interests and initiatives both 
at home and abroad. Economics certainly play a 
significant (but not the sole) role in the ongoing 
debates about greater integration of the Haredi 
sector into Israel’s society and labor force.

In the other global Jewish communities, particularly 
in the U.S., the trend JPPI has previously pointed 

to regarding the allocation of Jewish funding – the 
increasingly explicit discussion about sources and 
uses – has grown. Although the recent economic 
crisis has largely passed, the quiet debate about 
resource su#ciency and allocation grows. It was 
brought most forcefully to the attention of the 
wider public in a series of articles appearing in the 
Forward in early 2014, as is discussed in the main 
section of the annual assessment. 

JPPI’s own research reported in this annual 
assessment shows that once social welfare 
needs are met, the biggest tradeo" in use of 
federation funds is between what goes to Israel 
and what is necessary to bolster Jewish identity 
and continuity within the U.S. !is transition in 
both the U.S. and Israel found expression in June 
2014 when the Government of Israel-World Jewry 
Joint Initiative was announced. Drawing on a 
conceptual framework designed by JPPI in 2009, 
the government decision is based on a planning 
process that began in 2012. Designed to strengthen 
Jewish identity among the young and enhance 
connections to Israel, the fact that an initiative of 
this scale (a projected 570 million shekels) is being 
proposed makes clear the connection between 
the issues of Diaspora identity and community 
bonds and the need, therefore, for comprehensive 
decision-making. In any event the JPPI's research 
made clear that resources available to Diaspora 
communities are becoming constrained. 

When asked to assess the changes over the year in 
this dimension of Jewish people material resources 
and uses, most respondents indicated a situation 
of little or no net change (55%). Of the others, 
the preponderance felt the situation was either 

!e biggest 
tradeo" in 
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somewhat or significantly improved. !e reason 
most often cited was the discovery and exploitation 
of Israel’s fossil fuel resources followed closely by 
Israel’s standing as an emerging technology hub. 
!e economic condition of Israel’s citizens was cited 
as both a positive and a negative (with the former 
dominating.) !e results were more equivocal on 
the non-Israel part of the Jewish people resource 
equation. !ose citing factors such as the willingness 
to support Jewish institutions by private donations, 
the level of private donations, the changes in the 
nature of philanthropy itself and the relations 
between the U.S. and Israel were fairly evenly split 
on whether these were trends moving in a positive 
or negative direction. Changes in the nature or 
perception of Jewish community institutions were 
cited as negatives by those who highlighted this 
factor; no respondent viewed this as positive.

We register a slight negative change this year on 
this dimension’s gauge.

Demography
Israel surpassed the U.S. in world Jewish population 
rankings – or did it? Israel as a sovereign nation 
conducts a census of its people. !e U.S. does 
not collect data on religious a#liation, so there 
is greater doubt about what is an accurate tally. 
!e widely discussed Pew study and a study 
of American Jews by researchers at Brandeis 
University o"er estimates of a U.S. community of 
over 6 million. !is is not 
without controversy and 
is discussed in detail in the 
section on demographics. 
!e fact that the Haredim 
are by far the largest 
growth sector added to 
the policy debate over 
identity that is the focus 
of this annual assessment. 

Both of these 
developments bring 
home that demography 
remains largely a zero-
sum game from the perspective of the Jewish 
people. Israel has world Jewery's highest 
birthrate (appreciably above the replacement 
rate). Almost by definition any non-biological 
impact, such as by immigration from other 
countries, comes at the expense of the Jewish 
communities in the countries of origin. If recent 
policy moves to increase the attractiveness of 
Israel to emigrating French Jews are e"ective, 
the Jewish population of France decreases.10 It 
is at least worth hypothesizing that the smaller 
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any given Jewish community becomes, the less 
likely their non-Jewish countrymen will develop 
an identification with Jewish people interests or 
would even themselves associate with the Jewish 
community even at the meager rates which are 
usually the norm in most Diaspora locales.

As in the past, recent moves by the government 
of Israel to curtail the subventions to haredi 
families along with the increasing move toward 
encouraging labor force participation may a"ect 
the fertility rates among this community as 
well. In Haredi communities outside of Israel in 
which a greater accommodation to economic 
considerations is already the norm, the divergence 
of fertility rates from those of other Jewish religious 
branches and non-a#liated identified Jews is likely 
to continue with the result being an increasing 
proportion of Haredi and other Orthodox 
streams. !e biggest determinants of the Jewish 
future in global Jewish communities outside of 
Israel are likely to be the continued trend toward 
more inter-marriage, how the o"spring of such 
unions are regarded, and what accommodation is 
made for their inclusion into Jewish community 
life. Analyses of the Pew study did note that one 
of the sources of possible demographic growth is 
the increased self-identification as Jewish by the 
o"spring of intermarried couples. 

Because the demographic dimension sees the 
slowest rate of change from year to year, we 
did not include questions from this sphere in 
the survey instrument. It is interesting to note, 
however, that for many of the other dimensions, 
particularly the extensive questioning on Jewish 
identity, the respondents are acutely aware of 

the importance demographics holds for how a 
number of outcomes will be resolved in coming 
years.

!ere is a possibility that a more positive 
demographic picture of U.S. community will 
emerge. More potentially significant, however, 
are the various active measures (discussed in 
this annual assessment) being taken to increase 
a#liation in Jewish communities abroad and 
also to make the processes of ingathering and 
absorption in Israel more suited to modern needs. 

We register a positive change this year on this 
dimension’ gauge. 

Current Status and Trends  
to Watch
Figure 1 shows how we would set the dials on the 
Jewish People “dashboard” as of mid-2014. !e 
events of the past year and continuing trends 
seem to be having an e"ect on several of the 
assessments of where the Jewish People are today, 
albeit without profound changes.
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Figure 1. Characterization of Key Drivers A"ecting the Jewish People in 2013-2014
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Endnotes
1. !e JPPI Annual Assessment for 2011-2012 provides 

a more detailed discussion of the methodology 
behind both the short-term net assessments and the 
longer term trends and scenarios discussed below 
(“Integrated ‘Net’ Assessment”, in Annual Assessment 
2011-2012.)

2. Because of the focus on U.S. Jewish identity, the 
invitees this year were largely from the U.S. and Israel 
and were based upon the invitation list to JPPI’s 
March 2014 workshop in Glen Cove, NY. Surveys 
were conducted through email between 19 February 
and 12 March 2014. A total of 72 individuals were 
contacted with 27 surveys returned for a response 
rate of 37.5%.

3. See: Israel as A Jewish and Democratic State: Views 
from the Jewish World, JPPI, May 2014. !is study 
drew from seminars held in Jewish communities 
around the world and was presented to Prof. 
Ruth Gavison as background material for her 
investigation of appropriate constitutional 
arrangements for Israel as a Jewish and democratic 
state. She was appointed to this task by Minister of 
Justice Tzipi Livni.

4. See: “Eight facts about Orthodox Jews from the Pew 
Research survey”, Pew, October 2013.

5. See: “Who are the 'Jews by Religion' in the Pew 
Report?”, Shlomo Fischer, JPPI, November 2013; 
and “’Jews Not By Religion': How to Respond to 
American Jewry's New Challenge”, Shmuel Rosner, 
JPPI, December 2013.

6. A Portrait of Jewish Americans (released October 1, 
2013) http://www.pewforum.org/files/2013/10/
jewish-american-full-report-for-web.pdf .

7. Fischer, Op-cit.

8. By this respondents do not mean familiarity with 

classics of Jewish literature but rather enhanced 
Jewish familiarity among the weakly a#liated with 
the ‘civil religion’ aspects of Jewish life in America.

9. Piketty, !omas (2014). Capital in the Twenty-first 
Century. (Cambridge: Harvard University Press.)

10. !ese policies have been put in place not to 
encourage Aliyah per se but to enhance the prospects 
that emigrating French Jews will select Israel over 
other countries. !e number of French Jews most 
strongly connected to the community and to Israel is 
estimated at around 200,000.


