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} To answer the question: Does Israel march in accordance with 
President Rivlinõs spirit toward an Inclusive Israeli Society, or 
does the trend in which the various tribes tug in their own 
respective directions continue?

} Identify trends of widening/narrowing disparities between the 
various tribes over time.
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} Two years ago, the President of Israel, in a speech given here, at the Herzliya
Conference, followed in the footsteps of the Central Bureau of Statistics and 
listed four tribes ðaccording to the various educational sectors.
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President Rivlin The Israel Democracy 
Institute

Prof. Amnon Rubinstein 
(2017)

Prof. Sammy 
Smooha (1984)

1. The Secular Tribe
2. The National -

Religious Tribe
3. The Haredi Tribe
4. The Arab Tribe

Jews:
1. Haredim ,
2. National - Religious,
3. Masorti - Dati ,
4. Masorti - non Dati ,
5. Secular

Arabs

Jews
1. Haredim
2. Zionist - Religious
3. Masortim
4. Non - Religious
5. Messianic
6. Entitled by the Law of 

Return
Arabs
1. Muslim
2. Druze
3. Bedouin
4. Circassians
5. Christians
Non - Arab Christians
Others

Division by 
cleavages (pairs of 
two, per cleavage):
1. The Class 

Cleavage
2. The Ethnic 

Cleavage
3. The National 

Cleavage/ 
Jewish- Arab 
Cleavage

4. The Political 
Cleavage

5. The Secular -
Religious 
Cleavage



Development of the Inclusive Israeli Society
indices :
}Comparative data for 2006 - 2015 on:
ƁEducation

ƁEmployment

ƁInfrastructure and Resources

ƁPolitical and Social Attitudes

ƁMultivariate Modelõs Findings

Data Sources: Central Bureau of Statistics; Ministry of Education; The 

Four Tribes Survey ( 2016 )



u The Haredi tribe:

Elõad

Beitar Illit

Bnei Brak

ModiõinIllit

Immanuel

u The Secular tribe:

Eilat

Beersheba

Haifa

Kiryat Ata

Kiryat Shmona

u The National -Religious tribe:

Efrat

Gush Etzion Regional Council

Sdot Negev Regional Council

Kiryat Arba

Karnei Shomron

u The Arab tribe:

Umm al -Fahm

Baqa a l-Gharbiyye

Nazareth

Rahat

Shfarõam



Indicators

Education:

üNumber of students in class (mea n);

üRate of those entitled to a matriculation 

certificate (bagrut ) which meets 
academic acceptance requirements

üMean expenditure per student of local 
authority



Employment:

üPercent of employed persons, out of the local 

authorityõs residents of working age

üAverage monthly wage per employee.
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Infrastructure and Resources:

üLocal authorityõsexpenditure per resident (mean);

üGovernment participation in local authorityõs income ð

mean per resident;

ƁMean infrastructure development expenditure per 

resident in the irregular budget.



Political and Social Attitudes:

üPolitical affiliation;

üThe tribesõ stances on Judea and Samaria;

üWillingness to form an Inclusive Israeli Society;

üEquality of responsibilities and opportunities.
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üThe following graphs outline a comparison between the 

strongest/weakest local authorities, with respect to each tribe, 

in each sector, on each parameter .
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üThe entitlement to quality matriculation certificates ( bagrut ) within 
the Secular and National - Religious local authorities is significantly 
higher than that among the Arab ones, aside from a number of 
outstanding local authorities.

üAt the lower expenditure levels, the expenditure of the Haredi and 
Arab tribes is not even half that of the Secular and National -
Religious tribes.

üThere is a lack of data regarding this parameter in the Haredi tribe, 
whose rate of eligibility for quality bagrut has been known to be 
strikingly low.
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üA positive trend of a decrease in the number of pupils in 
class has been observed in all local authorities.

üWithin the Arab local authorities, the number of pupils in 
class is highest .

üWithin the Haredi local authorities, the number of pupils in 
class is lowest .
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