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Three Zionist Visions General Zionism Lesson Plan  
  

Central Historical Question: What is General Zionism and why, 
despite its numbers, was its influence minor for so long? 

 
Materials:   

• General Zionism PowerPoint 

• General Zionism Video 

• Copies of Documents A, B, C, D, E, F, G. 

 

Plan of Instruction:  

  
The PowerPoint, video and supporting documents reinforce lesson content 
through purposeful repetition and the gradual addition of new material. 
 

1. Pass out Documents A-G.  

 

2. Mini-lecture with PowerPoint:  

 

• Slide: Zionism as Refuge: In addition to the Socialist vision and the 

Religious vision of the state there is a third vision. This is the vision of the 

Jewish state as a refuge; a haven for a persecuted people. It is Zionism’s 

original vision as articulated by Theodor Herzl, who wrote in his “The 

Jewish State”: “The idea which I have developed is a very old one: it is the 

restoration of the Jewish State. The world resounds with outcries against 

the Jews, and these outcries have awakened the slumbering idea.” 

Although the idea seems straightforward today, as one sociologist points 

out, “This too was more revolutionary than it might appear, for it required a 

transformation of traditional Jewish values. Jews had developed an 

aversion to power, transforming their own powerlessness into a moral 

principle.” Those who subscribed to this vision came to be called General 

Zionists.  

 

• Slide: General Zionists: Unlike socialist Zionists, whose ideal state was to 

be based on the myth of a new man transformed by labor, or religious 

Zionists, who envisioned a state founded on the laws of the Torah, 

General Zionists aren’t focused on what kind of state the new state should 

be. As one historian writes: “Without any particular commitment of its own 

beyond loyalty to Zionism itself, it simply embraced those members of the 

organization who did not belong to any specific ideological grouping.” This 

isn’t to say they didn’t harbor hopes for what the future state would 

become. As another historian says, “Those who defined the task of 

Zionism as a refuge did not lack views of what the future state would be 

like. For the most part, they hoped to create a state modeled on the 

pattern of the more advanced industrial and liberal Western democracies 
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of the period.” Like Switzerland, the Jewish State would make up for its 

lack of raw materials with brain power. This was in keeping with Theodor 

Herzl’s vision as outlined in “The Jewish State”, which describes a 

democratic state with a constitution that respected freedom of the 

individual and freedom of religion.  

 

• Slide: Challengers: General Zionism faces several aggressive challengers: 

1) Socialist Zionists 2) Religious Zionists 3) Revisionists. 

  

• Slide: Socialist Zionists: Socialist Zionists are the largest group. In contrast 

to General Zionists who are middle-aged, comfortable, and remain in the 

Diaspora, socialist Zionists are idealistic teenagers who move to the Land 

of Israel. They have imbibed revolutionary socialist ideas then in vogue in 

nineteenth century eastern and central Europe. They fuse these ideas with 

a traditional religious upbringing. The result is a synthesis of Jewish 

nationalism with the socialist blueprint for a perfect society based on labor. 

As David Ben-Gurion, who will become prime minister of Israel and the 

chief representative of this vision, says, “My goal, long before I became 

Prime Minister, was the creation of a model society which could become, 

in the language of the Bible, a light unto the nations.” He writes in “Israel: 

A Personal History”: “They [the Jews] will not relinquish their profound 

historical belief in a fusing of national redemption with the redemption of all 

mankind. Their national movement will not be shorn of its universal 

implications.” 

 
• Slide: Religious Zionists: The religious Zionist idea is in fact the oldest. 

The Land of Israel has always been central to the Jewish religion. 

According to Judaism it was given eternally to the Jewish people through 

God’s covenant with Abraham. All observant Jews hope for a future in 

which Jewish sovereignty will be restored in the Land of Israel. Many of 

the pioneer figures of modern Zionism are religious. What’s surprising is 

that a majority of religious Jews end up condemning Zionism, believing 

that the messiah will arrive through supernatural means and not by the 

activity of men. But not all religious Jews reject Zionism. Religious Jews 

who embrace Zionism are represented by the Mizrahi party. Its vision calls 

for a state built around the Torah.   

 
• Slide: Revisionists: The Revisionists arrive relatively late on the scene. 

The Revisionist Party, established in 1925, is led by Vladimir Jabotinsky. 

The Revisionists stress a martial ethos, which they view as essential to 

defending a future Jewish state. Revisionists oppose socialism because 

they consider it an obstacle to bringing in the maximum number of Jews to 

Palestine. The socialist Zionists become bitter enemies of the Revisionists. 
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The Revisionists will eventually break from the World Zionist Organization 

and form the New Zionist Organization. 

 

Revisionists share many of the characteristics of General Zionists. 

Jabotinsky himself shares the General Zionist vision of the future state: 

liberal, Jewish and democratic; a refuge for the world's Jews without class 

distinctions or other divisions.  

 

What separates the Revisionists from the General Zionists is their reaction 

to the spirit of retreat that began to seep into the Zionist movement, 

personified, as they saw it, by the weak leadership of Dr. Chaim 

Weizmann. They take a strong position on boundaries, arguing that a 

future Jewish state must include territory on both sides of the Jordan. They 

oppose plans that begin to be discussed in the 1930s to partition Western 

Palestine, which is what in fact happened, that territory becoming part of 

the Kingdom of Jordan.  

 

• Slide: General Zionism’s Decline: General Zionism starts out as the 

strongest segment in the Zionist movement. In 1921, at the 12th Zionist 

Congress, it claims 73 percent of the delegates. By 1923-25, that share 

falls to 60 percent. In 1931, it is down to 36 percent. There are a number 

of reasons for General Zionism’s decline: 1) Lack of Unity 2) Lack of a 

strong ideology, or “myth” 3) Failure to establish a base of support in 

Palestine. 

 

• Slide: Lack of Unity: While other political parties are organized around 

forceful ideologies, General Zionism’s ideas are amorphous. Its numbers 

are large but within are different viewpoints. Some General Zionists are 

sympathetic to socialism while others oppose it. Some support 

Weizmann’s leadership while others do not.  

 
• Slide: A Missing ‘Myth’: Without a firm idea of the Jewish state’s final form, 

General Zionists have trouble competing with Zionists with clear cut 

visions. The socialist Zionists envision an ideal society built by labor. The 

Revisionists tap into powerful themes with their martial ethos of ‘blood and 

iron’. And, of course, the religious Zionists rest their vision on the Bible’s 

promise of a redeemed people in their land.  

 
The General Zionists’ deficiency becomes most apparent in the area of 

youth movements, a critical source of new recruits. The socialist Zionists 

have a number of youth movements on which to draw. The Revisionists 

have their Betar youth movement. And the religious have their own youth 

movement. Only late in the game do the General Zionists bring into the 

fold several existing youth movements to try and reinforce their position. 
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• Slide: Position in Palestine: The General Zionists fail to build up institutions 

of their own in Palestine, to which the Zionist power center increasingly 

shifts. By far and away the strongest group in this regard are the socialist 

Zionists, who create the Histadrut in 1920, a  trade union with a network of 

institutions to care for its workers. As one historian says, “These 

institutions commanded an individual’s loyalty; disloyalty, moreover, could 

mean loss of livelihood.”  

 
• Slide: General Zionist Split: With numbers declining, the General Zionists 

attempt to build a political party. They meet in 1931 in Basle, Switzerland 

at the first convention of the World Organization of General Zionists. But 

by the second conference in 1935, they split into two factions: the General 

Zionists A and General Zionists B. The “A” faction holds a left-of-center 

outlook. The “B” faction champions private enterprise.  

 
• Slide: Labor Dominates: When the state is established in 1948, the 

Socialist Zionist vision dominates. There are then two socialist parties: 

Mapai and Mapam. It’s a testimony to labor’s strength that they receive the 

first and second  largest number of votes in the first elections to the 

Knesset. Mapai receives 46 and Mapam, 19 seats in the 120 seat 

Knesset. With powerful bases of support in the Histadrut and kibbutzim, 

Labor won’t relinquish control of the levers of power for another 30 years.   

 
• Slide: General Zionists: In the first Knesset the General Zionist A and B 

factions morph into two parties: the Progressives (later known as the 

Independent Liberals) and General Zionists. They are small parties that 

represent tradesmen, professionals and farmers.   

 
• Slide: Herut: Herut, or the Freedom Party, represents the heirs of 

Jabotinsky. It is led by Menachem Begin, who headed the underground 

Irgun. Herut, the Progressives and the General Zionists see eye-to-eye on 

economic issues. But the Progressives and General Zionists are not in 

sympathy with what they view as Revisionism's militant territorial claims. 

For a long time Mapai is successful in isolating Herut. For years, Ben-

Gurion refuses in Parliamentary debates to even use Begin’s name, 

referring to him as “the person sitting on the right hand of Professor 

Bader.”  

 
• Slide: Liberal Party: In the 1950s, the differences between the 

Progressives and General Zionists narrow. They unite and enter the 1961 

elections as one party. Although the new, united party does better than the 

two parties had done separately, the party leaders realize a broader 

coalition is needed if they are ever to have any hope of challenging Mapai.  
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• Slide: Gahal: The Liberals vote to join Herut in 1965. The new party is 

called Gahal (‘Gush-Herut-Liberali’ or Herut Liberal Bloc). Although Gahal 

wins only 26 seats in the 1965 elections, the merger gives Herut much 

needed legitimacy. Following the 1967 Six Day War, Herut gains still more 

legitimacy as (with Judea and Samaria in Israel’s hands) its territorial 

demands no longer seem irresponsible. Gahal enters the 1969 elections 

with a strong economic and foreign policy platform.  As one historian 

notes, “For the first time, in 1969, Gahal offered Israeli voters what was 

perceived as a total policy alternative embracing economic and foreign 

policy.”  

 

• Slide: Likud: In 1973, under pressure from then Reserve General Ariel 

Sharon, Gahal joins with a number of small parties to form the Likud Party. 

In 1977, the Likud Party topples Labor, which has still not recovered from  

its failures in the 1973 Yom Kippur War.  

 
• Slide: Likud Reversal: It was expected that Herut, with  Menachem Begin 

as party leader, would determine policy, while the General Zionist element 

would take a back seat. But events developed differently. Begin not only 

withdrew from the Sinai Peninsula in 1979, but more shocking to many of 

his followers, laid the legal groundwork for Arab rule in Judea and 

Samaria.  

 
• Slide: Victorious Vision: Although few would have imagined this in the 

decades of Labor’s dominance, the vision of General Zionism – a liberal, 

democratic society based on free market principles and freedom of religion 

– has come closest to realization. On the economic front, the new Israeli 

hero is not a laborer on a kibbutz, but the entrepreneur of the tech start-up. 

Israel has more companies on NASDAQ than any foreign country except 

China. The Revisionist vision of extending sovereignty to both sides of the 

Jordan River has been replaced by the two-state solution, which the Likud 

supports. The Religious vision, which has never extended its appeal 

beyond orthodox Jews, for the most part limits itself to certain areas of life.  

 

3. Play video: General Zionism 

  

Introduce inquiry question: What is General Zionism and why, despite its 

numbers, was its influence minor for so long? 
 

4. Whole class discussion:  

 

• Why do you think General Zionists avoided focusing on the nature 

of the future state? 
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• Do you think Revisionist Zionism should be a separate vision, 

rather than be treated, as we have here, as a subcategory of 

general Zionism? 

• In what ways is Revisionism different from General Zionism?   

• What was General Zionism’s weakness vs. other Zionist streams? 

• Do you think another vision could still acquire dominance in Israel?  

• What vision of Zionism do you find most appealing? 

 
5.  Hand out Review Questions (may be used as end of class Quiz). 
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 Document A: “Party and Politics in Israel”, Rael Jean 
Isaac (1981) 

 
The third vision of the Jewish state, although for a long time that of 
the majority of Zionists, was not that which drew the most zealous 
adherents nor did it command the imagination of those who became 
the leaders of the Yishuv and set their stamp upon its character. This 
was the vision of the Jewish state as a refuge for the Jews of the 
world, a solution essentially to the European “problem of the Jews.” 
This too was more revolutionary than it might appear, for it required a 
transformation of traditional Jewish values. Jews had developed an 
aversion to power, transforming their own powerlessness into a moral 
principle.  
 
Those who defined the task of Zionism as a refuge did not lack views 
of what the future state would be like. For the most part they hoped to 
create a state modeled on the pattern of the more advanced industrial 
and liberal Western democracies of the period. But specific blueprints 
could await the time when the state was won. On the contrary, those 
who were moved by the religious or the socialist vision and believed 
the state must be more than a refuge saw the process of nation-
building inextricably bound up with the final target, that of establishing 
the reign of the Torah or of molding the just society built upon Jewish 
labor. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Party and Politics in Israel: Three Visions of a Jewish State, Rael Jean 
Isaac, Longman Inc., New York, 1981, p. 4.  
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Document B: “The Jewish State”, Theodor Herzl 
(1896) 

 
One of the great commissions which the Society will have to appoint 
will be the council of State jurists. These must formulate the best, that 
is, the best modern constitution possible. ... 
 
But no member of the Jewish State will be oppressed, every man will 
be able and will wish to rise in it. Thus a great upward tendency will 
pass through our people; every individual by trying to raise himself, 
raising also the whole body of citizens. The ascent will take a normal 
form, useful to the State and serviceable to the National Idea. ... 
 
Shall we end by having a theocracy? No, indeed. Faith unites us, 
knowledge gives us freedom. We shall therefore prevent any 
theocratic tendencies from coming to the fore on the part of our 
priesthood. We shall keep our priests within the confines of their 
temples in the same way as we shall keep our professional army 
within the confines of their barracks. Army and priesthood shall 
receive honors high as their valuable functions deserve. But they 
must not interfere in the administration of the State which confers 
distinction upon them, else they will conjure up difficulties without and 
within.  
 
Every man will be as free and undisturbed in his faith or his disbelief 
as he is in his nationality. And if it should occur that men of other 
creeds and different nationalities come to live amongst us, we should 
accord them honorable protection and equality before the law.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: The Jewish State, Theodor Herzl, Translated from the German by Sylvie 
D'Avigdor, American Zionist Emergency Council, 1946 (First Published 1896). 
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Document C: “A History of Zionism”, Walter Laqueur 
(1972) 

 
World Zionist Organization was composed both of separate unions 
(such as Mizrahi and labour Zionism), and of national federations, 
whose members subscribed to the Basle programme but were not 
bound by party discipline. Before the Second World War there were 
fifty such freelance federations and their members were by definition 
General Zionists. Thus General Zionism was the first party to exist 
but the last to get organized. It was the main stream, the movement 
itself was general Zionist. The term ‘General Zionism’ was adopted 
only in 1907 after the appearance on the scene of other parties within 
the movement. General Zionism was amorphous, a compound of 
many views, but not an ideological identity. As there were no 
permanent ties between the national federations they came to the 
congresses strong in numbers but divided and without a clear 
programme of action.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: A History of Zionism, Walter Laqueur, Holt, Rinehart and Winston, New 
York, 1972, p. 478-479. 
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Document D: “A History of Israel”, Howard M. Sachar, 
(1976) 

 
But although middle-class and middle-of-the-road, General Zionism 
for many decades was not really a party at all in the various Zionist 
Congresses; it was rather a negative definition. Without any particular 
commitment of its own beyond loyalty to Zionism itself, it simply 
embraced those members of the organization who did not belong to 
any specific ideological grouping – whether Mizrachi, Poalei Zion, or 
Revisionist. Within the fold of General Zionism, admittedly, were to be 
found [Chaim] Weizmann, [Nachum] Sokolow, [Louis] Brandeis, and 
other leading figures, those who had won the great political victories 
of the war and postwar era, including the Balfour Declaration and the 
League mandate award with its proviso on the Jewish National 
Home. The General Zionists in fact returned 73 percent of the 
delegates to the Twelfth Zionist Congress in 1921, while the Labor 
Zionists constituted only 8 percent, and Mizrachi 19 percent. As 
events developed, however, the Twelfth Congress represented the 
apogee of General Zionist strength. During the ensuing years, Labor 
Zionism, Revisionism, and Religious Zionism grew in doctrine and 
membership. The General Zionists on the other hand, neglected the 
opportunity to reorganize themselves into an aggressive party with a 
clearly formulated program, and the movement therefore suffered a 
decline in later Congresses. Thus, in 1923-25, its share fell to 60 
percent, and in 1931 to 36 percent. …   
 
It was the debacle of 1931 that warned the General Zionists that they 
no longer could afford to bask in their reputation. That year, as a 
result, they set about politicizing themselves by convening a World 
Organization of General Zionists in Basle. The effort was 
counterproductive. The gathering failed to agree on an ideological 
stance. And when the second World Conference of General Zionism 
in 1935 endorsed an antilabor program, the organization shortly 
afterward fractured into two separate bodies. The conservative wing 
retained the original name. The liberal wing adopted the title of 
Confederation of General Zionists – except in Palestine, where it was 
known as the General Zionist “A” party. This A faction exerted a 
marked appeal for the central European newcomers, who welcomed 
the chance to bypass Labor Zionism without opting for the “lawless” 
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Revisionists. But as late as 1936, the total of General Zionist A 
membership in Palestine failed to exceed 6,000. At most, it was given 
a kind of honorific standing as the party of Weizmann, and three of its 
members were seated in the Yishuv’s quasi-government, the 
Executive of the Jewish Agency. The second, conservative branch, 
the Union of General Zionists, was known in Palestine after 1935 as 
the General Zionists “B.” Although rejecting the jingoism and right-
wing economic ideology of the Revisionists, it was essentially this 
group that became the champion of private enterprise. Associated 
with it were the (capitalist) Farmers Federation and the Palestine 
Manufacturers Association. Yet the B faction’s membership was 
smaller even than that of the progressive group, and it was allowed 
but a single delegate on the Agency Executive. None of its austere, 
middle-class members, either in the Zionist Congresses or in 
Palestine itself, displayed an instinct for the rough-and-tumble of 
political infighting.  
 
         

Vocabulary   

Yishuv: a term referring to the Jewish community in pre-state days. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: A History of Israel: From the Rise of Zionism to Our Time, Howard M. 
Sachar, Alfred A. Knopf, New York, 1976, p. 191. 
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Document E: “Party and Politics in Israel”, Rael Jean 
Isaac (1981) 

 
One factor in preventing the General Zionists from establishing a firm 
position in Palestine, which increasingly was where strength counted, 
was their failure to build up institutions of their own there. Labor 
served as a sociopolitical colonization agency. Through the Histadrut, 
it established a network of institutions enveloping all aspects of an 
individual’s life. Labor established the school to which the laborer 
sent his children, the newspaper he read, the housing project in 
which he lived, the factory in which he worked, the sick fund which 
provided doctor and hospital, the theater to which he went, the guest 
house for his annual holiday. These institutions commanded an 
individual’s loyalty; disloyalty, moreover, could mean loss of 
livelihood. The religious parties provided a similar institutional 
network, parallel to and in some areas affiliated with the Histadrut. 
The General Zionists lacked any of this. For General Zionists, with 
their liberal political conceptions, it was an alien notion that political 
parties should embrace so much of an individual’s life. … 
 
Perhaps most serious was the General Zionists’ lack of an ideological 
base. In the marketplace of ideas the General Zionists had nothing 
distinctive to offer. This was most acutely felt in a crucial area: youth 
movements. The General Zionists lacked youth movements animated 
by the myth of the creation of a new man. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Party and Politics in Israel: Three Visions of a Jewish State, Rael Jean 
Isaac, Longman Inc., New York, 1981, p. 32-34.  
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Document F: “A History of Israel”, Howard M. Sachar, 
(1976) 

 
While this Right-Center federation had performed creditably enough 
in 1969, winning 26 seats, the number hardly was sufficient to 
threaten Labor’s domination. Rather, it appeared now that Gachal’s 
best chance might lie in further political mariages de convenance. …  
 
The problem was to induce these smaller groups to enter a bloc 
dominated by a hard-liner like Menachem Begin. Shmuel Tamir, 
leader of the Free Center, was a personal enemy of Begin’s. The 
State List, composed of dissident ex-Rafi members, was Labor-
oriented. The Independent Liberals were rather “dovish.” 
Nevertheless, stranger bedfellows had joined forces in earlier 
coalitions; what was essentially lacking here was a catalyst. In late 
summer 1973, however, the missing ingredient was supplied in the 
figure of General “Arik” Sharon, the burly, charismatic paratroop 
commander who had smashed the “Russian defenses” in the June 
War. A maverick, highly individualistic and abrasive in his dealings 
with colleagues and superiors, Sharon recently had been informed 
that he would be passed over for appointment as chief of staff. 
Angrily resigning his southern front command, therefore, Sharon 
informed a press conference that he might now be willing to play an 
active role in politics, on behalf of the Right-Center. His terms were 
simply that the Right-Center parties overcome their factional disarray 
and unite. It was a formidable condition. Even so, the opportunity to 
win the accession of this popular hero was highly compelling to the 
anti-Alignment factions. Meetings began immediately among their 
leaders. For a while, negotiations were nip and tuck; but by early 
September a new united Right-Center bloc was patched together, 
with only the Independent Liberals staying clear. The new entity was 
entitled Likud (Unity). 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: A History of Israel: From the Rise of Zionism to Our Time, Howard M. 
Sachar, Alfred A. Knopf, New York, 1976, p. 740-741. 



L e s s o n  3 0 / G e n e r a l  Z i o n i s m  | 14 

 

 ZIONISM 101 SERIES | ZIONISMU.COM | General Zionism 

Document G: “Party and Politics in Israel”, Rael Jean 
Isaac (1981) 

 
If 1967 was the year whose events had crucial impact upon both the 
religious and labor parties, 1977 must be counted the year that 
marked a crisis of transition for the Likud and, above all, for the Herut 
leadership.  
 
While students of the Israeli political process have debated whether 
the public voted for the Likud in 1977 because of or in spite of its 
ideology, it is clear that the party went to the 1977 elections with its 
basic ideological thrust unaltered by 30 years of opposition. The 
Likud’s platform for the 1977 elections maintained the traditional 
Herut position on Judea and Samaria:  
 

The right of the Jewish people to the Land of Israel is eternal 
and is an integral part of its right to security and peace. Judea 
and Samaria will therefore not be turned over to any foreign 
rule: between the sea and the Jordan will be only Israeli 
sovereignty. Any plan that involved surrender of part of Western 
Eretz Yisrael militates against our right to the Land, will 
inevitably lead to a Palestinian state, threatens the security of 
our civilian population, endangers the existence of the state and 
defeats all prospects for peace. 

 
Shortly after the elections Aryeh Naor, a Herut member who served 
as cabinet secretary, asserted he believed the task of the victorious 
Likud was to implement the ideas and teachings of Jabotinsky. 
Menachem Begin, shortly after the elections, went to Gush Emunim’s 
then still illegal settlement at Kaddum and promised recognition of the 
settlement by his government and that there would be “many more 
Kaddums.” All this suggested that the Likud and Begin as its leader 
planned to implement Herut’s ideology. 
 
And yet within months the Likud government was in confrontation 
with the Gush Emunim movement that had enthusiastically welcomed 
its accession. A series of settlement efforts which Gush Emunim 
undertook in the fall of 1977 (those attempts themselves were a 
reaction to the Likud government’s failure to give formal approval to 
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new settlements in Judea and Samaria) ended in a compromise 
arrangement whereby the settlements were permitted in military 
compounds. But this was no forthright policy of settlement and further 
settlement cadres of Gush Emunim were turned back by the Israeli 
military police in a pattern identical to that of previous labor 
governments. Annexation of the territory had been ruled out 
immediately upon the Likud’s assumption of power. Begin had 
chosen labor’s Moshe Dayan as his Foreign Minister and a condition 
of Dayan’s acceptance had been that the government maintain the 
existing situation as long as negotiations with the Arabs were in 
prospect.  
 
Egyptian President Anwar Sadat’s peace initiative produced further 
pressures for reconsideration of traditional Herut positions. That 
initiative was a response to prior, private Israeli undertakings to Egypt 
for withdrawal in the Sinai in return for a peace treaty.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Party and Politics in Israel: Three Visions of a Jewish State, Rael Jean 
Isaac, Longman Inc., New York, 1981, p. 156-157.  



L e s s o n  3 0 / G e n e r a l  Z i o n i s m  | 16 

 

 ZIONISM 101 SERIES | ZIONISMU.COM | General Zionism 

Guiding Questions          Name_______________  

  
 

1. What kind of state did General Zionists envision? 

 

 

 

 

 

 
2. What was General Zionism’s weakness vs. other Zionist visions? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Which Zionist vision does the State of Israel most closely resemble and why? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In the space below answer the following: What is General Zionism and why, despite its 

numbers, was its influence minor for so long? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


