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OThis study examines, on the one hand, this study examines the influence of political, personal, economic, and familial drivers on Israeli immigration to Berlin and, on the other, the effect of rising antisemitism in Berlin on Israeli immigrants’ motivation to continue living in the city.
Israelis have been immigrating to Berlin in significant numbers since the 1950s. In its early days, this phenomenon was subject to severe criticism by fellow Israelis and was perceived as a betrayal of the values of Zionism. However, modern Israeli attitudes towards living in Berlin have changed significantly.
As of June 2020, the exact number of Israelis in Berlin is unknown due to restrictions in collecting statistical data on German citizens with different ethnic origins, including Israelis that hold a second – German –on collecting statistical data on German citizens with different ethnic origins, including Israelis simultaneously holding a German passport.
According to the latest report from the Amt für Statistik Berlin-Brandenburg (Berlin’s official statistics bureau) dated December 31, 2018, there are approximately 5,300 Israelis in Berlin. This number only includes Israelis that who are not German citizens and that have also requested or hold a valid visa for education or employment purposes. 
From the late 1990s to the present day, and particularly since 2010, Israeli immigration to Berlin has increased due to economic, social, cultural, and political changes in Israel and Germany, alongside worldwide globalization processes. However, there has also been a simultaneous rise in antisemitic crimes in Berlin and Germany, according to the 2018 annual report by the German interior mInterior Ministry. 
The purpose of this study is to examine the different incentives (economic, political, social, personal, and cultural) that have caused Israelis of differentvarious ages, family statuses, educational backgrounds, and economic levels to move to Berlin, and explore the way in which those motivations are affected by rising antisemitism in Germany and explore how rising antisemitism in Germany affects those motivations.
This study uses both quantitative and qualitative methods. A survey was disseminated among Israelis currently living in Berlin, who were contacted through Facebook groups such as “Israelis in Berlin” and “Normal Israelis in Berlin.” These groups include a large number of Israelis who live in Berlin today. However, Israelis in Berlin thatwho do not use Facebook were not exposed to the survey. In-depth interviews were conducted with a smaller group of Israelis using video conference tools such as Skype and Zoom. The survey findings were analyzed using statistical tools such as SPSS. The interviews were evaluated according to a thematic division. 	Comment by Editor: This is possibly too much detail for this short abstract - I've suggested deleting it	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I think this part gives a short overview regarding the research, let’s leave it in for now, I will ask my super’s opinion also.	Comment by Editor: No problem - I’ve left it as-is ☺️
The findings indicate that Israelis living in Berlin emigrated from Israel for many different reasons, with economic and cultural incentives taking precedence. The research also shows that there is only a loose connection between the Jewish community in Berlin and the Israelis living there. Regarding the impact of rising antisemitism in Germany and Berlin, the research findings indicate that it has little effect on the Israelis living in the city and only has a minor impact on their desire to leave Berlin. 
This research illuminates the complexity of the lives of Israeli immigrants in Berlin. Their aspiration of belonging to German society is usually prioritized over their concern regarding the apparent rise in antisemitic acts and the renewed power of right-wing parties that support anti-immigrant agendas, such as the Alternative for Germany (Alternativ für Deutschland, AfD). 
Despite longing to be part of German society, Israelis in Berlin nonetheless maintain strong ties to Israel by virtue of their language, culture, and family connections. One additional reason for this may also be that Israel could serve as a true sanctuary if the worst happens again in Germany.
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[bookmark: _Toc173136229]1. Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc173136230]1.1 The Jewish-Israeli community in Berlin: an overview
The roots of Berlin’s Jewish community date back to 1295, although all Jews were expelled from the city in 1573 and only returned in 1669.[footnoteRef:1]  From that date on, some Jewish presence has continuously managed to survive in Berlin despite multiple threats to the community’s existence, most significantly the Nazi regime’s attempt at total extermination.[footnoteRef:2]  Some members of the community escaped the horrors of the Holocaust, with around 5,000 Jews remaining in Berlin after WWII. A few of them found their way to Israel, where they became involved in building the Jewish homeland.	Comment by Editor: Throughout the thesis, there is an elision of "Jews" and "Israelis": Consider using this first section of the introduction to add nuance to your use of these terms (i.e. not all Jews are Israelis, and not all Israelis are Jews either) and to clarify your approach throughout the rest of your thesis	Comment by יוסי פניאס: To an outside observer, the terms "Jewish Israeli immigrants in Berlin" and "German Jews living in Berlin" may sound remarkably similar. In practice, however, they are two separate communities that, apart from some connection to the Jewish religion, have truly little in common,
 The Jewish Israelis living in Berlin, or as they are often referred to as "Isra-Berliners," are citizens of the State of Israel, overwhelmingly members of the Jewish faith, native Hebrew speakers, who, due to a variety of motives and reasons, decided at some point in their adult lives to emigrate by choice to Germany and established themselves immediately or shortly after that in Berlin. 
This population is just as diverse as the Jewish population in Israel, there are secular and religious, members of European Ashkenazi or Arab-Mizrahi origin, and sometimes a mixture and combination of the two, as can only be found in the State of Israel. This population is of different ages, from different occupations, and often in a diverse family situation. 
On the other hand, one can find German Jews living in Berlin, mainly Jews who lived in Eastern Europe during World War II and settled in Germany after its end, especially in Berlin. There are two separate Jewish communities in the city, the largest of which is the "Jewish community" with close to 12,000 people, and the smaller one is called "Adat Israel" with close to 1,000 community members. Each community provides its members with a wide range of religious, educational, and leisure services, as well as assists its members in finding a place to work and live.	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I need some help editing this paragraph 	Comment by Editor: No problem - I’ve pasted your paragraph into the body of the text and edited it in tracked changes there ☺️ [1:  Zachary Johnston, “Aliyah Le Berlin: A Documentary about the Next Chapter of Jewish Life in Berlin,” in Being Jewish in 21st-Century Germany, eds. Haim Fireberg and Olaf Glöckner (Berlin: De Gruyter, 2015), 152-162. https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110350159-011.]  [2:  Amos Elon, The Pity of it All: A Portrait of the German-Jewish Epoch 1743–1933 (New York: Picador, 2002), 14. ] 

To an outside observer, the terms “Jewish Israeli immigrants in Berlin” and “German Jews living in Berlin” may sound remarkably similar. In practice, however, they are two separate communities that, apart from some connection to the Jewish religion, have truly little in common. The Jewish Israelis living in Berlin, or, as they are often referred to, “Isra-Berliners,” are citizens of the State of Israel, overwhelmingly members of the Jewish faith, and native Hebrew speakers, who, due to a variety of motives and reasons, decided at some point in their adult lives to emigrate by choice to Germany and established themselves immediately or shortly after that in Berlin. 
This population is just as diverse as the Jewish population in Israel: It comprises those who are secular and religioussecular and religious people, members of European Ashkenazi or Arab-Mizrahi origin, and sometimes a combination of the two, as can only be found in the State of Israel. This population is of different ages, from different occupations, and encompasses people with and occupations and encompasses people from diverse family situations. 
Conversely, Berlin is also home to German Jews, mainly people who lived in Eastern Europe during World War II and settled in Germany after its end, especially in Berlin. There are two separate Jewish groupings in the city, the larger of which is the “Jewish community” with close to 12,000 people, and the smaller of which is called “Adat Israel” with close to 1,000 community. Each provides its members with a wide range of religious, educational, and leisure services, as well as assisting its members with finding a place to work and live.
Today, a number of second- and third-generation survivors of the Holocaust live in Berlin, having emigrated to Germany from post-World War II Europe during the 1970s.[footnoteRef:3] These immigrants, descendants of German citizens, include Israelis descended from German Holocaust survivors who made their homes in Israel after the war. This is attested by these Israeli immigrants having held German passports before their arrival in Berlin as evidence of their ancestry.[footnoteRef:4] Israelis value German passports highly compared to those of other European Union (EU) countries,[footnoteRef:5], possibly due to the social benefits that German citizens receive. There may, however, be a symbolic reason for this, too, as the passports serve as physical evidence of the Nazi regime’s failure. On a more pragmatic level, it may be that life in Germany is simply an appealing alternative to Israel, with its high cost of living.[footnoteRef:6]	Comment by Editor: Do you have a citation to back this up?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://www.calcalist.co.il/world_news/article/rksaqzrpo	Comment by יוסי פניאס: For example - there are many other articles like that	Comment by Editor: This doesn’t quite explain the issue, though: that link doesn’t match up with what you’re saying. The article says German passports are valued highly because they grant entry to the biggest number of countries, but you allege it’s because of social benefits. Which is it?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I added citation from the Uzi Rabhun’s book - a double burden [3:  Fania Oz-Salzberger, Israelis, Berlin (Hebrew) (PLACE: Keter Books, 2001), 10-27.]  [4:  Bundesamt für Migration und Flüchtlinge, “Migration Monitoring: Report 2018.” August 2, 2018. Accessed October 1, 2022. https://www.bamf.de/SharedDocs/Anlagen/EN/Forschung/BerichtsreihenMigrationIntegration/Wanderungsmonitoring/wanderungsmonitoring-jahresbericht-2018.html. ]  [5:  Uzi Rebhun, Dani Kranz, and Heinz Sünker, A Double Burden: Israeli Jews in Contemporary Germany (PLACE: State University of New York Press, 2022), 56-57. 
]  [6:  Lilach Lev Ari, “Multiple Ethnic Identities among Israeli Immigrants in Europe,” International Journal of Jewish Education Research 5–6 (2013): 203-230.] 

	Pragmatism aside, the question of why Israelis choose to emigrate to Germany, a country that holds a long and painful history for Jews, must still be asked.[footnoteRef:7]	There is a [7:  Gad Yair, Love is not Praktish: The Israeli look at Germany (Tel Aviv: HakibbutzHameuchad Publishing House Ltd., 2015), 46–68.] 

particular dissonance with respect toconcerning the children or grandchildren of Holocaust survivors who willingly emigrate to the country where their parents or grandparents were deprived of all human rights, suffered unimaginable horror, and, in the best-case scenario, were deported. The question becomes even more compelling when considering the resurgence of far-right political parties such as the Alternative for Germany (Alternativ für Deutschland, AfD) and the increasingly extreme antisemitic behavior of many in Germany.[footnoteRef:8] [8:  The Local, “Germany sees extremely alarming rise in racist and anti-Semitic hate crime,” The Local, 2019. Accessed October 1, 2022. https://www.thelocal.de/20190514/germany-sees-extremely-alarming-rise-in-racist-and-antisemitic-hate-crime.  ] 

	Today, Jews in Berlin can be viewed as belonging to one of two main groups. The first, mentioned above, is the “local-native” group, which includes people who moved to Berlin from various European countries after World War II, mainly the Soviet Union, and their descendants. This group contains approximately 10,800 members, all of whom are registered members of the “Jewish community of Berlin,” the largest Jewish community in Germany. According to the research I conducted for my MA thesis, this is the formal Jewish religious community, which is funded by the government and the city of Berlin. The community is identified by its religious affiliation, and it operates, maintains, and safeguards various Jewish institutions, including, for example, well-attended schools and synagogues.  	Comment by Editor: Can you cite this in any way? Even as an unpublished thesis	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I think so, my MA is published ☺️	Comment by Editor: Great - then I’d recommend adding a reference to it here ☺️	Comment by Editor: (flagging this comment so it doesn’t get overlooked!)
	The second group, the “new immigrants” group, consists of former Israeli citizens who immigrated to Berlin, who sometimes refer to themselves in various Facebook groups as “Isra-Berliners.” According to the latest report by the Amt für Statistik Berlin-Brandenburg (Berlin’s official statistical bureau) dated December 31, 2018, there are approximately 5,300 Israelis in Berlin. That number only includes Israelis who are not German citizens and who have requested or hold a valid visa for education or employment purposes.[footnoteRef:9]. As of June 2020, the exact number of Israelis in Berlin is unknown due to restrictions in collecting statistical data regarding German citizens with different ethnic origins, including Israelis with a second – German – passport. This group is secular in nature, its members mostly see themselves as individuals rather than as a true community, and they make little use of the formal institutions and services of the Jewish community.	Comment by Editor: Secular and yet Jewish? Can you clarify what you mean here? Otherwise this is problematic for your focus on anti-Semitism elsewhere in the thesis	Comment by יוסי פניאס: There are Secular Jews... This is even the majority of Jews and Israelis in Berlin. (same as in Israel). Antisemitism is not always triggered by the level of religion. But rather from the Jewish identification (language, looks and so on)	Comment by Editor: In this case, I recommend you add a sentence explaining this, either here or earlier in the thesis	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I added a paragraph regarding the Jewish yet Secular combination ☺️ I hope that works  [9:   Rebhun, Kranz, and Sünker, A Double Burden: Israeli Jews in Contemporary Germany, 78–79. ] 

Being Jewish and secular is a common and valid identity for many individuals. This concept of being both Jewish and secular recognizes that Jewish identity encompasses not only religious beliefs and practices but also cultural, historical, and ethnic components. A secular Jew may identify strongly with Jewish heritage, traditions, and cultural practices, while not adhering to religious rituals or beliefs. They might celebrate Jewish holidays as cultural events, speak Hebrew or Yiddish, engage with Jewish literature and art, or feel a strong connection to Jewish history and the Jewish community. This secular approach enablesallows individuals to preservemaintain their Jewish identity while embracing a non-religious worldview. It i's important to note that Jewish identity is multifaceted, and one’'s level of religious observance does not diminish their one’s “"Jewishness.”" This understanding reflects the diverse ways in which people can express and experience their Jewish identity in the modern world.
	The relationship between these two groups – the “local-native” group and the “new immigrants” – is complex, mainly because of the differences, both religious and social in nature, between them. According to interviews with Israelis who live in Berlin, their connection to the local Jewish community is surprisingly minor and based mostly on the local community’s connection with the authorities, who offer assistance with finding work or receiving a visa. As described by Zachary Johnston, “the Israelis in Berlin are not necessarily immigrants in the classic sense” and may more aptly be described as transnationals,[footnoteRef:10] which means those who “[extend] or [go] beyond national boundaries.”[footnoteRef:11] Indeed, they retain many elements of their Israeli identity, including their Hebrew language and strong connections with Israel, where many still have close family. The growing presence of multi-national conglomerates and increases in international trade agreements, along with transnational economic development efforts, have created a new pattern of migration, wherein transnationals may maintain their identification with their original homeland and may also migrate between countries multiple times.[footnoteRef:12] Conversely, immigration has become a central element of international concern, with discussions focusing on how to prevent immigration rather than how to facilitate safe immigration. Many European countries have experienced a “migration crisis” over the past few years as men, women, and children strive to find a better way of life, often at any cost.	Comment by Editor: This is a really interesting term - I would suggest adding a sentence here to expand on this	Comment by יוסי פניאס: In yellow	Comment by Editor: Thank you - I’ve edited it in the main body (and removed the highlight!)	Comment by Editor: Is this the case with Israeli/Berlin immigration?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Yes, the immigrants from the Middle East for example	Comment by Editor: This point still needs clarifying: this is talking about European immigration in general; I’m asking if you can link it (in the text) to your specific area of interest (Berlin/Israel)	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I tried to connect the migration problem to the Israelis, I hope it is not too general. [10:  Johnston, “Aliyah Le Berlin,” 159.]  [11:  “Transnational,” Merriam-Webster Online, accessed DATE. https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/transnational.]  [12:  Judit Bokser Liwerant, “Globalization, Diasporas, and Transnationalism: Jews in the Americas,” Contemporary Jewry ISSUE (2022): 384, doi.org/10.1007/s12397-021-09405-y] 

While many European countries have grappled with the challenges posed by the influx of refugees and migrants seeking safety and better opportunities, the case of Israelis moving to Berlin presents a distinct narrative within this broader context. Unlike those fleeing conflict or extreme poverty, Israelis migrating to Berlin are often young professionals or artists drawn by the city’'s vibrant culture, relatively low cost of living, and economic prospects. This movement, sometimes dubbed the “"Tel Aviv on the Spree"” phenomenon, stands in contrast to the urgent, sometimes perilous, journeys undertaken by refugees from war-torn regions. However, it still contributes to the evolving demographic landscape of Europe and, in particular, particularly Berlin. The Israeli immigration influx to Berlin adds a layer of complexity to discussions about migration, integration, and cultural exchange in Germany, especially given the historical context of Jewish-German relations. While not driven by the same dire circumstances as the broader migration crisis, this trend reflects the multifaceted nature of modern migration patterns in Europe, where economic opportunities, cultural attractions, and quality of life considerations play significant roles alongside humanitarian concerns.
	This thesis will also explore the notion of community, a word with many definitions. However, the most relevant for this study is “aA body of men [or women] living in the same locality.”[footnoteRef:13] This applies to a group whose members have common characteristics, such as country of origin, religion, or pursuit. However, these attributes are not necessarily shared by those among whom they live.[footnoteRef:14] The community that this study focuses on is the Israeli community in Berlin, which encompasses the total number of Israeli Jews who previously lived in Israel, immigrated to Germany, and currently live in Berlin. The definition of a community as “"A body of men [or women] living in the same locality"” with “"common characteristics, such as country of origin, religion, or pursuit"” is particularly apt when discussing Israelis in Berlin because it encapsulates the multifaceted nature of their shared identity and experience. This definition acknowledges both the geographical concentration of Israelis within Berlin and the common bonds that unite them beyond mere proximity. Their shared country of origin (Israel) provides a fundamental connection, encompassing common cultural references, a common language (Hebrew), and shared historical narratives. Additionally, wWhile not all Israelis are religiously Jewish, many share a cultural or ethnic Jewish identity that further strengthens their sense of community. The “"pursuit”" aspect of the definition of community is also relevant, as many Israelis in Berlin are drawn there to Berlin for similar reasons, such as career opportunities, artistic endeavors, or a desire for a different lifestyle, creating a community of individuals with aligned goals and experiences.	Comment by Editor: The idea of community seems really central to your argument - how did you decide this was the "most" relevant?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: The term Community describes the bond between people from the same origin living in another place, usually referring to a Irish/Italian/Turk/Syrian, etc.. Community, I believed it will describe the Israelis best. 	Comment by Editor: Yes, I know what the word community means ☺️ I’m not asking whether the word community is relevant, but why you think this *definition* of the term is the most relevant. Could you add a sentence explaining your thinking here in the text?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I added some explanation why (in my opinion ☺️)this definition works best with the idea of community (regarding Israelis)  [13:  John Simpson and Edmund Weiner, “Community,” in The Oxford English Dictionary. 2nd Edition (Oxford: Clarenden Press, 1989).]  [14:  Simpson and Weiner, The Oxford English Dictionary. ] 

Moreover, this definition allows for a nuanced understanding of the Israeli community in Berlin that goes beyond simplistic categorizations. It recognizes that while Israelis in Berlin may form a distinct community, they are not a monolithic group. The definition’'s flexibility accommodates the diversity within the Israeli community, including secular and religious individuals, those of different political persuasions, and varying levels of integration into German society. This comprehensive approach to defining the a community enables a more accurate and insightful analysis of the Israeli presence in Berlin, acknowledging both the unifying factors and the internal diversity that characterize this group.

	In this thesis, I will first examine the issue of migration from a specific perspective: that of Israelis who have immigrated to Berlin. Then, I will focus on identifying the motives behind their immigration and the distribution of the various motives within the community in order to answer the question of why Israelis immigrate to Berlin. I will subsequently turn my attention to the local Jewish community, focusing on its relationship and points of contact with emigrants from Israel to answer the question of the connection between these two communities other than their Jewish religion.
	It is essential to state that in recent years, and mainly since 2010, a severe refugee crisis in Syria has affected the Middle East, including Israel. Germany has also been greatly impacted by this, having accepted 750,000 Syrian Muslim refugees since 2015.[footnoteRef:15] This research will not focus directly on the connection between the Israeli and Jewish communities and refugees, yet this topic may arise during the study. 	Comment by Editor: I can’t find the document mentioned in this reference online, and the citation is currently incomplete - it should be completed with the URL, date of publication etc.	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://www.bamf.de/SharedDocs/Anlagen/EN/Forschung/BerichtsreihenMigrationIntegration/MonitoringBildungsErwerbsmigration/wanderungsmonitoring-jahresbericht-2018.html [15:  German Federal Office for Migration and Refugees, Migration Monitoring: Report 2018. https://www.bamf.de/SharedDocs/Anlagen/EN/Forschung/BerichtsreihenMigrationIntegration/MonitoringBildungsErwerbsmigration/wanderungsmonitoring-jahresbericht-2018.html] 

[bookmark: _Toc58675806][bookmark: _Toc173136231]1.2. Research questions
The notion of Israelis immigrating to Berlin is paradoxical, given Germany’s history, but the concept of Israelis emigrating to seek a better life is not novel. For example, there are many thriving Israeli communities outside Israelmany thriving Israeli communities outside Israel exist in countries such as the United States[footnoteRef:16] and Australia.[footnoteRef:17] However, the anomaly lies with Israelis who willingly decide to move to Berlin, the city that was once at the epicenter of the regime that committed the worst genocide against Jews that the world has ever seen. Antisemitism is not merely something of the past: It is rising again today as the far-right in Germany strengthens socially and politically. These factors lead to my research questions:	Comment by Editor: The URL provided for this citation requires a University of Haifa login, so I can’t complete this citation	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Inbar, Efraim. “Australia and Israel: Good Guys Should Stick Together.” Begin-Sadat Center for Strategic Studies, 2016. http://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep04310.
	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/25i7fkerli53na7tfjzzo/Australia-and-Israel_.pdf?rlkey=6yd7m4yq2c2lio4rzrjg62j8g&dl=0 [16:  Lilac Lev Ari,  The American dream – for men only? Gender, immigration, and the assimilation of Israelis in the United States. (El Paso, TX: LFB Scholarly Publishing LLC, 2008), 167–181.]  [17:  Efraim Inbar, “Australia and Israel: Good Guys Should Stick Together,” Begin-Sadat Center for Strategic Studies, 2016. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc58675807]
1. What is the distribution of Israelis’ various motivations (economic, cultural, political, educational, and personal) for emigrating to Berlin between 2000 and 2019?
2. In what way does rising antisemitism impact the motivations of Israeli expats in Berlin to return to Israel? 
3. How have religious differences affected the relationship between Israeli emigrants and the local Jewish community in Berlin? 
[bookmark: _Toc173136232]1.3. Hypothesis	Comment by Editor: I would suggest altering the presentation/vocabulary in this section to make clear this is your hypothesis, not an early summary of your findings: it's not about what you actually found, but what you expected to find. I've highlighted in yellow what I think are the main strands of your hypothesis; I'd suggest focusing on these to ensure your hypothesis is clear	Comment by Editor: I’ve removed the highlighting to avoid confusion; again, I repeat my suggestion to rewrite your hypothesis, bearing in mind that it’s supposed to reflect your expectations, not your actual findings. 	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Please see in yellow an alternative version. Is it what you aimed for? I tried to ignore any of the findings	Comment by Editor: I think the yellow version is much closer to a hypothesis: well done! I suggest replacing the previous hypothesis with the new version in yellow
The findings of this study suggest that some motivations for immigration are more prominent than others. Throughout the last decade, Berlin has been described in the media as well as in the relevant literature as an affordable, culturally rich, and modern city to live in, much more so than Tel Aviv or Haifa, for instance. Taking into consideration the German government’s emphasis on social welfare and the generous benefits that immigrants receive, it would be natural to expect that the economic incentive would be the most significant driver of immigration for Israelis who immigrated to Berlin between 2010 and 2019.
Evidently, according to formal German statistics[footnoteRef:18] and media reports,[footnoteRef:19] antisemitic behaviors and sentiments are on the rise in Germany today. If all other motivations for immigration were disregarded, the existence of rising antisemitism would compel hopeful Israeli immigrants to remain in Israel or choose another place to move to. Many layers of context must be taken into consideration, including the social, economic, cultural, personal, and political situation within Israel, Germany, and specifically Berlin.  [18: ]  [19: ] 

It is well-known that there is a large gap between the cost of living in Israel and that in Germany, particularly in Berlin. This factor is one of the strongest and most compelling forces influencing the decision of Israelis to seek a better standard of living elsewhere. The existence of such a stark contrast – that is, the contrast between the cost of living in Israel and Berlin – reveals that the decision of Israelis to immigrate to Berlin does not exist in a cultural or political vacuum, but rather depends on the numerous and nuanced aspects associated with living under the wing of a nation and all the political, historical, and cultural complexities this entails. Therefore, it can be assumed that, despite rising antisemitic sentiment in Berlin, the Israelis who moved to Berlin between 2010 and 2019 have stayed in the city due to the lure of economic comfort, which proves to be stronger than the rise of right-wing extremism and antisemitism.
This study aims to investigate the complex interplay of factors influencing Israeli immigration to Berlin between 2010 and 2019, with a particular focusfocusing on how these motivations interact with the reported rise in antisemitism during this period. While it is hypothesized that economic factors will emerge as the primary driver, the research will thoroughly examine a range of motivations to provide a comprehensive understanding of this migration phenomenon.
The economic appeal of Berlin is expected to be the most significant motivation for Israeli immigrants. The stark contrast between Israel and Berlin in terms of in living expenses, housing costs, and overall economic opportunities between Israel and Berlin is likely to be a compelling force. It is anticipated that the allure of economic comfort and stability in Berlin will outweigh concerns about rising antisemitism for many Israeli immigrants. However, this economic motivation does not exist in isolation, and the study will explore how it interacts with other significant factors.
Cultural attractions and professional development opportunities in Berlin are hypothesized to be strong secondary motivations. Berlin’'s reputation as a cultural hub, with its vibrant arts scene and cosmopolitan atmosphere, is expected to appeal particularly to young professionals and creatives from Israel. Similarly, career opportunities and professional growth prospects, especially in tech, academic, or creative industries, may provide compelling reasons for Israelis to relocate may provide compelling reasons for Israelis to relocate, especially in tech, academic, or creative industries. The research will investigate whether these cultural and professional pulls are strong enough to override concerns about antisemitism, especially for those involved in artistic, creative, or entrepreneurial fields.
Political and social factors in both Israel and Germany are also expected to play a role in the decision to immigrate. Some Israelis may be motivated to move to Berlin due to political or social dissatisfaction in Israel, seeking a more liberal political environment or an escape from the ongoing conflict in the Middle East. The study will examine how these political and social motivations are weighed againstcontrast with the rise of right-wing extremism and antisemitism in Germany, and whether the pursuit of a different political climate outweighs potential concerns about discrimination.
Personal and familyial reasons, along with educational opportunities, are anticipated to be significant factors for some immigrants. This could include individuals with family ties to Germany, those in relationships with German partners, or those seeking to reconnect with their European heritage. Additionally, access to Germany’'s high-quality and affordable higher education system may be a motivating factor, particularly for students and young academics. The study will explore how these personal connections and educational aspirations influence the decision to move to Berlin, even in the face of increasing antisemitism.
The overall quality of life in Berlin, including factors such as work-life balance, urban amenities, and social welfare benefits, is hypothesized to be a significant draw for Israeli immigrants. These lifestyle factors may be prioritized against over concerns about antisemitism and cultural integration. Furthermore, the complex historical relationship between Germany and Israel, as well as individual and collective Jewish identity, are expected to play a nuanced role in the decision to immigrate. The research will examine how Israelis reconcile their Jewish identity with the decision to live in Germany, particularly in light of rising antisemitism.
In the context of rising antisemitism, this research hypothesizes that Israeli immigrants employ various strategies to navigate this challenge. Some may downplay the significance of antisemitic incidents, viewing them as isolated events rather than systemic issues. Others might mentally separate their Jewish identity from their daily lives in Berlin, compartmentalizing their experiences. Some immigrants may view confronting antisemitism as part of their responsibility or as a way to effect change from within German society. It is also expected that many Israeli immigrants will seek out and form strong communities within Berlin as a way to create safe spaces and support networks.
The study anticipates that, despite the rise in antisemitism, the combination of strong economic incentives, cultural attractions, and personal motivations will generally outweigh concerns about antisemitism for many Israeli immigrants. However, it is also hypothesized that the weight given to these various factors will differ significantly among individuals, based on their personal experiences, backgrounds, and goals. This comprehensive hypothesis will be tested through a mixed-methods approach, including quantitative analysis of immigration data, qualitative interviews with Israeli immigrants in Berlin, surveys of both recent arrivals and long-term residents, and comparative studies of economic, cultural, and social factors between Israel and Berlin.
By examining this wide range of motivations in the context of rising antisemitism, this study aims to provide a nuanced understanding of the complex decision-making process behind Israeli immigration to Berlin, and how immigrants navigate the challenges they face in their new home. The research seeks to shed light on the resilience and adaptability of the Israeli immigrant community in Berlin, as well as the evolving nature of Jewish life in contemporary Germany.
[bookmark: _Toc58675808][bookmark: _Toc173136233]1.4. The methodology of the present study
This thesis focuses on Israeli immigrants living in Berlin and is conducted from a sociological perspective and, in particular,, particularly an immigration studies perspective. This research concentrates on Berlin, the capital city of Germany, which is home to numerous immigrant populations – among them, a community of Israelis. Although there are Israeli immigrant communities in other German cities such as Frankfurt am Main or Hamburg, the Israeli community in Berlin is undoubtedly composed of the most varied population of Israelis in Germany in terms of age, family status, gender, professional history, and academic background.	Comment by Editor: What does this mean? Can you be more specific? Varied in terms of age, professional background, or something else?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Mostly - age, family status, gender identification, professional and academic background.	Comment by Editor: Thank you - I’ve added this into the text
There is debate among scholars[footnoteRef:20] as to whether the Israelis in Berlin form a community, or perhaps the opposite: whether they resent it and prefer not to be categorized as such. Regardless of how the Israeli community in Berlin prefers to be classified (or not), there are more than twenty Facebook groups (as of July 2020) that bring together many Israelis with respect toconcerning numerous aspects of their lives. Although a large percentage of the Israelis in Berlin are connected through these groups, they are not representative of all Israelis in Berlin and. They may exclude parts of the population, such as: [20:  Fania Oz-Salzberger, “Israelis and Germany: A Personal Perspective,” in Being Jewish in 21st-Century Germany, eds. Fireberg and Glöckner, 117-28.] 

1. Israeli teenagers (14–18 years old) who tend to use other social media platforms, such as Instagram or TikTok 	Comment by Editor: What about Israelis who are on/use Facebook but simply have no motivation to join a group of this nature?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: You are right, but I believe they are rare.. Most Israelis in Berlin are using Facebook (and lately Instagram) to communicate.	Comment by Editor: Ok! ☺️
2. Israelis who dislike Facebook and do not use it at all
Those two groups are not included in the research survey or the interviews.
Over the last decade, migration and integration issues have become core topics of discussion among politicians, scientists, and social researchers. This affects the expansion of research studies on various issues related to migration and integration, and the development of appropriate research methods for these phenomena. Definitional paradigmatic and methodological issues continue to be raised when researchers write about mixed methods.[footnoteRef:21] Mixed methods (i.e., pairings of qualitative and quantitative strategies) are used to enrich the understanding of an experience or issue through the confirmation of conclusions, the expansion of knowledge, or by initiating new ways of viewing the subject of the research. When combining the benefits of both qualitative and quantitative approaches to research, mixed-method researchers often claim the greater validity of their results as a reason for their methodological choices.[footnoteRef:22]  [21:  Mark Earley, “Developing a Syllabus for a Mixed-Methods Research Course,” International Journal of Social Research Methodology 10 (2008): 145-162. 10.1080/13645570701334118.]  [22:  Huey Chen, “A theory-driven evaluation perspective on mixed methods research,” Mid-South Educational Research Association 13 (2006): 75-83.] 

This study combines both quantitative and qualitative methods.[footnoteRef:23] While quantitative methods (surveys, descriptive statistics, regressions) are necessary for analyzing macro and micro-level data (for example, demographic aspects of migration flows, stocks, number and percentage of emigrants and immigrants, causes of migration, etc.), a qualitative approach can be a valuable strategy for exploring migrants’ lives.[footnoteRef:24] The results of these two approaches present several conclusions and prove to be particularly effective in immigration studies, as they allow the qualitative tools, such as interviews, to be more focused on the questions that quantitative methods, such as surveys, uncover. Some qualitative techniques (including a biographical method with variants such as life history and life course method, open interviews, and participant observation) have become increasingly popular in this field. Interestingly, and with great relevance to this thesis, these methods were first used for the research of migration and the study of Polish peasants in Europe and America.	Comment by Editor: Why is this interesting? Be explicit: is it because of the link to your own research?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: yes [23:  Pat Bazeley, “Issues in Mixing Qualitative and Quantitative Approaches to Research,” in Applying qualitative methods to marketing management research, ed. EDITORS (PLACE: PUBLISHER, DATE) 141-156. ]  [24:  Andy Scerri & Paul James, “Accounting for sustainability: Combining qualitative and quantitative research in developing ‘indicators’ of sustainability,” International Journal of Social Research Methodology 13 (2010): 41-53. DOI 10.1080/13645570902864145.] 

The quantitative method used in this thesis involves a questionnaire delivered online via social media to targeted groups of Israelis living in Berlin, while the qualitative research method involves interviews with Israeli immigrants residing in the city. The interviews were conducted after the initial results of the survey had been received. 
In addition, the thesis will include a thorough review of the literature, focusing on several key topics. Firstly, it will examine the motivations behind Israeli migration to Berlin. Secondly, it will delve into the dynamics of the Jewish community in Berlin. Thirdly, the research will explore the 2011 influx of immigrants to Germany, seen by many as a response to the high cost of living in Israel. Finally, the study will analyze the increase in antisemitism within Germany, with a specific emphasis on Berlin, utilizing recent data such as newspaper articles and statistical information from the last five years.
[bookmark: _Toc173136234]1.5 The research process	Comment by Editor: You might wish to consider combining this with the "methodology" section above	Comment by Editor: [marking this comment as “resolved”; you can act on this suggestion at a later point if you wish ☺️ ]
Surveys

The survey is the main research method used in this thesis.[footnoteRef:25] A total of 183 questionnaires were completed by Israeli Jews living in Berlin. Seven questionnaires were partially filled in and were therefore not used. The questions focus on the motives behind the Israelis’ immigration to Berlin and the effect of antisemitism on them. The survey was written and answered in Hebrew to achieve better communication with the respondents and distributed via social media groups on Facebook. As of July 2020, there are more than twenty-three Facebook groups for Israelis in Berlin.[footnoteRef:26] The groups differ in terms of their membership, focal topic, or area of interest, and in terms of whether they are a closed group that usually requires proof of an address in Berlin or an open, public group. These groups apparently represent a significant percentage of over 85% of the Israelis currently living in Berlin. For example, the largest Facebook group, “Israelis in Berlin,” is a closed group that includes sub-groups of almost 25,000 members (as of July 2020). Smaller numbers are found in many other groups, including “Israeli Students in Berlin,” “Israeli Renters in Berlin,” “Israeli Business in Berlin” and more. 	Comment by Editor: What is this percentage? It would be useful to reiterate here the (approximate) total number of Israelis in Berlin - otherwise just saying that the group has almost 25,000 members is left without context	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://www.neaman.org.il/Files/Israelis%20in%20Berlin%20%E2%80%93%20A%20community%20in%20the%20making.pdf	Comment by יוסי פניאס: שטאובר, יהושע, פוגל, מוטיוזילברמן, מיכל. 2017. ישראלים בברלין : קהילה בהתהוות. ראשון לציון: משכל.	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I have only the Hebrew version.. Do you suggest translating it to English?	Comment by Editor: You mean the file is only available in Hebrew? Then there’s no need to translate it into English, just mark it as being in Hebrew when you cite it [25:  The survey (translated to English) is detailed in Appendix 1.]  [26:  The full list of the Facebook groups is detailed in Appendix 2.] 

Although Facebook is the dominant social network among Israelis in Berlin, some Israelis in the city were not exposed to the distribution of the survey as they do not use Facebook regularly or at all. This may be due to religious or political reasons, or it may include a more mature demographic that prefers to use other methods of communication such as email, or simply just a lack of interest. 	Comment by Editor: Or simply a lack of interest?
The survey focuses on different age groups and was answered by people between 24 and 47 years old. As part of the mixed method, interviews were also conducted among this age group (25–49) to achieve a better correlation with the analysis of the data and to allow for a deeper understanding of the whole picture. Two age groups were not included in the research: those under 24 and those above 49 years of age. Due to this, the representation depiction of the Israelis in Berlin is not a complete representation of all Israeli immigrants. Nonetheless, the selected age group (24–49) represents a significant portion of the Israeli immigrants in the city.	Comment by Editor: Does it, though? It only covers a 20-year span. This is a slightly vulnerable point: explain why you omitted the age groups.	Comment by Editor: [marking this comment as resolved as a new para has been added]
Individuals between the ages of 24 and 29 often represent the dominant age group for immigration due to a variety of factors. During this phase of life, many of these individuals have completed their education and are exploring opportunities to establish their careers or pursue further studies abroad. This age range typically signifies a period of transition and independence, where individuals are more open to new experiences and challenges. Additionally, individuals in this age group may be seeking better economic prospects, enhanced quality of life, or simply a change of scenery to broaden their perspectives and cultural horizons.
The survey was generated in Google Forms and all of the data collected were exported to Excel for summary and presentation. SPSS (version 14.0) was also used to find correlations between the different answers. The breakdown of demographic data for the survey respondents (age, gender, etc.) is detailed in Appendix 3.

Interviews
As a supplement to the survey, ten Israelis who live in Berlin were interviewed in Hebrew. All the interviewees were asked to take part in the interview free of charge, and none of them completed the survey that was sent via Facebook. All of the interviewees were asked the same guided questions, and the answers were transcribed in Microsoft Word. The relevant quotes used in this study were translated from Hebrew to English by the author. Due to the COVID-19 quarantine restrictions in both Israel and Germany, the interviews were conducted via Zoom and similar video conferencing software. 
The interviewees selected are from different age groups, family statuses, and employment areas.[footnoteRef:27] All the interviewees are Jewish Israelis who were born in Israel and lived there until they immigrated to Berlin. All of them speak Hebrew as their first language. Six of the interviewees are male, and four are female. The interviewees’ ages range from 25 (the youngest) to 49 (the oldest), and they come from various backgrounds and socioeconomic statuses. These interviewees represent only a partial spectrum of the general Israeli population in Berlin, as they do not encompass age groups under 24 years old or over 50 years old. However, the age group interviewed is the largest in terms of Israeli immigrants in Berlin. All the interviewees have academic degrees, hold a BA, an MA, and or a Ph.D., and are all currently living in Berlin. 	Comment by Editor: "appears to be" in what sense? Is this from Facebook? If so, wouldn't you expect it to be the biggest age group there?	Comment by Editor: [marked as resolved] [27:  FIRST NAME Guba and FIRST NAME Lincoln, “Competing paradigms in qualitative research,” Handbook of qualitative research, eds. FIRST NAME Denzin and FIRST NAME Lincoln (Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, 1994), 105-117. ] 


All of the interviewees asked to remain anonymous, and their names are stated as initials only:

1. E.B. – 43 years old, married, has three children, arrived in Berlin in 2010, and works as a university professor. 
2. A.B. – 40 years old, married, has three children, arrived in Berlin in 2010, and works as a doctor in a hospital.
3. B.H. – 28 years old, single, arrived in Berlin in 2015 after living in Hamburg for one year, is studying for an MA in philosophy, and works part-time at a real estate company.
4. S.R. – 31 years old, single, arrived in Berlin in 2014, and works as a designer.
5. Y.C. – 37 years old, divorced, arrived in Berlin in 2018, and works as a software programmer.
6. L.G. – 25 years old, single, arrived in Berlin in 2019, is studying their first year of a political science MA degree, and is unemployed.
7. K.A. – 49 years old, married, arrived in Berlin in 2014, working partially as a software programmer and a real-estate mediator in an Israeli company that invests in Berlin. 
8. N.T. – 30 years old, single, arrived in Berlin in 2017, is studying for a Ph.D. in veterinary science. 
9. A.H. – 34 years old, married, arrived in Berlin in 2014, and is unemployed.
10. L.W. – 29 years old, single, arrived in Berlin in 2015, works as a tourist guide for Israeli visitors in Berlin.
This study used a systematic process of analyzing the qualitative material, resulting in two major final outputs:	Comment by Editor: This sentence isn't 100% clear to me - I've made a suggestion for clarity, but do check it aligns with your desired meaning ☺️
· Statistical analysis of the data to retrieve coherent findings regarding the research questions. 
· Computerized statistical evaluation of the survey results to identify themes that appear in the results of the survey.[footnoteRef:28] [28:  David Morgan, “Practical Strategies for Combining Qualitative and Quantitative Methods: Applications to Health Research,” Qualitative Health Research 8 (1998): 362-76. 10.1177/104973239800800307.] 

The results of the research from the combined method attempt to paint an accurate picture of the way in which rising antisemitism impacts the motivations of Israeli expats in Berlin to return to Israel. This will provide a direct answer to the research questions. 







[bookmark: _Toc58675809][bookmark: _Toc100392373][bookmark: _Toc173136235][bookmark: _Toc31316119]2. Literature review
[bookmark: _Toc173136236]2.1 Migration: history and trends
Immigration continues to be one of the most importanta key political issues in Europe. For many voters, immigration is one of the most pressing challenges facing their country, and “far-right” groups opposed to immigration continue to gain support in many areas. This topic takes on a heightened significance when it comes to the issue of Muslim immigration, which is currently on the agenda in many European countries.[footnoteRef:29]  With a high rate of economic migration to many Western European countries, and ongoing pressure to accept refugees and asylum seekers from war zones around the world, this issue is not expected to become any less important in the foreseeable future.[footnoteRef:30] [29:  Victoria Esses and Joshua Wright. “Immigration,” in The SAGE Encyclopedia of Political Behavior, edited by Fathali M. Moghaddam (PLACE: PUBLISHER, 2017), 1-3.]  [30:  Esses and Wright, “Immigration,” 3-4.] 

Moving from one place to another to bring about an improvement in one’s standard of living or to obtain new opportunities has existed for hundreds and thousands of years. Towards the end of the 20th century and the beginning of the 21st century, the phenomenon of immigration has been characterized by contours that differ in certain respects from its previous incarnation. It has even been given a new name that focuses on the identity of the immigrant: trans-nationalism.[footnoteRef:31] [31:  Esses and Wright, “Immigration,” 3-4] 

 	The ability of a person to seek a different destiny for themselves is seen as a factor that leads to increased immigration throughout the entire world. Of course, it is possible to identify a broader trend of immigrants coming from developing nations to Western countries.[footnoteRef:32] According to this description, immigration is explained as a dynamic process in which immigrants maintain a significant connection with their homeland while undergoing assimilation processes in the country of immigration. Thus, immigrants remain in contact with the ethnic group to which they belonged in their country of origin, with the same ethnic group scattered across other parts of the world, as well as with the host population in the country of destination. This is supported by the development of the media, especially the Internet.[footnoteRef:33] 	Comment by Editor: "third-world" isn't really a PC term in English anymore - consider "developing nations" or "emerging economies" instead [32:  Esses and Wright, “Immigration,” 3-4]  [33:   THIS REFERENCE IS BLANK] 

Host countries’ openness towards immigrants without a requirement for their assimilation has resulted in an extraordinary opportunity for people to try and improve their economic standard of living or tap into new professional opportunities in the host countries. Various immigrants are looking for opportunities to support themselves and their family members in a place that will allow them to do so.[footnoteRef:34] [34:  Michael Fix and Jefferey Passel. “Immigration and immigrants – Setting the record straight.” 2022. Urban Institute. https://webarchive.urban.org/publications/305184.html, 9-10.] 

[bookmark: _Toc173136237]2.2 Migration of Israeli Jews from Israel	Comment by Editor: You actually start talking about Israeli migration here, so I've moved this heading up a bit
[bookmark: _Toc173136238]2.2.1 General background of Israeli migration	Comment by Editor: I've added various subheadings as this section is really, really long without them
There is disagreement among researchers as to how to define Israelis in the various countries to which they have emigrated. In any event, this also has an effect onaffects the estimation of the number of Israelis currently living outside the State of Israel. The narrowest definition is that Israeli immigrants are Israeli citizens who lived in Israel in the past only, and/or were born in Israel. Broader definitions also include the third-generation descendants of Israelis who immigrated, as well as Jewish citizens who hold Israeli citizenship and feel a deep connection to Israel even though they have never lived there.[footnoteRef:35]  [35:  Fix and Passel, “Immigration and immigrants,” 9-10.] 

The Israeli Central Bureau of Statistics (CBS) defines an immigrant as a citizen who lived in Israel for at least several months and then left for more than a year. This approach is based on the UN definitions: “An international immigrant is any person who changes the country used for his or her habitual residence. A long-term immigrant is a person who moves to a country that is not used for their normal residence, for a period of time of a year or more. This type of migration is one that expresses a move that is considered more significant in terms of the individual’s life sequence.”[footnoteRef:36]	Comment by Editor: Is this the Israeli Central Bureau? If so, I'd make this clear [36:  Fix and Passel, “Immigration and immigrants,” 14-15.] 

Migration from the country of origin to the country of destination in order to bring about an improvement in the standard of living has also led hundreds of thousands of Israelis to immigrate to richer countries throughout the existence of the State of Israel. Although emigration from Israel is characterized by certain phenomena that are unique to immigration from Israel, such as the security situation in Israel and the relatively negative attitude of its society towards immigrants, the overarching phenomenon of migration itself is not unusual.[footnoteRef:37]  [37:  Fix and Passel, “Immigration and immigrants,” 14-15.] 

The preferred destination country to which many Israelis have immigrated over the years is without doubt, without doubt, the USA, with more than 500,000 Israeli emigrants,[footnoteRef:38], . The USAwhich is seen as both richer and more advanced and as providing many and varied opportunities. Israel is considered a country of emigrants due to the fact that the USA receives Jewish immigrants from many countries. This led to the theory of the melting potmelting pot theory, for example, a concept according to which the country is a collection of different immigrants from all over the world.[footnoteRef:39]	Comment by Editor: I’ve highlighted the reference for this in blue (and haven’t formatted it) - it seems to be a general information page for the Israeli American Council, rather than providing information to back up this figure?	Comment by Editor: This sentence wasn’t 100% clear - please check that my rewriting makes sense ☺️ [38:  https://www.israeliamerican.org/national/history-of-iac, last accessed 10 August 2024]  [39:  Fix and Passel, “Immigration and immigrants,” 14-15.] 

According to the cumulative migration balances and the definitions of the Central Bureau of Statistics, from the establishment of the state until the end of 2017, about 732,000 Israelis left the country and stayed abroad for a year or more. However, this estimate also includes those who died abroad.[footnoteRef:40]	Comment by Editor: This section is quite unclear - please check that my rewriting aligns with your intention ☺️ [40:  Semyonov Moshe and Anastasia Gorodzeisky, “Israel: An immigrant society,” in International Perspectives. Integration and Inclusion, eds. J. Frideres and J. Biles, PAGES (PLACE: PUBLISHER, 2018), 1-4.] 

According to the mortality rates issued by the Central Bureau of Statistics, the number of Israelis who died abroad is estimated to be between 133,000 and 171,000, so the estimate of the number of Israelis resident abroad at the end of 2017 ranges between 561,000 and 599,000. It is important to note that this estimate does not include children born abroad to Israelis residing there.[footnoteRef:41] [41:  Semyonov and Gorodzeisky, “Israel: An immigrant society,” 1-4.] 

The definition of immigrants used by the Central Bureau of Statistics is problematic in two extreme cases. Firstly, there are new immigrants who decided to leave Israel after a few months or years. These include, for example, immigrants from Commonwealth of Nations countries who, after a short period of time in Israel, immigrated to other countries. In the second case, these are Israelis who stay abroad for a few years, after which they return to Israel. They include people such as academics or workers in the high-tech industry.[footnoteRef:42]  [42:  Semyonov and Gorodzeisky, “Israel: An immigrant society,” 3-4.] 

As mentioned, these populations are also included in the migration numbers provided by the Central Bureau of Statistics. The numbers, therefore, are not able to tell us the story in its entirety, although it is clear that there is a clear trend of migration at the macro level.[footnoteRef:43] [43:  Semyonov and Gorodzeisky, “Israel: An immigrant society,” 7-9.] 

One particularly important index that must be considered in the discourse dealing with leaving the country is the “migration balance,” that is, the difference between the number of Israelis leaving for a stay of one year or more abroad and the number of Israelis who returned after a one-year stay. Another important definition of the Central Bureau of Statistics is the “migration balance rate,” which is the migration rate in a certain year divided by the total average population in Israel in that year.[footnoteRef:44] [44:  Semyonov and Gorodzeisky, “Israel: An immigrant society,” 7-9.] 

This figure enables a comparison to be made between populations of different sizes and enhances the quality of the comparison between the phenomenon of emigration from Israel today and the phenomenon in the past, as well as between Israel and other countries.[footnoteRef:45] [45:  Semyonov and Gorodzeisky, “Israel: An immigrant society,” 7-9.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk154335105]The migration balance for Israel in 2017 was negative and stood at 5,800 Israelis. This is the lowest migration balance observed in Israel since 2010. For comparison, in 2001 and 2002, the migration balance was about 19,000 per year. Since 2008, the migration balance is no longer in double digits for the first time since the early 1990s. As the migration balances are numerical data and not a relative amount in percentages, the significant decrease in the migration balance is further intensified due to the increase in the Israeli population from 4.6 million in 1990 to 8.7 million in 2017.	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Regarding the footnotes, I remember that according to CHICAGO you should write Ibid wherever the citation repeats it self.	Comment by Editor: ‘ibid’ was only acceptable for an old version of Chicago not commonly used anymore. The latest (17th) edition of Chicago explicitly states that the use of “ibid” is not encouraged (see, e.g., https://libguides.up.edu/chicago/short_form). Instead, a shortened version of the citation is used with just the author name, title + pages - as I’ve done here
[bookmark: _Hlk154335112]Migration patterns to and from Israel are tightly intertwined with cultural factors. Emigration from Israel is referred to as “descent,” as opposed to “aliyah” which expresses the return to the Land of Israel throughout the generations. The concepts of “ascent and descent” in relation to the Land of Israel were mentioned for the first time in the stories of Abraham: “And there was a famine in the land; and Abram went down from Egypt to live there, because the evil was heavy.”[footnoteRef:46] And also: “And Abram went out of Egypt, he and his wife and all who belonged to him, and Lot went with him 17 years ago into the Negev.” Several generations later, when the sons of Jacob came from Egypt to the Land of Israel in order to bury their father, they were called “immigrants.”[footnoteRef:47] 	Comment by Editor: Cite this	Comment by יוסי פניאס: 	Comment by Editor: Thank you (NB that citations go *after* the punctuation mark)	Comment by Editor: Please cite this. 	Comment by Editor: This citation still appears to be missing?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Stowe, David W. 2016. Song of Exile : The Enduring Mystery of Psalm 137. New York: Oxford University Press.

Pp 191	Comment by Editor: Cite this [46: Avi Beker, “The Forgotten Narrative: Jewish Refugees From Arab Countries,” Jewish Political Studies Review 17 no.3/4 (2005): 3–19..]  [47:  Lilac Lev Ari and Uzi Rebhun, American Israelis: Migration, Transnationalism, and Diasporic Identity (PLACE: PUBLISHER, DATE), 24-28.] 

Later, this terminology took on the meaning of spiritual ascension. It is used this way in literature and in sayings such as “the land of Israel is higher” and “everything ascends to the land of Israel.”. In short, the process of emigration from Israel has deep roots. Even in bygone times, people moved from place to place in order to support themselves and to try their luck elsewhere.[footnoteRef:48] [48:  Lev Ari and Rebhun, American Israelis, 24-28.] 

The migration of Jews from Israel to other countries is not a new phenomenon: Even before the State of Israel was established in 1948, many Jews left what they called Eretz Yisrael (The Land of Israel) when it was still under Ottoman rule  and during the period of the British mandate. ,  Those who left before the establishment of the state were mainly new immigrants who faced great difficulties in acclimatizing themselves to the challenging conditions prevailing in those times. Still, members of the Old Yishuv  of both Ashkenazi and Sephardi descent whose families had lived in the area for generations also contended with economic hardships, which may have been a significant motivation for leaving.  However, from the establishment of the State of Israel in 1948 until the beginning of the twenty-first century, the numbers of Jews who migrated overseas were generally insignificant, ranging. They ranged between 0.3 and 0.6 % of the population.  
The Zionist movement adopted a term that sees all Jews immigrating to Israel as “immigrants” who fulfill a lofty goal, and every emigrant from it as a “descendent,” who leaves and abandons the Zionist vision, one of whose main goals is Jewish immigration and kibbitzing. Former President Chaim Herzog said in 1984 that “the descent is an expression, as a rule, of society’s treatment of the ill that grieves us. This fact does not pertain to an internal Israeli view, which can see some of the descendants as expressing the opposition to the Zionist act of immigrating to Israel. This fact expresses that an intrinsic aspect of the concept is that those coming from Israel are those who express anti-Zionist action and those who oppose the concept of the flourishing of the state and its institutions.”[footnoteRef:49]	Comment by Editor: This section isn’t 100% clear to me, possibly because of the term “immigrant” (which is just what we’d say in English). If these relate to specific Hebrew terms, could you add them in brackets? [49:  Lev Ari and Rebhun, American Israelis, 24-28] 

	
	According to current estimates, approximately 7 to 8 % of Israelis reside abroad.[footnoteRef:50] Compared with other states, this is not an unusual percentage. However, the ideological and social implications of Jewish emigration as perceived in Israeli society have made this subject the focus of highly emotional controversy. Those who leave are termed Yordim, meaning those who “go down,” which contrasts starkly with the opposite term Olim, those who rise or ascend, which is given to those who migrate to the country. Nevertheless, it is possible that in recent years, in line with trends of Israelis immigrating to other countries, such as the US, Australia, and the UK, attitudes may have changed toward immigrants and those leaving the country.[footnoteRef:51],[footnoteRef:52]	Comment by Editor: This sounds quite vague - I'd be tempted to qualify this more for the Israeli situation [50:  Yair, Love is not Praktish, 108-119. ]  [51:  David Harris Brent, “Beyond Guilt and Stigma: Changing Attitudes among Israeli Migrants in Canada,” International Migration 53, 6 (2012) DOI:10.1111/j.1468-2435.2011.00732.x]  [52:  Della Pergola, Jewish Demographic Policies, 127.] 

Emigration from Israel, therefore, is viewed as something extremely negative, with many seeing emigrants as a factor that undermines Israeli resilience, harms the demographic struggle, and weakens a society that faces countless external challenges. Menachem Begin has calculated the seriousness of the problem in the military context: “Since the establishment of the state, we have lost four divisions and twelve brigades as a result of a decline.”[footnoteRef:53] [53:  Semyonov and Gorodzeiskey, “Israel: an immigrant society,” 3-6.] 


While Israel’'s overall emigration figures are relatively low, the impact is more significant among the highly educated population. Similarly, examining the total tax burden relative to GDP does n'ot fully capture the situation for this demographic group.
From 1995 to 2017, Israel'’s tax burden decreased from 35.4% to 32.7% of GDP, while the OECD average increased from 33.1% to 34.2%. However, the tax burden distribution in Israel is notably skewed. In 2011, the top two income deciles in Israel paid almost two-thirds of the total income tax and national insurance payments, compared to only half in OECD countries. This disparity becomes even more pronounced when considering income tax alone.
Israel’'s high income inequality means that, in 2017, half of the population did n'ot reach the lowest tax bracket and paid no income tax. In contrast, the top two deciles contributed 92% of Israel’'s total income tax, significantly higher than the 83% paid by the top two deciles in the US. The gap is even more striking when considered as a percentage of GDP: 10.7% in Israel versus 6.6% in the US.
To put this in perspective, an average earner in Israel’'s ninth income decile ($62,500 annually in 2017) would have been in the seventh decile in the US in 2015, indicating lower overall wages in Israel.
The primary factor affecting wages is labor productivity, measured as GDP per working hour. While the highest productivity does n'ot always guarantee the highest wages (as seen in Ireland), countries with low productivity generally have low average wages. The correlation coefficient between labor productivity and average wages in OECD countries is 0.87. Israel’'s labor productivity is lower than that of most OECD countries, resulting in lower average wages.
While Israel’s high-tech sector is one of the leaders in the developed world, the country is flooded with people with relatively low levels of knowledge and skill: The average reading, writing and quantitative thinking abilities among Israelis between the ages of 16 and 64 are among the lowest in the developed world.[footnoteRef:54]. When it comes to Israel’s transportation infrastructure, the number of vehicles per kilometer of road is almost three times higher than the average small European country (Denmark, Belgium, the Netherlands, and Switzerland), even though the number of vehicles per capita in Israel is 40% lower than the mean in these countries.[footnoteRef:55]	Comment by Editor: Can you cite this? [54:   OECD, “OECD Reviews of Health Care Quality: Israel 2012 – Raising Standards” (Paris, 2012), 164.]  [55:  Ori Altman, Immigration from Israel: problem or opportunity? (PLACE: PUBLISHER, 2019), 3-6.] 

Israeli bureaucracy is one of the most oppressive among developed countries[footnoteRef:56] and is a significant obstacle to doing business. Even more problematic is the direction in which the State of Israel is moving. The congestion on its roads, which equaled the average of small European countries in 1970, has increased more than fivefold since then. Almost a fifth of the children in Israel attend ultra-orthodox schools, with the vast majority of boys not studying core subjects beyond the eighth grade.[footnoteRef:57] In addition to ultra-Orthodox and Arab children, there is also an extensive periphery – geographically and socially – where many non-Orthodox Jews receive an inferior level of education. In other words, about half of Israel’s children, those who mainly belong to the most rapidly growing parts of the population, receive an education at a much lower level than is common in the developed world.[footnoteRef:58]	Comment by Editor: Again, a citation here would be helpful	Comment by Editor: This isn't really a direction taken by the State of Israel per se but their parents - I'd put this as a start of a new paragraph.	Comment by Editor: [marking as resolved - you can nevertheless make this change if you like!] [56:   OECD, “OECD Reviews of Health Care Quality,” 149]  [57:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 3-6.]  [58:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 3-6 ] 

Not only is labor productivity low in Israel, but the average annual growth rate of labor productivity since 1974 is almost half a percentage point lower than that of the 7 countries whichthat lead the developed world (inset diagram in diagram 6). 
[image: ]
Figure 1: Labor Productivity, 1970–2017 
The cumulative effect of this gap in the rate of growthgrowth rate is expressed in the gap in labor productivity that, which has increased more than threefold since 1974 (diagram 6). As the gap between the wages that the educated Israelis can afford earn increases, the greater the incentive to leave the country.[footnoteRef:59] [59:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 10-14.] 

 	In addition to the incentive to emigrate due to labor productivity in Israel – and its accompanying effects on wages – which is falling further and further behind (in relative terms) the leading countries, the cost of living also makes life in the country increasingly difficult. The price of the consumption basket of an average household in Israel is 28% higher than the price in the USA and 66% higher than the OECD average.
In this context, one of the biggest concerns of young Israeli families is housing prices. The number of years that an Israeli must work in order to purchase an apartment is unusually high compared to other developed countries. Dividing the median apartment price by the median annual disposable income of a family gives an idea of ​​how hard it is to purchase an apartment in Israel. Two cities in Israel, Tel Aviv and Jerusalem, are among the five most expensive cities in the developed world in terms of housing.[footnoteRef:60] Since wages vary significantly with education, wage gaps between countries are affected by differences in education levels within countries.[footnoteRef:61] 	Comment by Editor: It would be helpful to see examples of these figures to back up your argument	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I don’t think it’s an argument.. It is quite common knowledge that the housing prices in Israel are crazy ☺️	Comment by Editor: This would depend on your readership - are they all Israeli (including your potential examiners)? In this sense, it’s a point you’re making - and what’s common knowledge to you might be new information to someone else. 	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: This comment was more to say that only people with contact with the Israeli housing market would be aware of this point. Figures may be useful to show this to those unfamiliar with it. I am in the UK and had no idea that the cost of housing in Israel was so high—I just Googled it now. 	Comment by Editor: Cite this	Comment by Editor: Can you find a more reliable source than the news article linked? I’d suggest looking for the actual report on which the article was based (it’s mentioned in the first paragraph)	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://fred.stlouisfed.org/series/QILR628BIS	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://www.taubcenter.org.il/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/housingprices2018en.pdf [60:  Taub Center, “Rising Housing Prices and Their Impact on Households’ Ability to Purchase a Home” (Jerusalem, 2018). https://www.taubcenter.org.il/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/housingprices2018en.pdf.]  [61:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 3-6.] 

This is illustrated by the wage gap between the United States and Israel. While the wage gap between high school graduates in the US and Israel is 22% greater than the gap between those who did not graduate high school in the two countries, the wage gap between those with a first-class degree is 95% greater –  and the wage gap between those with a master’s degree or higher is 150% larger. In other words, the gap between the United States and Israel in terms of a person’s ability to consume and save increases with their educational level. In turn, this is a clear incentive for the most educated to emigrate from Israel.[footnoteRef:62] [62:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 15-18.] 

Not only is the net outflow increasing: , but a closer examination of the high departure rates of academics suggests an even more striking situation. The higher the quality of the higher education institution, the higher the emigration rate of its graduates.[footnoteRef:63] Teaching colleges are at the bottom of the academic ladder in Israel. The average psychometric score of the students in teaching colleges was 487 in 2015, below more than 60% of all examinees. The average psychometric score of students in the general colleges was 523 in the same year, 7% more than the average score of the students at teaching colleges.[footnoteRef:64] The highest psychometric scores were among university students, with an average of 623, which is 19% higher than the average score of college students. Among the academics in the fields of social sciences and the humanities, 1.8% of the graduates of the teaching colleges left Israel. The emigration rate rises to 4.1% among the graduates of the general colleges and to 6.7% among university graduates of the social sciences and the humanities.[footnoteRef:65] 	Comment by Editor: Can you cite this?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://shoresh.institute/archive.php?f=research-paper-heb-emigration.pdf	Comment by Editor: The link provided for this reference brings up an error page at my side, so I haven’t formatted the citation (as I don’t have the necessary information) [63:  https://shoresh.institute/archive.php?f=research-paper-heb-emigration.pdf]  [64:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 15-18. ]  [65:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 15-18.] 

Israel’s economic engine is fed mainly by the technical fields, which highlights the challenge created by the emigration rates among STEM graduates. A larger share of science and engineering degree holders from general colleges (these fields of study are not taught in teaching colleges) emigrated from Israel (5.2%) compared to the proportion of emigrants with a degree in the social sciences and humanities (4.1%). The highest rate of emigration of those with a degree in science and engineering (9.2%) is among university graduates, and yet these are the most essential people for the future of the Israeli economy.	Comment by Editor: Can you cite this, too?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: 0 Cohen, Y. (2011). Israeli-born emigrants: Size, destinations and selectivity. International Journal of Comparative Sociology, 52(1-2), 45-62. Retrieved from: https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/0020715210379430?casa_token=5JMnJw9b1zQAAAAA:Rry_NicZGzOZIxhRD79fJmo6re_nNli0HosafAEXfjxMX2nOCldU9bvHXbGsf2UMR3TfgVmtWefPA 	Comment by יוסי פניאס: 	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://www.izs.org.il/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/%D7%90%D7%95%D7%A8%D7%99-%D7%90%D7%9C%D7%98%D7%9E%D7%9F-%D7%94%D7%92%D7%99%D7%A8%D7%94-%D7%9E%D7%99%D7%A9%D7%A8%D7%90%D7%9C-%D7%91%D7%A2%D7%99%D7%94-%D7%90%D7%95-%D7%94%D7%96%D7%93%D7%9E%D7%A0%D7%95%D7%AA-2.pdf	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Pp 38	Comment by Editor: It’s not clear which of these citations you’ve provided applies to which piece of data, so I haven’t added them as footnotes yet	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: Please ensure to add the correct footnote. 
The number of medical degree graduates (as a percentage of the population) in Israel was the lowest of all OECD countries in 2016. The severe lack of national resources directed to the training of doctors in Israel led to a jump in the share of Israelis studying medicine abroad. A decade ago, in 2008, the number of Israelis who received a degree in medicine abroad was about 37% of all Israelis who received a medical degree in Israel. In the years up to 2017, this share rose to 52%. When so many Israelis study medicine abroad, it is not surprising that many of them choose to live and practice the profession abroad after completing their studies.[footnoteRef:66] [66:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 15-18.] 

Out of all the doctors in the United States, for example, Israeli clinicians are in fourth place in terms of country of origin. But while the population aged 25 and over (from which the doctors come) stands at 45.7 million in the United Kingdom, 26.0 million in Canada, and 65.7 million in Mexico (the only three countries with more doctors in the US than Israel), the population aged 25 and over in Israel was only 4.8 million, orders of magnitude lower than the other countries. In fact, the total number of Israeli doctors in OECD countries outside of Israel constituted 9.8% of all doctors in Israel in 2006; . This share rose to 14% by 2016, one of the results of the low number of medical graduates in Israel and the growing number of doctors.[footnoteRef:67] [67:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 15-18.] 

As Israeli doctors move abroad, this leads to a significant aging of the doctors in Israel (Ben-David, 2019). From 2014 to 2017, the share of doctors under the age of 35 in the OECD countries was 16% (a third higher than in Israel, 12%). At the other end of the age spectrum, only 7% of the doctors in the OECD were between the ages of 65 and 74 compared to 16% of the doctors in Israel. While there are almost no doctors aged 75 or older practicing in the OECD (only 1%), 10% of all doctors in Israel are at least 72 years old.
As labor productivity in Israel is falling behind (in relative terms) the leading developed countries, as the burden of income tax falls more and more on the most educated parts of the population, and as prices in Israel are higher relative to other developed countries, Israel’s ability to keep its most skilled workers is diminishing. While the overall rates of emigration from Israel are still relatively low, the proportion of those departing from the most educated sections of society – those essential to maintaining Israel’s position in the developed world – is not without consequence.[footnoteRef:68]  [68:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 14-19.] 

The departure rate of those with the highest level of education, out of those who still remain in Israel, has already reached double-digit percentages. In light of the scope, depth, and trends of immigration from Israel, a serious solution to the problem requires much more than the ineffective measures, focused on symptomatic treatment, that have been taken so far.[footnoteRef:69] [69:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 14-19.] 

To achieve this, a turnaround is required in the national priorities that determine the state’s budgetary agenda. Providing the necessary tools (for example, education) and the necessary conditions (for example, infrastructure) to much larger parts of the population will not only lower the country’s poverty rates, which are among the highest in the developed world, but will also increase its economic growth rate. Maximizing the potential of much larger segments of the Israeli population will increase productivity, allow the national economic engine to run with more of its existing cylinders, and will take the entire economy to a new level and a much steeper growth path.[footnoteRef:70] In turn, this will not only keep the Israelis in the country, but may even begin to attract back those who left. [70:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 14-19.] 


2.2.2. Changes in Israeli migration in recent years
Starting from the 1980s, and especially in the last twenty years, it is possible to notice a change in the attitude of society in Israel towards the “descendaents,”  a change that is expressed first of all in the change of terminology. It is no longer about those who come down but those who leave, as emigrants or those who have relocated, a term that expresses the assimilation of global terms into the Israeli discourse.[footnoteRef:71] [71:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 14-19.] 

Among parts of Israeli society, the increase in the emigration of a young population is accompanied by a new perception that the “decline” is the realization of the individual’s right to take care of their own well-being. This concept was the harbinger of a deeper change in Israeli society which was reflected in the tendency towards individualism and the weakening of the commitment to the values ​​of Zionism.[footnoteRef:72]  [72:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 14-19. ] 

This viewpoint is assisted by the fact that many years have passed, relatively speaking, since the establishment of the state, and therefore the dimension of the importance of the aliya has decreased, certainly in relation to the trend that existed in the past.[footnoteRef:73] [73:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 2-3.] 

In recent years, this trend has intensified: Israeli websites feature advertisements or offers for services to ease the process of leaving and, of course, articles glorifying Israelis who have succeeded overseas and are a source of Israeli pride. Some have claimed that emigration from Israel is proof of the success of Zionism, with the legitimacy given to migration indicating that Israel has become a normal country and emigration from Israel to other Western countries benefits all other countries. Improving one’s economic status or self-realization in the fields of academia and culture has become a possibility equivalent to that of people living in other nations. Emigration from Israel sits within a broader worldwide trend, and being a worldwide trend is what led to the perception of it as kosher, that is, the perception that it is permissible.[footnoteRef:74] [74:  Altman, Immigration from Israel, 4-6.] 

The turbulent political landscape in Israel over the past decade has dramatically reshaped migration patterns, propelling a growing number of Israelis to seek refuge in unexpected havens like Berlin, where they hope to escape the mounting pressures and uncertainties of their homeland’'s shifting policies and social dynamics.. This phenomenon increased in the late 1980s in the throes of globalization and the signing of the peace agreements in 1993 with Arab countries (Egypt and Jordan).[footnoteRef:75] These agreements led to the lifting of the Arab boycott over the trade relations of many countries in the world with the State of Israel and opened the Israeli economy to the international economy. As a result, multinational companies flowed into Israel, and Israeli companies entered international markets. This two-way movement affected the employment patterns of many Israelis, especially highly skilled workers, whose employment required international mobility even in the long term.[footnoteRef:76]	Comment by Editor: I’m not 100% sure how this sentence relates to the subsequent paragraph - you don’t actually make mention of any of these researchers there. I’d suggest deleting it and replacing with a different intro sentence instead, possibly one that emphasises the impact of the political situation on migration in recent years [75:  Assaf Razin, “Israel’s immigration story: Winners and losers,” National Bureau of Economic Research (February 2018): 74-76.]  [76:  Rebhun, Kranz, and Sünker, A Double Burden: Israeli Jews in Contemporary Germany, 101.] 


On March 31, 2009, the Knesset approved the appointment of Benjamin Netanyahu as prime minister, despite Kadima having won slightly more votes than Netanyahu’s Likud. Netanyahu’s government took office the following day, on April 1, 2009. Netanyahu remained in office as prime minister of Israel from 2009 until June 13, 2021, when Naftali Bennett replaced him. The latter took office after receiving support from a broad-based coalition government. The unprecedented period with the same politician as the head of government for over 12 years allowed Netanyahu to move the country in line with his own social and political agendas. Hence, Netanyahu’s time in power represented a shift towards increasingly nationalistic and capitalist values. This shift in the political balance led to two significant developments that acted as catalysts for Israelis who later migrated to Berlin. 
	The first significant change was the shift from a peaceful agenda led by Ehud Barak and the center-left parties, which sought to freeze the Israel-Palestine relationship as an official agenda item. The reasons for the current state of the Israel-Palestine conflict are various and widely researched. It is possible to clearly apportion blame in this conflict. The most important crucial aspect to understand is that the chance of peace was out of reach under Netanyahu’s premiership. This thesis shows that most of the Israelis in Berlin are associated with center-left political parties, not with right-wing parties such as the Likud, Netanyahu’s party.	Comment by Editor: "This research" means your thesis? Expand on this
This is since the values and policies of these left-leaning parties align more closely with their beliefs and experiences as immigrants living in a foreign country. The center-left parties in Israel tend to be more inclusive, progressive, and focused on issues such as social justice, equality, and human rights, which resonate with many Israelis living in Berlin who may have left their homeland due to political or social reasons. Additionally, right-wing parties like the Likud, and particularly under Netanyahu’s leadership, have been criticized for their hardline stance on issues such as settlements, security, and relations with the international community, which may not always reflect the views and priorities of the Israeli diaspora in Berlin. Ultimately, center-left political parties offer a more appealing and relatable platform for Israelis living abroad, leading to a greater presence and support for these parties within the community in Berlin. 	Comment by Editor: Consider this statement - are these individuals left-leaning *because* this aligns with their experiences as immigrants, or did they emigrate because of their left-leaning beliefs? Or both?
For many Israelis, the continued conflict equates to a loss of hope for a better place to raise their children and the reality of forever being a minority outnumbered by enemy countries and populations. Many left-leaning Israelis have come to lose hope that there will ever be peace between Israelis and Palestinians due to the ongoing violence, political stalemate, and deep-rooted mistrust on both sides. The failure of numerous peace initiatives, escalating tensions, and the expansion of Israeli settlements in the West Bank have only served to reinforce this belief. As a result, some Israelis have chosen to emigrate to Berlin, seeking a fresh start in a city known for its progressive values and thriving arts and culture scene. The desire to escape the seemingly endless cycle of conflict and uncertainty in their homeland has prompted many to seek a better future in a more peaceful and stable environment.
	The second significant change is an economic shift that started long before 2009. 
Israel has transformed from a welfare-oriented, semi-socialist country to a capitalist entity. The privatization of government companies, reduction of pensions in the name of efficiency, problems in the housing market that prevent young couples from purchasing their own house, and many more socially detrimental changes were supported by Netanyahu’s regime.
Netanyahu’s administration and the many changes it implemented caused extreme frustration forin many Israelis, eventually reaching a peak. Around 2011, thousands of Israelis demonstrated against the cost of living in Israel. This was another major incentive for Israelis to move to Berlin, where the cost of living was relatively cheap. There, a person can support their family with income from almost any job and generous financial aid from the German government. 
	It can be said with certainty that the two most imperative reasons that compelled Israelis to migrate to Berlin were the cost of living in Israel and their lack of hope for peace. Both of these issues arose from Netanyahu’s leadership. 	Comment by Editor: Is this migration to Berlin specifically or just migration in general, though?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Specifically to Berlin	Comment by Editor: Sorry, you’ve misunderstood me ☺️ What I mean is, why is this encouraging a move to Berlin specifically, rather than other low-cost-of-living cities in Germany?
Over the years, emigration from Israel has been viewed negatively by the leaders of the State of Israel and the Israeli public, as well as by central currents of Ddiaspora Jewry. It was called a “decline” and was seen as a betrayal of the Zionist idea. An expression of the harsh criticism of immigration from Israel is illustrated by the nickname that the then-prime minister of Israel, the late Yitzhak Rabin, called to immigrants from Israel in the seventies: “ a collection of cowards.” However, there are researchers who claim that public criticism against emigration from Israel has decreased in recent years and has even gained legitimacy among large sections of the public. This is due to the view of emigration as a legitimate process that originates from globalization and, in turn, enables relatively easy mobility between countries, combined with an ever-increasing desire for self-realization and escape from the socio-economic reality in Israel.[footnoteRef:77] 	Comment by Editor: These sentences specifically might work better in the “general” section on Israeli emigration, rather than in the section on “recent” developments - I would suggest that you move them to somewhere in the general section instead ☺️	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Can you suggest a place?	Comment by Editor: Yes - how about working it into the section with the sentence that talks about those called “Yordim”? This should be around page 25 - but with the edits, this may change ☺️ If it’s not there, just CTL + F, and it should pop up. 	Comment by Editor: Then, if you move the preceding sentences, I would write a new introductory sentence for the remainder of this paragraph, tying it to the theme of this section (“recent” developments in terms of migration) [77:  Razin, “Israel’s immigration story,” 74-76.] 

Despite the sharp criticism of emigration from Israel by the state and its various institutions, generations of Israeli governments ignored the phenomenon for many years and avoided taking operative steps to deal with it. This was the case until 2013, when the Israeli government decided to initiate the program to combat the “brain drain” phenomenon (emigration of academics and researchers from Israel) through the establishment of the National Program for the Repatriation of Academics.[footnoteRef:78] [78:  Razin, “Israel’s immigration story,” 74-76.] 

Some of the main reasons for leaving Israel have greatly diminished in importance over the past decadesOver the past decades, some of the main reasons for leaving Israel have greatly diminished in importance. While Israel fought to survive in the first two and a half decades of its existence, the external threats against it have significantly decreased since the 1970s, after the Yom Kippur War in 1973 and the signing of the peace agreement with Egypt in 1979 (followed by the peace agreement with Jordan in 1994). Since the establishment of the state, the country has ultimately joined the ranks of developed nations. Since very little data exists on the scope of emigration from Israel in the past, it is not possible to assess the significance of current emigration rates from a historical perspective. Data is available for more recent periods, howeverHowever, data is available for more recent periods. According to the US Department of Homeland Security, 66,000 Israelis received US citizenship or permanent residency (Green Card) in the decade from 1995 to 2005 (Newsweek, 2018). This number rose to more than 87,000 in the following decade, i.e., 2006 to 2016. On the face of it, the latter number may seem insignificant because it only represents 1.1% of Israel’s population during this period.[footnoteRef:79] [79:  Razin, “Israel’s immigration story,” 76-80.] 

What may be more important than the extent of migration is the direction in which the numbers point. While Israel’s population grew by 24% from the decade from 1995 to 2005 to the decade from 2006 to 2016, the number of Israelis who received American citizenship or a green card increased by 32% over this span. It is interesting to note that Israel was plunged into a severe recession following the Intifada in the second half of the decade from 1995–2005, while the following decade was characterized by relative prosperity. Conversely, the first decade in the US was relatively good from an economic point of view, while the one that followed included the worst recession the US has experienced since the Great Depression in the 1930s. However, the increase in the number of Israelis emigrating to the United States in the second decade compared to the first decade was one-third higher than the rate of growth in the Israeli population.[footnoteRef:80]	Comment by Editor: Thinking about your focus on Berlin, is this paragraph really relevant to your argument? If so, why? Make this evident in the text ☺️ [80:  Razin, “Israel’s immigration story,” 76-80.] 


[bookmark: _Toc173136239]2.2.2 Academic research into characteristics of emigration from Israel
Studies examining the phenomenon of emigration from Israel have focused on three main axes: the rates of emigration and the characteristics of the emigrants, the reasons for emigration, and the life patterns of the emigrants while emphasizing the issue of national identity. Over the years it was common to define an “immigrant” as “a person who lives in a country other than their homeland,”,, it was common to define an “immigrant” as “a person who lives in a country other than their homeland,” or “one who moved to live in another country permanently.”[footnoteRef:81] These definitions are subject to controversy due to the constant movement of people between countries, mainly for work and residence purposes.[footnoteRef:82]  [81:  “Transnational,” Merriam-Webster Online, accessed DATE. https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/immigrant]  [82:  Razin, “Israel’s immigration story,” 76-78.] 

Various studies have shown the complexity of the definition in Israel and its implications for government bodies’ ability to estimate the number of emigrants from Israel: in 2011, the number of Israelis living abroad ranged from 226,980 people, according to the Ministry of the Interior’s data, to about 750,000 people, according to the estimates of the Ministry of Immigrant Absorption, whereas, according to the Central Bureau of Statistics and the National Insurance Institute https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/immigrant the number was more than half a million.[footnoteRef:83]  [83:  Razin, “Israel’s immigration story,” 76-78.] 

None of the agencies, except for the Ministry of Immigrant Absorption, includes in its estimates the children born to Israelis abroad, and none of the agencies, except for the Central Bureau of Statistics, are able to reduce the figure they have by the number of Israelis who are no longer alive.[footnoteRef:84] [84:  Razin, “Israel’s immigration story,” 74-75.] 

Studies that examined the characteristics of emigrants from Israel between 1995 and 2002 found that the likelihood of emigration is higher among the educated (with a bachelor’s degree or higher), married, and young than among the less educated, single, and elderly. They also found that the tendency to emigrate is higher among the recent immigrants. It was further found that, in the 2000s, there was a change in the demographic profile of the immigrants from Israel.  In the 1990s, most emigrants left the country for work and studies in order to improve their earning potential and career development, while. In comparison, in the 2000s, they were also joined by immigrants who were looking for an escape fromto escape livelihood difficulties and the security situation.[footnoteRef:85]	Comment by Editor: How is this different from people leaving to find work ("improve their earning potential") in the 1990s?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: For Israelis in Berlin, escaping from livelihood difficulties and the security situation back home can be a challenging and oftentimes harrowing experience. Many individuals make the decision to leave Israel in search of better opportunities and a safer environment, especially in light of ongoing conflicts and economic hardships in the region. This is markedly different from the trend of people leaving in the 1990s to find work and improve their earning potential, as the motivations now are more focused on safety and stability rather than just financial gain. Israeli expats in Berlin often face cultural and language barriers, but many find solace in the city's vibrant expat community and the opportunities it offers for personal and professional growth.	Comment by Editor: I’m not sure the distinction is yet clear to me - in English, your “livelihood” is your income, so it’s not quite evident what the distinction is between this and people looking to find work. Can you think of a different way to explain the nuance between the 1990s emigrants “looking for work” and the 2000s emigrants trying to “escape from livelihood difficulties”?	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: Perhaps change the term to ‘living difficulties’ to avoid confusion with the more common English association of ‘livelihood’ relating to income?   [85:  Razin, “Israel’s immigration story,” 74-75.] 

According to this study, emigrants up to the 2000s were young, single, uneducated, or lacking significant work experience. There is a high and increasing tendency among this population to emigrate from Israel. It has been found that 25% of Israeli academics are faculty members at universities abroad, compared to 29% in 2013. This figure is higher in Israel than in any country, by a wide margin.[footnoteRef:86] Various studies claim that the economic policy in Israel encouraged Israeli academics to look for employment and livelihood opportunities outside the country’s borders.	Comment by Editor: In the 1990s or 2000s?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: 1990s and up to 2000	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: Which year was this taken from?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: It is all based on the Razin, Israel's immigration story	Comment by Editor: If so, I would suggest providing an actual citation for this	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: Yes, I agree. All % that are used need to be referenced. Unless you personally calculate them, then it is not a problem ;)  [86:  Razin, “Israel’s immigration story,” 74-75.] 

A major factor encouraging emigration from Israel in recent years is the economic policy that has led to the creation of economic gaps between the social strata and to an increase in poverty rates and the cost of living. Cases presented in the media showed that a significant swathe of the Israeli public is considering emigrating from the country due to the high cost of living and the acute housing crisis.[footnoteRef:87]  [87:  Razin, “Israel’s immigration story,” 74-75.] 

Following the social protest in Israel in 2011[footnoteRef:88], many Israelis, especially those who were not satisfied with its results, decided to emigrate from Israel. Furthermore, this policy brought about a change in the perceptions and attitudes of the Israeli public in general, and the parents of young immigrants in particular, about emigration from Israel, which began to receive public legitimacy. Another factor, sparked by this, is the success of Israeli immigrants at integrating into their host countries and attaining a relatively high standard of living and income.[footnoteRef:89]	Comment by Editor: What is/was this?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: In the summer of 2011, Israel saw the emergence of a significant social protest movement. Thousands of Israelis took to the streets in cities across the country to demand economic reforms and greater social equality. The protesters called for lower housing costs, improved healthcare and education systems, and increased governmental transparency. The movement eventually led to the formation of a government committee to address these issues, marking a rare instance of widespread grassroots activism influencing policy in Israel. Though the protest eventually dissipated, its impact continues to be felt in ongoing efforts to address the country's social and economic challenges.	Comment by Editor: Understood - I would recommend that you add this information as a footnote [88:  In the summer of 2011, Israel saw the emergence of a significant social protest movement. Thousands of Israelis took to the streets in cities across the country to demand economic reforms and greater social equality. The protesters called for lower housing costs, improved healthcare and education systems, and increased governmental transparency. The movement eventually led to the formation of a government committee to address these issues, marking a rare instance of widespread grassroots activism influencing policy in Israel. Though the protest eventually dissipated, its impact continues to be felt in ongoing efforts to address the country’s social and economic challenges.]  [89:  Razin, “Israel’s Immigration Story,” 78-80.] 

Certain researchers who examined the phenomenon of immigration from Israel have focused on the question of the national identity and lifestyle of the Israeli immigrants. In a study examining this topic in the United States, it was found that Israeli immigrants adopt the Jewish way of life, which is expressed by keeping kosher and observing the Sabbath and holidays. However, the research findings indicate that the national-cultural identity is somewhat weakened among the younger generation seeking to integrate into the host society.[footnoteRef:90]  This is often due to the pressures of assimilating to the dominant culture and conforming to societal norms. In an effort to fit in and succeed in their new environment, many young people may downplay or even reject their own cultural heritage. This can result in a loss of connection to their roots and a dilution of their sense of belonging to their native country. However, it is important to remember that cultural identity is not static and can evolve over time: Finding a balance between assimilation and cultural pride is key for younger generations navigating the complexities of integrating into a new society.	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: You will need to reference all the studies you will talk about in this initial sentence. 	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: Please remember to add these citations. 	Comment by Editor: Why might this be the case for the younger generation and not the older?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: As younger generations seek to integrate into the host society, their national-cultural identity may be somewhat weakened. This is often due to the pressures of assimilating to the dominant culture and conforming to societal norms. In an effort to fit in and succeed in their new environment, many young people may downplay or even reject their own cultural heritage. This can result in a loss of connection to their roots and a dilution of their sense of belonging to their native country. However, it is important to remember that cultural identity is not static and can evolve over time. Finding a balance between assimilation and cultural pride is key for younger generations navigating the complexities of integrating into a new society.	Comment by Editor: Thank you - I’ve integrated this into the text [90:  Sarah Tayyem, Canadian foreign policy: An exploration of Isearl and Canada as “best friends” (PLACE: PUBLISHER, 2014), 1-3.] 

As far as Canada goes, various studies have shown that most Israeli immigrants succeed in integrating into the local labor market but are less successful within the nation’s society, which resulted in the strengthening ofstrengthening their relationship with the Jewish community. It was found that the Israeli identity of the immigrants remains strong, but the feeling of guilt for leaving the country, a feeling that characterized many emigrants from Israel in the past, is disappearing. According to Harris, emigration from Israel is increasingly being perceived as a legitimate phenomenon among those who have left the country.[footnoteRef:91]	Comment by Editor: Flagged this - you mention Harris in the text here but the citation is for Tayyem?	Comment by Editor: (leaving this comment here as the issue has not been resolved) [91:  Tayyem, Canadian foreign policy,” 1-3.] 

Conversely, there are studies that show other findings. These other studies, for example, refer to the national identity of Israeli immigrants in Europe, in the cities of London and Paris, finding that Israeli immigrants maintain a transnational identity and even try to preserve this identity among their descendants. However, in Europe, too, it was found that young immigrants retain less of their Israeli identity.[footnoteRef:92] [92:  Tayyem, Canadian foreign policy, 1-3. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc173136240] 2.3 Reasons for emigrating to Germany and Berlin
Until 2000, Germany’s immigration policy stated that “Germany is not a country of immigration.”[footnoteRef:93].” The treatment of immigrants to the country, and especially foreign workers, was to see them as people who are there for a fixed period of time. However, the decline (and aging) of its population led to a re-examination of this policy and the determination that “Germany needs immigrants.” According to the International Migration Report of the United Nations (Report Migration International), in 2011, Germany was in second place to the United States in terms of the number of immigrants living there (11 million).[footnoteRef:94]). The city of Berlin, the booming capital of Germany and the second largest city in Europe, is a major destination for immigrants of various nationalities: about one million residents with a background of immigration live there out of approximately 3.4 million residents.	Comment by Editor: Can you cite this?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://academic.oup.com/book/11895/chapter-abstract/161057832?redirectedFrom=fulltext	Comment by Editor: This needs a citation	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://www.ceeol.com/search/article-detail?id=714205 [93:  Christian Joppke, Immigration and the Nation-State: The United States, Germany, and Great Britain (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1999)]  [94:  Birgit Glorius, “Migration to Germany: structures, processes, and discourses,” Regional Statistics 8 (2018):3-28.] 

Berlin has positioned itself as a cosmopolitan city (“world city”) that fosters culture and art and a willingness to accept immigrants. An expression of the encouragement of immigration, and especially of Jews, can be found in a large investment in the rebuilding of the Jewish community in the city, as part of the process of encouraging Jews from the former Soviet Union to settle in Germany and become citizens of the state. Another characteristic of Berlin which encourages the flow of immigrants is that it is a large city where the cost of living is relatively low compared to in the rest of Germany and Western Europe in general. These characteristics have made Berlin a major immigration destination in recent years for a significant number of Israeli immigrants to Germany, who have even begun to form a community there.[footnoteRef:95]  [95:  Razin, “Israel’s Immigration Story,” 78-81.] 

The significant migration of Israelis to Berlin is a relatively new phenomenon that intensified following the social protest of 2011. It also received lively public discussion at the end of 2014 following the “Milky Protest” which created a great media resonance, due to the disparity in the cost of living between Berlin and Israel.[footnoteRef:96] This revolved around the comparison of the price of the Israeli milk delicacy “Milky” with that of its much cheaper German counterpart. After this phenomenon had received public attention, a Facebook group called “Olim to Berlin” was created which called on people to move to Berlin due to the high cost of living in Israel. This call also provoked stormy reactions on social networks and the established media and further focused public attention on the immigration of Israelis to Berlin. “Why should Israelis move to Berlin?” is a post in the Facebook group “Olim Le Berlin” that encourages Israelis to leave Israel and move to Berlin. In this post, there are thousands of responses and opinions about concerning the reasons to pack your belongings and catch a plane to Berlin. So far, though, the migration of Israelis to Berlin has received little research attention. [96:  Razin, “Israel’s Immigration Story,” 78-81.] 

	Four main reasons make Berlin an attractive destination for Israeli immigrants, including Germany’s location in Central Europe and its geographical proximity to Israel, the economic comfort felt there, its an open and welcoming atmosphere, and a comfortable urban environment. 	Comment by Editor: Do note that there are many other European countries which are closer to Israel - consider qualifying this statement
	Many Israelis feel that the allure of Israel is decreasing while Berlin’s appeal continues to rise. The Israelis that move to Berlin do so for practical reasons, yet they maintain a strong affinity with Israel. Their best friends are Israelis. Therefore, they need to keep in touch with the Israeli culture and the Hebrew language. 	In the past, having a dual connection between these two countries would have been seen as contradictory. However, Israelis who previously opposed relations between Israel and Germany because of their past histories have gradually reduced their opposition as the animosity between the two countries lessens. 
		Comment by Editor: This is largely repetitive of earlier in your introduction - consider deleting this, especially as it doesn’t relate directly to Berlin/Israel migration
	The German government, too, is satisfied with the increased presence of Israelis in Berlin and finds that it is helpful to their image.[footnoteRef:97]. Thus, attempts are being made to strengthen the unique relations between Germany and Israel.[footnoteRef:98] Nonetheless, emigration from Israel to Berlin has received exaggerated coverage by the media because of the countries’ unprecedented connection through past events. The number of Israeli immigrants to English-speaking countries is negligible compared to Israeli immigration to Germany. The media coverage of Israeli immigration to Berlin (mainly from 2004 to 2011) helped to expose this trend and popularize it. However, today the media no longer prioritizes covering the phenomenon of Israelis immigrating to Berlin because it is no longer new or unique.  Most Israeli immigrants arrived in Berlin in two waves after 2000. The first wave, also called the “political wave,” occurred during the first decade of the twenty-first century. 	Comment by Editor: Can you provide any evidence for this?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2023/nov/28/germany-israel-right-left-turkey-truth	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://academic.oup.com/isq/article/66/1/sqac001/6529741	Comment by Editor: Examples of these specific attempts would be helpful ☺️	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://academic.oup.com/isq/article/66/1/sqac001/6529741	Comment by Editor: Can you provide examples of this “exaggerated” media coverage?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: his study explores how Jews in Germany perceive news coverage and its influence on third persons. Against the background of social identity theory, 29 semi-structured interviews with Jews demonstrated that they perceived sensationalist reports on antisemitism, overinsistent links to the Holocaust, the equation of Jews and Israel, and stereotypical portrayals of Jewish life. Such reports led participants to believe that non-Jews perceived Jews as strangers in society. Our findings underline the importance of nonstereotyped reporting on minorities and suggest that individuals’ contemplation about media coverage and its influence on society may be interpreted as a consequence of social identity threats. 	Comment by Editor: This is interesting but quite lengthy - consider distilling this into one sentence, at most, and integrating it into the text [97:  Felix Berenskötter and Mor Mitrani, “Is It Friendship? An Analysis of Contemporary German–Israeli Relations,” International Studies Quarterly 66 no. 1 (2022): sqac001. ]  [98:  Felix Berenskötter and Mor Mitrani, “Is It Friendship?”] 

	One reason behind this wave of immigration was the political and security instability that Israelis felt in the early 2000s, which was compounded by the second Intifada of 2000, a Palestinian uprising against Israel. This event was distressing for Israelis but did not act as the sole impetus behind the political wave of immigration to Berlin: it added to the growing list of reasons to move to Berlin. 
	Aside from the adversities in Israel that encouraged Israelis to leave the country, from the early 2000s, other factors came into play that presented Berlin as an alluring immigration destination. One of these was the perception of Berlin as a popular tourist destination with attractive tour packages in the early 2000s. After Israeli tourism companies exhausted tourist destinations like Prague and Budapest, they found Berlin to be a new and enticing destination. In addition, these tourism companies exposed the Israeli public to Berlin and its unique identity, which included Berlin’s architecture, the site of the fallen Berlin Wall, Berlin’s newly constructed city areas, and the transfer of the Bundestag and parts of the German government from Bonn to Berlin.
The location of Berlin helped enhance its perception as an attractive destination. Berlin is very accessible from Israel and is reached by short, inexpensive flights. This is especially suitable for young Israelis who prefer to be close to family and friends in Israel. Berlin’s location in Central Europe also allows uncomplicated movement throughout the mainland. While Germany is connected to many surrounding countries by trains, buses, flights, and cars, Israel is only accessible by flight. Germany’s ease of mobility between countries is undoubtedly attractive to Israelis, who are used to being geographically isolated. 	Comment by Editor: But surely you can e.g. drive to Israel from Jordan?
	An additional factor was the increasing international interest in Berlin’s real estate. After the fall of the Berlin Wall, large building areas in the center were released, and entrepreneurs worldwide came to participate in constructing a new Berlin – including Israelis. Berlin, one of the world’s most developed cities, has a low cost of living. Even though prices are rising gradually, they are still considered relatively cheap. Also, Germany has a generous social system that is widely available to those who decide to reside in the country. It even includes free tertiary education. An example of the discrepancy in the cost of living between Israel and Germany can be seen in two areas: the cost of tertiary education and the cost of sending children to kindergarten. Both of these expenses are considerably higher in Israel, while those living in Germany usually do not pay, or pay very little, for either of these services. Berlin is generally perceived as a pleasant city to live in. It has extensive public areas, an efficient public transport system, and highly developed cultural and city services. Its culture of acceptance has created a space where anyone can find their niche represented. These factors tend to be an improvement on Israel’s current state.
	Israelis were also attracted to Berlin by the perception of the city’s accepting environment. Germans are well-known for welcoming immigrants, as the world has seen particularly over the past few years. This welcome extends to Israeli immigrants and can be seen as part of the healing process as Germany seeks to mend past injustices and rehabilitate the country’s global image. Moreover, the local Israeli community helps integrate the new Israeli immigrants. Some of the interviewees expressly stated that an essential component in their decision to move to Berlin was the presence of friends who helped them during the first stages of assimilation. In addition, their friends and the Israeli community supported many new Israeli immigrants when dealing with bureaucratic systems and work arrangements.
	The final reason presented here was a move made by the EU, which indirectly brought Israelis to Berlin. When the European Union grew larger in the first decade of the twenty-first century, many European countries allowed foreigners to claim new passports through their fathers’ heritage (“Right of the Fathers”). This was initiated partly to entice foreigners to immigrate to the EU if they wished to. The German Consul in Haifa stated that around 100,000 Israelis have German passports.[footnoteRef:99]. In addition, hundreds of thousands of Israelis hold passports from other European countries.	Comment by Editor: Do you have a citation for this?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://ynetnews.com/articles/0,7340,L-4076384,00.html	Comment by Editor: As I may have mentioned for other citations, this is a news article reporting on an academic study: try to cite the actual study itself	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: News articles normally contain hyperlinks to the actual academic study, which can be helpful in locating the correct reference.  [99:  https://ynetnews.com/articles/0,7340,L-4076384,00.html] 


[bookmark: _Toc100392375][bookmark: _Toc173136241]2.3.1. The Jewish community in Germany between 1970-1989
For this study, I will only be examining migration to Berlin from the 1970s onwards. This does not mean that Israelis did not migrate to Germany before the 1970s. However, we only have anecdotal information on a handful of such migrants to both East and West Germany from 1962 to 1970.[footnoteRef:100] Their numbers were tiny, primarily due to the aftershock of the Holocaust. Moreover, until 1962, Israelis required specific permission from the Interior Affairs Ministry to travel to Germany. Most of the people who were granted this permission were diplomats and businessmen. Furthermore, as noted by Michael Wolffsohn, all Jewish communities across Germany were tiny from 1945–1990, with the German Democratic Republic (GDR) in East Germany having become almost “judenrein.” [footnoteRef:101]	Comment by Editor: Is this relevant? It seems like you’re only looking at very recent immigrants actually? If so, I would suggest deleting this WHOLE section (not just this sentence!)	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Don’t you think it is a necessary background to understand the timeline of Israeli immigration to Germany?	Comment by Editor: Yes and no - it would depend on how and where you present the information. Firstly, the sentence “I will only be examining migration from the 1970s onwards” is misleading because your research data only relates to much more recent migrations; I would really suggest deleting this, at least. Secondly, it is interesting background indeed. If you want to keep it I would make sure to present it as *background* (in that section) and not a *focus* of your study - it’s quite lengthy, and it confuses the reader as to whether you’re looking at recent migration or post-1970 migration. [100:  Oz-Salzberger, Israelis, Berlin, 45-61.]  [101:  Michael Wolffsohn, “Jews in Divided Germany (1945–1990) and Beyond: Scrutinized in Retrospect,” in Being Jewish in 21st-Century Germany, eds. Fireberg and Glöckner, 13-30.] 

	A few Israelis began to move to Berlin in the early 1970s, but numbers remained low until the 1990s. There is almost no data on Israelis in Berlin between the 1970s and the 1990s, nor were any studies carried out on this research topic during this period. It is possible that the very idea of Israelis migrating to Berlin was too emotionally charged and filled with internal contradictions to attract research attention. During that time, it was rare to hear Hebrew in the streets; the only representation of Israel was through the Jewish community.[footnoteRef:102]	Comment by Editor: What do you mean by this?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I meant that it was not researched (70s-90s) [102:  Oz-Salzberger, “Israelis and Germany”] 

	Dani Krantz offers fascinating insights into the characteristics of Jews living in Berlin and across Germany from three groups: the descendants of German Jews, Russian Jews, and displaced persons (DPs) from eastern Europe who began immigrating to Germany in large numbers during the 1990s; and Israeli Jews who started arriving there in large numbers during the 2000s.[footnoteRef:103] Her presentation of the worlds of selected characters sheds light on how they experience their Jewishness in their various identities. It also explores their motives behind choosing to migrate to Germany.[footnoteRef:104] This corresponds with the dominant perspective of migration studies of this era, which begs the question, “Why do people move from one place to another and ignore later phenomena such as globalization?” However, this does not relate specifically to Israelis in Berlin but rather to the Jewish community in Berlin through a post-Holocaust lens. Consequently, most of the academic research in this area is focused on German Jewish communities and their relations with the state of Israel rather than on Israelis specifically who live in Berlin or Germany.	Comment by Editor: This would be a good opportunity to add nuance to the distinction between Israelis and Jews	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I wrote a paragraph above - would love to get your recommendation on how to integrate it here	Comment by Editor: Understood - I think, if that paragraph is clear, it doesn’t need clarifying again here ☺️ [103:  Dani Kranz, “Forget Israel—The Future Is in Berlin! Local Jews, Russian Immigrants, and Israeli Jews in Berlin and across Germany,” Shofar 34, no. 4 (Summer 2016): 124-125. ]  [104:  Kranz, “Forget Israel,” 203-204. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc173136242][bookmark: _Toc100392376]2.3.2 Israelis arriving in Berlin from 1990 to 2019
The fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989 and the changes it triggered may be the key to trends in immigration after this point. This was a time of significant shifts in transnational relations, with changes in worldview correlating with the changes in the domestic lives of Israelis and their perspectives.
[bookmark: _Hlk98915624]	Somewhere between 1990 and early 2000, the floodgates broke open. This was also the dawn of the media revolution with the gradual rise in accessibility of the Internet. Online magazines flourished, along with chat groups and Facebook groups, which, alongside other social media platforms, brought more Israelis to Berlin. As this phenomenon gained momentum, Jewish communities in Berlin attracted more attention than ever before. Several books and dozens of articles (including academic papers) were published in mainstream media discussing the complexity of Israelis living in Berlin.[footnoteRef:105] Films, television programs, and radio reports dissected the topic. Academic research started to focus on Israeli citizens in Berlin, rather than solely concentrating on the Jews that lived in the city, attempting to comprehend the reasons for their immigration and attraction to Berlin.[footnoteRef:106] [105:  Oz-Salzberger, Israelis, Berlin.]  [106:  Oz-Salzberger, “Israelis and Germany,” 117-120. ] 

	As pointed out by Johnston, the migration of some Israelis to Berlin may be regarded as transnationalism rather than traditional immigration.[footnoteRef:107] Towards the end of the twentieth century, transnationalism became a growing trend whereby migrants maintained closer contact with their countries of origin. This phenomenon was partially related to the development of transnational corporations whose employees may be expected to work in any part of the world. This is closely linked to the concept of globalism and the increasing degree of globalism seen in globalization, under which networks of economic, cultural, and political practices developed throughout the globe.[footnoteRef:108] Transnationalism and globalization have been furthered by advances in technology and communications and by global economic development and trade agreements between nations. Transnationalism may entail a situation wherein the loyalty of migrants to a culture or religion competes with their devotion to any one nation. The Israelis following this pattern when moving to Berlin may be viewed as continuing older Jewish traditions, as some elements of transnationalism have been present for many centuries in the Jewish world, with multiple identities across the diaspora that have characterized Jewish collective life.[footnoteRef:109] However, since the last decades of the 20th century, the world in general and the Jewish world specifically have been less constrained by the limiting factors of time and space, with technology increasing the speed and frequency of cross-border connections.[footnoteRef:110] Some Israelis leaving Israel in the 21st century may be regarded as part of a global trend, with the rapidly developing communications technologies of the 21st century bringing about the de-territorialization of economic and political structures.[footnoteRef:111]  Therefore, transnationalism may be seen as strongly contrasting with nationalism.[footnoteRef:112]   It is interesting to note, therefore, that the migration of Israeli Jews to Berlin around the close of the 20th century and the start of the new millennium corresponded with a resurfacing of nationalism in Israel following a slight decline in patriotism. 	Comment by Editor: Do you have a better citation for this? Or can you engage with it more? Just a dictionary entry doesn’t really back up what you’re saying here	Comment by Editor: Why is this interesting?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Because it was combined with a new millennium - I thought it was interesting ☺️	Comment by Editor: Sure, but why is it interesting to your *argument* specifically? [107:  Johnston, “Aliyah Le Berlin.”]  [108:  Joseph Nye, “Globalism Versus Globalization,” The Globalist, April 15, 2002.
https://www.theglobalist.com/globalism-versus-globalization/]  [109:  Bokser-Liwerant, “Globalization, Diasporas, and Transnationalism,” 384 ]  [110:  Anthony Giddens, Ulrich Beck, and Scott Lash, Reflexive Modernization: Politics, Tradition, and Aesthetics in the Modern Social Order (Cambridge: Polity, 1994). ]  [111:  Bokser-Liwerant, “Globalization, Diasporas, and Transnationalism”]  [112:  Will Kymlicka, “Nationalism, Transnationalism and Postnationalism,” in From Liberal Values to Democratic Transition, ed. Ronald Dworkin (Budapest: Central European University Press), 227-268.] 

Furthermore, the timing of this migration coincideding with a resurgence of nationalism in Israel, presentings an intriguing sociopolitical paradox. Typically, one might expect increased nationalism to correspond with a strengthening of ties to one’'s homeland and a decreased desire to emigrate. However, this case suggests a more nuanced relationship between national identity and individual choices. This trend could indicate a reaction against rising nationalism by some Israelis, perhaps those seeking a more cosmopolitan or globally-oriented lifestyle. Alternatively, it might reflect a confidence in Israeli identity strong enough to withstand relocation to a historically fraught location. The phenomenon invites exploration of how personal decisions interact with broader national narratives and how individuals navigate the complexities of history, identity, and global mobility in the modern era.
A suitable starting point in studying transnational migration is the question, “What is globalized migration?”. Globalization, characterized by accelerated worldwide interconnectedness, has linked people across borders and is changing the pattern of migration.[footnoteRef:113]  It has also been assumed that migration rates have increased over the last fifty years, with migrants traveling longer distances. However, this has been contested, with increasingly complex patterns not necessarily accompanied by increased volume.[footnoteRef:114]  The diverse expressions of transnationalism accompanying globalization further complicate migration patterns[footnoteRef:115]. The growth and omniscience of electronic communication allow individuals and communities to participate in the global market, presenting new opportunities for people to align their values with belief systems outside their immediate social environments.  [113:  David Held, Anthony McGrew, David Goldblatt, and Jonathan Perraton, “Global transformations: Politics, economics and culture,” in Politics at the Edge. (London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2000), 14-28.]  [114:  Mathias Czaika, Hein de Haas, “The Globalization of Migration: Has the World Become More Migratory?” International Migration Review 48, no. 2 (2000): 283 – 323, https://doi.org/10.1111/imre.12095.]  [115:  Eliezer Ben-Rafael, Yitzhak Sternberg, JuditBokser-Liwerant, & Yosef Gorni (eds.), Transnationalism: Diasporas and the advent of a new (dis)order (Boston/Leiden: Brill, 2009).] 

	Technological advancements such as global mass media, accessible international connectivity enabled by the Internet, and modern international air transportation fostered the emergence of complex cross-border identities. The present research also revealed that the most common way for Israelis in Berlin to connect is through Facebook groups, the combination of which have more than 20,000 registered members. 
	Some scholars claim that the waves of immigration to Berlin have been different in almost every decade, with motivations for immigration changing from personal and social reasons to economic incentives (as seen in 2000) and considerations of welfare (in 2011).[footnoteRef:116] with motivations for immigration changing from personal and social reasons to economic incentives (as seen in 2000) and considerations of welfare (in 2011). [116:  Stauber, “Israelis in Berlin,” 187-191.] 

Other scholars insist that Berlin will always remain the worst place on Earth for Jews and that the growth of antisemitism will lift the masks of the “real” Germans.[footnoteRef:117] [117:  Eldad Beck, Germany, at Odds: A Contemporary Testimony, (PLACE: Miskal-Yedioth Ahronoth books and Chemed Ltd., 2015), 88-101.] 

	Most books and articles dealing with the topic of Israelis in Berlin tend to be personal accounts of experiences and opinions rather than research based on data. This is the case with the three most commonly known books regarding the lives of Israelis in Berlin: Israelis in Berlin by Fania Oz-Salzberger (2001); Germany at Odds: A Contemporary Testimony by Eldad Beck (2015); and Israelis in Berlin: Community in the Making by Shoki Stauber (2017).
	Despite these books’ focus on personal accounts, a recent scholarly article by Uzi Rebhun,  Dani Krantz, and Heinz Sünker (2015) analyses a survey of Israelis living in Berlin.[footnoteRef:118] The extensive research of these scholars was also published in 2022 in a book focusing on the characteristics of Israelis in contemporary Germany.[footnoteRef:119] Their research has revealed that the typical characteristics of Israelis in Berlin are that they are agnostic, on the left of the political spectrum, and usually have a bachelor’s degree or more advanced academic degrees.  [118:  Dani Kranz, Uzi Rebhun, and Heinz Sünker, “The Most Comprehensive Survey among Israelis in Germany Confirm the Image: Secular, Educated, and Left,” Spitz. December 4, 2015. http://spitzmag.de/webonly/7238. [Hebrew]; “Israelis in Berlin” Report for the Bertelsmann Foundation for the 50th Anniversary of German Israeli
Diplomatic Relationships. 2015.]  [119:  Rebhun, Kranz, Heinz Sünker, A Double Burden: Israeli Jews in Contemporary Germany 
] 

	Most of the Israelis living in Berlin moved there with the support of their familiesIsraelis living in Berlin moved there with the support of their families, as their motivation revolves around their aspirations to improve their careers or acquire cheaper education than they could in Israel, where the cost of living is still rising rapidly. 

[bookmark: _Toc173136243][bookmark: _Toc58675814][bookmark: _Toc100392377]2.3.3 Current contexts: Israel-Berlin 2010-2019 
According to Zachary Johnston, the waves of Israelis immigrating to Berlin each had different characteristics, decade by decade.[footnoteRef:120] Still, in general, those Israelis who came to Berlin before 2000 appear to have assimilated into the city’s culture. Most seem to have been attracted to live in what was then “trendy West Berlin”: the swinging SoHo of the city in Kreuzberg and Schöneberg before the Berlin Wall came down. Its residents were artists, actors, and social misfits (not unlike today).[footnoteRef:121] [120:  Johnston, “Aliyah Le Berlin,” 154. ]  [121:  Johnston, “Aliyah Le Berlin,” 154-155. ] 

Today, many Israelis have settled in former East Berlin neighborhoods such as Friedrichshain, Prenzlauer Berg, and Mitte (although the old West Berlin is still represented by a large population of Israelis living in Kreuzberg and Charlottenburg). However, Israelis initially maintained a low profile in general. Filmmaker Zachary Johnston reported that he was aware of Israelis living in Berlin up until 2010 and could easily “spy a poster for an event hosted by Israelis. A blue Star of David would catch your eye, attached to a window or lamppost.”[footnoteRef:122] [122:  Johnston, “Aliyah Le Berlin,” 155.] 

	 A significant change took place from 2011 onwards, with the impact of social media when “Israelis in Berlin” became a Facebook sensation. This forum allows Israelis to prepare for their move to Berlin and even helps many decide to move. There are currently over 17,000 active Israeli Facebook members in Berlin.
	Most importantly, this Facebook group “Israelis in Berlin” provides a single place where Israelis, and by default Jews, can navigate life in the German capital with a familiar and “safe” place to refer to (the group is private). As more Israelis moved to Berlin, nightclubs with an Israeli orientation became regular venues for drinking and dancing. In addition, boroughs such as Prenzlauer Berg, Mitte, and Kreuzberg began to see hummus restaurants pop up with unabashedly Israeli themes and menus.	Comment by Editor: Earlier you said they were agnostic?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: No.. Most of the Israelis in Berlin FB group are Jews
	In 2015, a study by Shuki Stauber indicated that three primary waves of Israeli immigration to Berlin had taken place.[footnoteRef:123] The first wave is defined as continuing until 2000 and was characterized as the “romantic” wave of immigration. The second wave occurred during the first decade of the twenty-first century and was described as the “social-political” migration wave. Finally, the third wave occurred around 2015 and was characterized as the “economic” immigration wave. The study also indicated that four main factors influenced Israelis when deciding to migrate to Berlin. These were: personal dissatisfaction with the individual’s life in Israel, whether stemming from social, political, or economic factors; the opportunity for personal and career development; a relationship with a German national and finally, the low cost of living in Berlin. [123:  Shuki (Joshua) Stauber and Gilead Fortuna, “Israelis in Berlin – A community in the making of Haifa Israel,” Samuel Neaman Institute, 2016, last accessed October 1, 2022. https://www.neaman.org.il/EN/Israelis-Berlin-community-in-making-publication. ] 

	Comment by Editor: I’m not sure of the relevance of this at this point - consider deleting it or moving it to the section about Facebook on the previous page
	Many Israelis have made their own contributions to Berlin’s culture with art, music, and food, and their presence has heralded a new era in the Israeli-Berlin relationship. Nowadays, Hebrew can often be heard on the streets or while waiting at an U-Bahn station. Berlin is also attracting many young Israelis who simply wish to leave Israel for a while to experience life elsewhere. They may stay in Berlin or use it as a convenient gateway via which to explore the rest of the world. Thus, the Israeli community in Berlin can be defined as a community in progress. The state of Israel is also showing buds of change in its attitude toward migrants. A manifestation of this can be seen in the willingness of the Israeli Embassy in Berlin to establish ties with the Israeli community there.
	The exact number of Israelis in Berlin today remains unknown. Formal data[footnoteRef:124] refers to about 6,000 people, but because since many Israelis in Berlin also hold German citizenship, they are not counted in the formal data. As a result, it appears that the most accurate number of the population is given by Tal Alon, editor of the Israeli magazine Spitz, who claims that the number is closer to 7,500.	Comment by Editor: From where? Cite this	Comment by Editor: This source is inaccessible at my end - do you have a different source you can use for this?	Comment by Editor: (flagging this issue as unresolved) [124:  https://download.statistik-berlin-brandenburg.de/0ef39fb0e56e9ecc/7bc8fa9cf06e/MD_62361_2024.pdf] 


[bookmark: _Toc100392378][bookmark: _Toc173136244][bookmark: _Hlk99384055]2.3.4 Current antisemitism in Berlin	Comment by Editor: This section is VERY long and detailed and your argument gets lost - what are your main arguments here? What message would you like to tell the reader?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: The main point is that antisemitism is rising and it is more present in everyday life of Israelis and Jews in Germany and in Berlin.	Comment by Editor: I understand, but the section is incredibly long and convoluted that this point does get lost. I would strongly suggest that you trim this section down to avoid it being overly repetitive. 
	One factor that could conceivably influence the choices of Israelis when considering living in Berlin is the number and severity of antisemitic acts reported in the city. Antisemitism is defined by the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance (IHRA) as “a certain perception of Jews, which may be expressed as hatred towards Jews. Rhetorical and physical manifestations of antisemitism are directed toward Jewish or non-Jewish individuals and their property and toward Jewish community institutions and religious facilities.”[footnoteRef:125] [125:  Stiftung Erinnerung Verantwortung Zukunft, “Antisemitism.” https://www.stiftung-evz.de/en/topics/antisemitism] 

In recent years, levels of antisemitism have increased across Europe, including Germany in general and Berlin in particular.[footnoteRef:126] The rise in antisemitism in Berlin had been noted to the degree that in January 2015, the Association for a Democratic Culture in Berlin (VDK e.V.) established the Department for Research and Information on Antisemitism (RIAS Berlin).[footnoteRef:127]	Comment by Editor: This is just an info page about the organisation and doesn’t say why it was set up - do you have a source to back up the fact that this was set up specifically in response to a rise in antisemitism?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: ANTISEMITIC INCIDENTS IN BERLIN 2022 – KEY FINDINGS Ein Bericht der Recherche- und Informationsstelle Antisemitismus Berlin (RIAS Berlin)  [126:  Stiftung Erinnerung Verantwortung Zukunft, “Antisemitism.”]  [127:  RIAS Berlin, “Antisemitic incidents in Berlin 2022 – Key findings” (Berlin: 2022).] 

	When describing antisemitism in Berlin today, the most common point of reference is the events that led to the Jewish Holocaust, the daily acts of violence against Jews that accumulated into one of the worst horrors of the twentieth century. However, a more apt comparison is that of the antisemitism that took place during the 1920s in Germany. For example, the largest outbreak of anti-Jewish violence during the Weimar Republic’'s rule was the Scheunenviertelriots. These events peaked on November 5, 1923, during the Ruhr crisis. Extreme inflation caused unemployed workers to rage in the Scheunenviertel-Berlin Jewish Quarter. While only one Jewish resident was killed, many were injured, as well aswhile shops and homes were vandalized and looted. The violence extended beyond this neighborhood, with attacks on shops in other parts of Berlin too. Almost 100 years after these events, the atrocities continue. In August 2019, graves of Jewish soldiers killed in WWI were defaced in a large Jewish cemetery. Later that month, a Jewish woman in Berlin received a letter containing ashes. In 2019, the federal government in Berlin put together a local plan to combat antisemitic hatred at a local level, indicating the gravity of the situation regarding antisemitism in Berlin.[footnoteRef:128] Berlin’s antisemitism commissioner, Lorenz Korgel, who was appointed in May 2019, warned that Jews who wear a kippah in public could experience frequent attacks.  	Comment by Editor: What similarities can be drawn between these historic events and the present? Are there similarities economically?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: The historic events of antisemitism in Berlin during the Weimar Republic and present-day incidents share some striking similarities. Both periods saw a rise in xenophobia, scapegoating of Jewish communities, and the spread of hate speech and propaganda. Economic hardships and social unrest played a significant role in fueling antisemitism in both instances. During the Weimar Republic, the economic downturn and widespread unemployment provided fertile ground for anti-Jewish sentiments to thrive. Similarly, in current times, economic instability and globalization have led to growing resentment towards minority groups, including Jewish populations. Additionally, the use of social media and online platforms to spread hate speech and incite violence against Jews bears resemblance to the propaganda tactics employed during the Weimar Republic. Overall, the parallels between historic events of antisemitism in Berlin during the Weimar Republic and present-day occurrences highlight the enduring nature of prejudice and the need for continued vigilance against discrimination and hatred.	Comment by Editor: Ok - I’ve added this as a new paragraph below ☺️	Comment by Editor: Can you find a better source for this? Potentially consider linking to the plan itself, not just a news report on it	Comment by Editor: (flagging as this remains unresolved) [128:  https://www.dw.com/en/berlin-passes-first-ever-state-plan-to-combat-anti-semitism/a-47896346] 

The historic events of antisemitism in Berlin during the Weimar Republic and present-day incidents share some striking similarities. Both periods saw a rise in xenophobia, the scapegoating of Jewish communities, and the spread of hate speech and propaganda. Economic hardships and social unrest played a significant role in fueling antisemitism in both instances. During the Weimar Republic, the economic downturn and widespread unemployment provided fertile ground for anti-Jewish sentiments to thrive. Similarly, in current times, economic instability and globalization have led to growing resentment towards minority groups, including Jewish populations. Additionally, the use of social media and online platforms to spread hate speech as well as incite violence against Jews bears resemblance to the propaganda tactics employed during the Weimar Republic. Overall, the parallels between historic events of antisemitism in Berlin during the Weimar Republic and present-day occurrences highlight the enduring nature of prejudice and the need for continued vigilance against discrimination and hatred. 
	Although the current study relates to Israeli migration to Berlin from 2000 to 2019, some of the processes associated with antisemitism in Berlin were seen more clearly during the time of the pandemic from the end of 2019 to 2022. For example, in a recently released report covering the first six months of 2021,[footnoteRef:129], RIAS reported recording more antisemitic events than in any similar period since the organization’'s establishment. Furthermore, 211 antisemitic incidents were recorded in May alone, which is more than had been noted in any month previously. In 2020, German authorities recorded 2,351 antisemitic crimes. This is a 16% increase in reported cases from the previous year, and it is estimated that the number of unreported instances was maybe three times as high. In 2018, RIAS recorded 1,083 antisemitic incidents, a rise from the 951 recorded in 2017. However, as in the statistics from 2020, the reported cases are only a fraction of the total, as many incidents go unreported. Additionally, RIAS Berlin recorded 46 antisemitic threats in 2018 – an increase of 77 % compared to the previous year.	Comment by Editor: Can you cite this? [129:  RIAS Berlin, “Antisemitic incidents in Berlin 2022 – Key findings” (Berlin: 2022).] 

	.   	Comment by Editor: Again, I’ve suggested deleting this; it doesn’t add much to the previous paragraph
	One element involved in antisemitism has been a plethora of conspiracy theories, such as those expressed in the fictional publication “The Protocols of the Elders of Zion.”[footnoteRef:130] One aspect of the “rehabilitation” of antisemitism is through endorsing individuals who promoted antisemitism and disseminated conspiracy theories against Jews. For example, in 2009, the Berlin University of Applied Science, founded in 1971, was renamed after Christian Peter Wilhelm Beuth (1781–-1853), a Prussian statesman and virulent antisemite. He called for the murder of Jews and, inter alia, embraced blood libel accusations.  [130:  See The Holocaust Encyclopedia for an overview of this publication (
https://encyclopedia.ushmm.org/content/en/article/protocols-of-the-elders-of-zion)] 

This process has also been seen in recent years, with antisemitic tropes being involved in many conspiracy theories disseminated since the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic. Old libelous statements have been revived, with Jews being blamed for the spread of the COVID-19 virus. RIAS reported a drastic increase in antisemitic myths at this time, with right-wing communities involving anti-Jewish sentiment in their conspiracy theories regarding the inception of the pandemic.[footnoteRef:131] In August 2020, the Berlin Jewish community protested against open antisemitism at a Berlin coronavirus demonstration attended by over 20,000 people calling for an end to restrictions associated with the struggle to contain the virus.[footnoteRef:132] The rally was supported by neo-Nazi groups who openly displayed antisemitic slogans.  [131:  Stiftung EVZ, “Antisemitism – A threat to democracy,” accessed on DATE. https://www.stiftung-evz.de/en/topics/antisemitism]  [132:  Toby Axelrod, “Jewish community protests ‘open anti-Semitism’ at Berlin coronavirus protest,” Times of Israel (August 2, 2020). https://www.timesofisrael.com/jewish-community-protests-open-anti-semitism-at-berlin-coronavirus-protest/] 

	The political spectrum to which most antisemitic threats are attributed is right-wing extremism: 17 out of the 46 threats made (or 37 %) in 2018 came from people with a far-right background. Threats from people with an Islamist background were also common, with 15 % of the threats belonging to this demographic.[footnoteRef:133] It is striking that compared to other types of antisemitic incidents, a disproportionate number of threats came from the Berlin district of Neukölln – three of which were motivated by left-wing anti-imperialists and two by the far-right. 	Comment by Editor: Can you cite these figures?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Same place - RIAS reports (the most relevant source for data regarding antisemitism data I found) [133:  RIAS Berlin, “Antisemitic incidents in Berlin 2022 – Key findings” (Berlin: 2022).] 

[bookmark: _Hlk99474949]	While many antisemitic incidents in Berlin are related to those on the far-right, there is also a dominant trend whereby intense anti-Israel hatred and intense antisemitic hatred go hand in hand. Monika Schwarz-Friesel has described this as “the Israelization of antisemitism,” which she terms “the most dominant manifestation of Judaism today.”[footnoteRef:134] While discussing antisemitism on the Internet (referred to as Antisemitism 2.0), Schwarz-Friesel cites many cases in the real world. For example, the German music industry awarded a prize to rappers who included lines mocking Auschwitz victims and the text “Make another holocaust come again, come on with the Molotov,” with the lines being accepted as expressing artistic freedom.[footnoteRef:135]  The Palestinian-led “Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions” movement (BDS) against Israel, which has wide support amongst left-wing circles, is evident across Europe. BDS activists have interrupted speeches by Israelis at universities throughout Europe, including Berlin. On September 25, 2019, a pro-Palestinian demonstration occurred at the Brandenburg Gate. Only a few hours before, Berlin’s Senator of the Interior, Andreas Geisel (SPD), prohibited the participation of two rappers, Shadi al Bourini and Shadi al-Najja, whose songs included the lines: “Burn Tel Aviv down, we want to burn Tel Aviv down” and, about Jews: “I want to trample you under my feet.” [134:  Monika Schwarz-Friesel, “Antisemitism 2.0”—The Spreading of Jew-hatred on the World Wide Web,” in An End to Antisemitism. Volume 5 Confronting Antisemitism in Modern Media, the Legal and Political Worlds, eds. Armin Lange, Kerstin Mayerhofer, Dina Porat and Lawrence H. Schiffman, 311 -337 (Berlin:  De Gruyter, 2019). DOI: 10.1515_9783110618594-026.pdf]  [135:  Monika Schwarz-Friesel, “Antisemitism 2.0,” 323.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk100226707]	At a Berlin demonstration in 2017, placards were carried demanding the destruction of Israel, and an Israeli flag was set on fire in an incident that attracted international attention. Furthermore, the march held on Al-Quds Day, which calls for the destruction of Israel, was an annual event in Berlin from 1996 to 2019. These marches, which take place in various cities worldwide, are internationally associated with Iran and Hezbollah. There is also a mosque of Hezbollah sympathizers. For many years, the German government refused to outlaw local branches of this genocidal terrorist organization and to ban the marches that call for the destruction of Israel.[footnoteRef:136] However, in 2016, Berlin officially barred Al-Quds Day demonstrators from carrying Hezbollah flags carrying an image of an assault weapon. In 2020, the march was canceled due to COVID-19; in 2021, the Al-Quds Day march was finally banned in Berlin.[footnoteRef:137] [136:  Wolfgang Benz and Dean Phillip Bell, “The Center for Research on Antisemitism in Berlin: Purposes and Primary Research Foci.” Shofar: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Jewish Studies, 15, 4 (Summer 1997): 88-95. ]  [137:  JTA, “Berlin bans annual Quds Day march that protests Israel,” Times of Israel (May 1, 2021). https://www.timesofisrael.com/berlin-bans-annual-quds-day-march-that-protests-israel/] 

	The official view supported by RIAS nevertheless assessed that the main perpetrators of antisemitic incidents in Berlin were German and did not come from the 300,000-strong Muslim community. RIAS did, however, add that 49 % of the perpetrators are “unknown.” Geisel (SPD) has promised to improve scrutiny of the motives behind antisemitic offenses, saying, “It is unjustifiable to ascribe a motive of right-wing extremism to every one of these unsolved crimes.”[footnoteRef:138]” 	Comment by Editor: Do you have a citation for this? [138:  Manfred Gerstenfeld, “Berlin: Capital of European Antisemitism,” BESA Center (2019).  https://besacenter.org/berlin-antisemitism/.] 

	Antisemitic incidents are only part of the antisemitism in Berlin. The Berlin Monitor (2019) conducted a research project on antisemitism in Berlin, providing insights into the city’s inhabitants and their connection to spreading antisemitic attitudes.[footnoteRef:139] The Monitor found that antisemitism linked to Israel was thriving in Berlin. Twenty-eight28 % of inhabitants with no migrant background regarded the establishment of Israel as a bad idea, and 35 % viewed the behavior of Israelis as comparable to that of the Nazis under Hitler’s regime. Up to 55 % of Berliners with a migrant background agreed with these statements. 	Comment by Editor: There isn’t enough information provided in the reference for me to complete this - there appear to be multiple publications by this name	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://archive.jpr.org.uk/object-1443 [139:  Gert Pickel, Katrin Reimer-Gordinskaya, Oliver Decker, Der Berlin-Monitor (Springe: zu Klempen! Verlag: 2019)] 

[bookmark: _Hlk100222696]	
	Another issue regarding the perpetuation of antisemitism is the attitude of the local government. Mayor Michael Müller (SPD) has declined to publicly oppose high-profile anti-Israel events in Berlin. However, he was criticized when he received the Mayor of Tehran. The same attitude was seen when Berlin State Secretary for Federal Affairs Sawsan Chebli (SPD), who founded the Berlin Senate’s Working Circle to combat antisemitism, shared the podium with a Jewish pro-BDS supporter at an event in Berlin in June 2019. 
	Finally, there is the hypocritical attitude of the German government, which is based in Berlin. President Frank-Walter Steinmeier (SPD) showed contradictory behavior when he visited Rabbi Teichtal after being attacked, yet later praised the Iranian government, which is well known for speaking openly about genocide against Israel. The contradictions do not end here. FM Heiko Maas (SPD) attended a solidarity prayer service with Rabbi Teichtal at a synagogue in Berlin. Yet, under his authority, Germany supported many anti-Israel resolutions at the UN General Assembly.
Furthermore, the anti-Israeli deputy FM Niels Annen (SPD) paid a congratulatory visit to the Iranian embassy in Berlin to celebrate the 40th anniversary of the Islamic revolution of 1979. The former Chancellor Angela Merkel, a Christian democrat, regularly spoke out against antisemitism – but some believe her asylum policy brought hundreds of thousands of antisemites from Muslim countries into Germany.[footnoteRef:140] She also expressed solidarity with antisemitic democrat American Congress members Ilhan Omar and Rashida Tlaib. In Berlin, there are three active antisemite commissioners. Yet, hypocrisy appears to be prominent at the highest levels in the municipality and government. In that case, one can only wonder at the prospects for Germany’s fight against antisemitism in its classic or anti-Israel forms.[footnoteRef:141]	Comment by Editor: This is a very sweeping statement - I would tread carefully here, especially as many of these refugees were fleeing persecution in their own homeland [140:  Alison Smale, “Migrant Influx in Germany Raises Fears of Anti-Semitism ,” The New York Times (27 January, 2016). https://www.nytimes.com/2016/01/27/world/europe/migrant-germany-antisemitism-muslim-jews.html ]  [141:  Jon Henley, “Antisemitism on rise across Europe ‘in worst times since Nazis,” The Guardian (August 7, 2014).] 

	
	EvenAlmost after nearly 77 years sinceafter the Holocaustend of the Holocaustended, Jews, still fear for their lives when celebratingcelebrating Yom Kippur in a synagogue, fear for their lives.  Antisemitic statements one would expect neo-Nazis or the far right to utter are now said by supposedly ordinary, upstanding citizens. As a result, hatred is spreading in Germany. This resurgence of antisemitism in Germany and across Europe is thought by some to reflect a deeply rooted antisemitism that is integral to European culture.[footnoteRef:142] In 2002, the UK Chief Rabbi made the alarming observation that in certain European circles, “nobody will ever forgive the Jews for the Holocaust.”[footnoteRef:143] The demonization of Jews is spreading, along with the irrational hate based on the idea that the Jews are the root of all evil.  [142:  See the discussion of this concept in: Manfred Gerstenfeld, “The Deep Roots of Antisemitism in European Society,” Jewish Political Studies Review 17, 1/2 (2005): 3-46.]  [143:  Douglas Davis, “Sacks: Nobody Will Ever Forgive the Jews for Holocaust,” Jerusalem Post (June 16, 2004).] 


[bookmark: _Hlk100650643]antisemitic[image: Graphic: Violent attacks on Jews registered with the police]
Figure 12 – Violent antisemitic acts registered with the police in Germany 2001–2018

Most of the Israelis who moved to Germany believed that there is no significant antisemitism in the country, i.e., it is relatively easy to move there. However, the reality proved to be otherwise when in many cases Israelis experienced a lot of antisemitism in these places as well. In 2018, the European Union released a study in which researchers spoke with Jews across Europe.[footnoteRef:144] Over one-third of the respondents reported they had considered leaving Europe. Eighty-nine All told, 89% of those who were interviewed said antisemitism had grown considerably in their country since 2013. In Germany, 85 % of responders said antisemitism is a pressing problem. France is the only European country where this figure is higher: Aalmost all Jewish respondents in France claimed to have been the target of hostile attitudes. Although, Germany, though is generally home to less antisemitism compared to other European countries.[footnoteRef:145] In general, this is a country that remembers the events of the Holocaust and regrets them.[footnoteRef:146]	Comment by Editor: I’ve moved this paragraph here from the previous section - which makes the contradiction between your two sources on anti-Semitism in Germany even clearer	Comment by Editor: This contradicts your previous statement that Germany doesn't have much antisemitism	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I said earlier that compared to other EU countries Germany had a low level of reported antisemitism, here it is the results of a pole - do you think I should mention that sometimes Antisemitism is “unclear”?	Comment by Editor: Yes, you need to acknowledge this discrepancy ☺️	Comment by Editor: Can you evidence this?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Cited	Comment by Editor: I’ve looked at the reference you provided and it actually *contradicts* your argument - the Times of Israel article says that Germany has a comparatively *high* level of immigration compared to the rest of the EU?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Yes, yet lower level of antisemite incidents [144:  FRA European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights, “Experiences and Perceptions of Antisemitism: Second Survey on Discrimination and Hate Crime against Jews in the EU” (2018). 
https://fra.europa.eu/sites/default/files/fra_uploads/fra-2018-experiences-and-perceptions-of-antisemitism-survey_en.pdf]  [145:  Robert Philpot, “Unprecedented EU poll finds 90% of European Jews feel anti-Semitism increasing,” Times of Israel (December 20, 2018). https://www.timesofisrael.com/unprecedented-eu-poll-finds-90-of-european-jews-feel-anti-semitism-increasing/.]  [146:  Philpot, “Unprecedented EU poll”. ] 

Some Israelis who migrate to Germany have whose grandparents were Holocaust survivors. In other words, this is an educated class, usually, whose origin is also German or half-German.[footnoteRef:147].  The decision to move to Germany was made by these Israelis, but you can see how the Holocaust experience they grew up with and the stories their relatives told about certain places in Germany lead some of them to a real sense of trauma. The premise in this regard is that it is a process that is more indicative of the difficulty of these immigrants in Israel. The latter are willing to move to another destination, even if they have many difficulties with it, provided they do not stay in the State of Israel.[footnoteRef:148].	Comment by Editor: I'm not sure how this adds to your argument, I've suggested deleting it	Comment by יוסי פניאס: ?	Comment by Editor: Marked this comment as resolved - you’ve deleted the text in question so this comment doesn’t apply anymore ☺️	Comment by Editor: This is a really interesting sub-group and a shame to treat it almost as an afterthought	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I agree, do you have an Idea about it? Maybe creating a new headline with - Yekkes descends living in Berlin?	Comment by Editor: Yes, you could create a new sub-section - but this section is very, very long already! [147:  Philpot, “Unprecedented EU poll”..]  [148:  Philpot, “Unprecedented EU poll”.  ] 

	There is no doubt that antisemitism is on the rise in Germany. Perhaps the more crucial question to ask, though, is whether there is a new form of antisemitism or considering a more comprehensive definition of antisemitism. Rather than limiting the definition of antisemitism to extreme acts of violence against Jews, this definition should also include the insidious, everyday hate crimes that Jews face daily. This concept no doubt requires further research.	Comment by Editor: I’ve deliberately left this paragraph so you can move it elsewhere in the literature review - NB It shouldn’t stay here permanently ☺️	Comment by Editor: This is so valid, but again, treated lie an afterthought. Consider foregrounding this ore clearly in your list of antisemitic acts	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Not sure how to do that	Comment by Editor: You could put it nearer the beginning of the section? Or you could engage with it in more depth - you have a hugely comprehensive list of anti-semitic acts, but it might be helpful to use some of that space to talk about anti-semitism conceptually instead
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3. Findings
[bookmark: _Toc173136247]3.1 Overview
In this chapter, I will present an in-depth analysis of Israeli immigrants’ motivations to emigrate to Berlin and the effect of several factors that enhanced their decision to return to Israel. The data presented is composed of both the online survey results as well as the interviews conducted with Israeli immigrants living in Berlin. 
Regarding the demographic distribution of the research participants, there are 542 men and 515 women, making up 37.3% and 35.4% of the respondents respectively. The rest did not answer the question on their gender and indicated that they did not want to state this point. Additionally, the most common age group was the youngest, 21 to 30, with 627 participants, who made up 43.2 % of respondents. The second most common group was the 31 to 40 age group with 390 participants, at 26.8 %. This suggests that most of the participants are young adults. AlsoAdditionally, most of the participants had an additional passport, with the most common being a German passport with 597 participants (41.1 % of all study participants). Finally, the majority of study participants were single, with 650 respondents, representing 44.7 % of all study participants. This fact is consistent with the finding that most of the study participants are young adutlts.	Comment by Editor: But not so young?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: ?	Comment by Editor: I.e. the study participants are not so young that they are unable to be married - they’re all adults.

[bookmark: _Toc173136248]3.2 Research question one: motivations for emigrating to Berlin
The survey and interviews revealed various reasons why the research participants had decided to relocate to Berlin in the years examined in the study.
[bookmark: _Toc173136249]3.2.1 Financial reasons
Table 1: Answers to the question 572	Comment by Editor: I notice you’ve put the question numbers throughout, but it would be much more helpful for the reader to be able to see the actual wording of the question
	2%
	Not interested in answering 

	44%
	Agree

	17%
	Moderately agree

	21%
	Agree slightly

	16%
	Strongly agree



As can be seen here, only 16 % of the research participants do not agree at all with the statement that they immigrated to Germany for economic reasons. On the other hand, a similar percentage, 13 % of the participants, strongly agrees with this claim. The most common answer in the answers is “agree” which received 37 %, that is, over a third of the total research participants. This fact indicates that the economic aspect was a major factor in immigration. 
Berlin is well-known for its strong economy, high standards of living, and its government’s provision of social benefits and financial support. Israel might be perceived as the opposite of Berlin, with a low average income and a conservative right-wing government. It seems that these contrary situations do not go unnoticed in Israel; occasionally, the Israeli media publishes an article about “the ease of life” in Berlin, highlighting the difficult economic situation and hardships of life in Israel.	Comment by Editor: To Berlin specifically or to Germany in general?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Berlin	Comment by Editor:  But why? Why Berlin specifically and not Germany? This needs to be clear in the text: why are you comparing a city to a country?
The contrasting economic situations of Israel and Berlin reached a pinnacle during protests against the cost of living in Israel: Alongside the “Milky” protest (2014; coined after a famous Israeli yogurt) that focused on the difference between the cost of living in Israeli and Germany, the Yellow Vest Protest (2018) also entailed a more general call for corporations to lower their prices.
Some interviewees concurred that their opinions on emigration changed along with the occurrence of these protests. K.A. said:	Comment by Editor: I'd suggest deleting this - you've already talked about the protests earlier in the thesis, so this is just a quick refresher	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Yet the interview is connected to the protests, I think that if I delete the paragraph it will lose it’s context	Comment by Editor: Ok - then let’s leave it where it is ☺️
	“The first time I imagined the two words ‘Berlin’ and ‘immigration’ together was in 2014, when I saw in the media that a ‘Milky’ that costs around 4 shekels in Israel costs only 2 in Berlin. That was the first time I thought I should use my EU passport to try and immigrate, and a year later I landed in Berlin.”
E.B also said:
	“In 2018, shortly after the ‘Yellow Vests’ protest began, an Israeli friend called me and asked how Berlin is and what the prices of products are like. I answered that Israel is probably one of the most expensive places I know and here it is much cheaper, Now, a little more than a year later, we are neighbors in Berlin…” 
B.N. stated that:
“I arrived in Berlin because of the Milky protest. I understood that in Israel, the big corporations are exploiting us and that I must move to another place if I want to have a good life. It was easier than I thought, luckily. I had an EU passport and at the end of 2014, I left Israel. The Germans were very welcoming, and I received financial aid. Not long after my arrival, I started my MA in Berlin, and it is free of charge.” 
Interviewee B.H. said: 
“The money here is a big thing. I have a lot of Israeli friends here in Berlin, each one has their reasons why they came here but all of them are pleased with the low cost of living. Otherwise, we wouldn’n't have been able to stay here for long.”
N.T. said in his interview:
“In Berlin, you cannot get rich from getting government subsidies or unemployment allowance, but you can live and that is the major difference between Germany and Israel. That is what causes people here to live without stress, and that is why you can get addicted to that comfort.”
As shown in Figure 2, the economic driver was indeed dominant in 2014 (13.8 % of the total immigration motives) and 2015 (11.8 %), as well as in 2018 (10.5 %) and 2019 (13.2 %). This link reflects the connection between the protests and the economic immigration driver that, which was noted as a dominant issue in the interviews. 

Figure 32: Fluctuations and dominance of the economic driver according to the year of immigration according to the survey.	Comment by Editor: Where has the data in this figure come from? Make this clear	Comment by יוסי פניאס: My Survey.

[bookmark: _Toc173136250]3.2.2 Academic reasons	Comment by Editor: Just for your information, I’ve moved this section to this new position here so it’s next to the “economic” section, as they form a pair
Table 2: Answers to the question 576 

	7%
	Not interested in answering 

	23%
	Agree

	10%
	Moderately agree

	26%
	Agree slightly

	2%
	Strongly agree

	32%
	I don’t agree at all



Here, too, the trend is quite clear. It is evident that academic motivations are not one of the significant reasons that led Israelis to immigrate to Germany. 32 % of the participants, the largest group of respondents, do not agree with this statement at all. This is in addition to another 26 % of participants who agree to this to a small extent, making almost 60 % for both answers together. On the other hand, only 2 % strongly agree with this statement.
The immigrants who referred to education as their main reason for immigratingon to Berlin have a more distinct motivation than the other groups. This education driver is rarely coupled with other reasons for immigration and tends to stand alone. However, the quote below shows that it is coupled with economic considerations. This is reflected in some of the interviews conducted. 	Comment by Editor: Moved this up to the relevant section	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Where?	Comment by Editor: Don’t worry - you accepted the change before seeing the comment, so it’s no longer applicable ☺️	Comment by Editor: This is contradictory - how can it be "rarely" coupled with other reasons, but the pairing of academic/economic is reflected in "many" of the interviews?
For example, H.A. said in his interview:
“I came to Berlin to learn and to save money, they have good universities, and it is free of charge. I have been here for four years and I am finishing my MA. It looks like I will also do my Ph.D. here. I can say that this is a very good destination for students.”
Age is often a defining factor in the group focusing on education. Much of this group consists of younger people (under 30) who moved to Berlin to acquire state-funded education Berlin. 	Comment by Editor: Worth noting here that your sample was all on the younger end anway?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I don’t understand why	Comment by Editor: Why to note that your sample was primarily younger people? Because if your overall sample is primarily younger people, of course your sub-groups are also going to be primarily younger people ☺️ Unless you mean that this sub-group is particularly young compared to the other sub-groups?
Table 3 shows the distribution of age among Israelis immigrating to Berlin for academic reasons from 2010 to 2019.
First, one can observe that, on a scale from 1 to 5, the age group for which the academic immigration driver is the most salient is the youngest one (21–-30) ([image: ]=3.26), followed by the mid-age group ([image: ]=1.81). The 41+ age group is third ([image: ]=1.56). 

Table 3:: Academic immigration motives by age (N=618) 
	Mean
	Age

	3.26
	Between 21 and 30

	1.81
	Between 31 and 40

	1.56
	Above 41



Support for this finding can be found in A.B.’s interview:
“Studying in Berlin was a great option for me. I had a German passport and I registered for a BA in design. It was free of charge. I didn’t have any other reason to come to Berlin. At first, I was sure that after my graduation I will be returning to Israel, but I decided to continue my studies for the MA degree and now I don’t think I will ever leave Berlin.”
The economic benefits for students in Germany seem to play a major role in their decision to immigrate and stay in Germany subsequently. 

[bookmark: _Toc173136251]3.2.3 Political reasons
Table 4: – Answers to the question 513

	8%
	Not interested in answering 

	31%
	Agree

	22%
	Moderately agree

	14%
	Agree slightly

	19%
	Strongly agree

	14%
	I don’t agree at all



Here, the trend is very clear, with just 8 % answering that they do not agree at all. Most of the respondents (with 31 % of the total answers) stated that they agreed, and 19 % even strongly agreed with this claim.  There is no doubt that the political aspect had a significant impact on the desire to immigrate.
The data show that respondents who immigrated due to the political situation in Israel were more interested in adopting the German or European culture and were less concerned with the economic aspects of their move to Berlin.
L.W. espoused this view in his interview:
“I did not come to Berlin to make money. If I had wanted something like that I would have emigrated to the USA. Here in Berlin, I found the perfect combination of rich history and culture and not being robbed by the government.”
K.A. also reiterated this idea:
“…Some Israelis came to Berlin because they felt a better connection to the European culture. I believe those are the same people that are located on the far-left side of the political map and that couldn’t find a place in the current right-leaning dominant political atmosphere in Israel.”

[bookmark: _Toc173136252]3.2.4 Cultural reasons
Table 5: Answers to the question 564

	3%
	Not interested in answering 

	53%
	Agree

	18%
	Moderately agree

	4%
	Agree slightly

	22%	Comment by Editor: For clarity, I would also add a row for "I don't agree at all" at 0% so the table is the same format as all the others in this section
	Strongly agree

	0%
	I don’t agree at all



Here, too, the trend is very clear. In fact, this is the aspect thaaspect has so far been seen to have the greatest impact on the desire to immigrate to Germany on the part of the research participants: Not one participant stated that they did not agree that they immigrated to Germany for a cultural reason. Over half of the participants answered yes and almost a quarter of the participants, at, and almost a quarter of the participants, 22 %, strongly agreed with this statement.	Comment by Editor: This is really interesting but isn't foreshadowed by your introduction - what are these cultural reasons? I would suggest making mention of them earlier	Comment by יוסי פניאס: One cultural reason for Israelis to immigrate to Berlin is the vibrant arts and music scene in the city. Berlin is known for its world-class museums, galleries, and theaters, attracting creative individuals from around the world. Israelis may be drawn to the diverse cultural offerings in Berlin and the opportunity to immerse themselves in a different creative environment. Additionally, Berlin's history and multicultural population may resonate with Israelis who are interested in exploring different perspectives and experiences. The relaxed and multicultural atmosphere in Berlin may provide Israelis with a sense of freedom and openness that is appealing to those seeking a new cultural experience.	Comment by Editor: Copied into the main text ☺️
While there is a common perception, especially in recent years, that it is financially easier to live in Berlin, the economic driver is the least significant factor for culturally and politically motivated individuals when deciding to emigrate to Berlin. One cultural reason for Israelis to immigrate to Berlin is the vibrant arts and music scene in the citycity's vibrant arts and music scene. Berlin is known for its world-class museums, galleries, and theaters, attracting creative individuals from around the world. Israelis may be drawn to the diverse cultural offerings in Berlin and the opportunity to immerse themselves in a different creative environment. Additionally, Berlin’s history and multicultural population may resonate with Israelis who are interested in exploring different perspectives and experiences. The relaxed, multicultural atmosphere in Berlin may provide Israelis with a sense of freedom and openness that is appealing to those seeking a new cultural experience.
B.H. stated in his interview:
“I became tired of the political issues in Israel. I felt that there was no future and I wanted something else. Although I had a very good job, something was missing… I think that in Israel I went to the theater once a year. Here (in Berlin), I go with my wife twice a month. I have a lot of friends here in Berlin and we hang out just for fun, I didn’t have that in Israel.”
Similarly, A.B. states:
“It is not the money. Everyone thinks that we left because it is cheaper here. Israel is indeed much more expensive than Berlin but if this was the only thing, we would return after a year or two. We are staying because people here let you live your life and do not stick their noses into your personal life. The Germans are very polite, maybe even too polite…”
C.G. said:
“I seek culture, and here in Berlin, I found the possibility to consume culture almost daily. I am beginning to work in a museum alongside my philosophy degree, so for me, that was the main reason to move… the second reason might be that I do not believe in the Likud [Israeli ruling right-wing party] regime. I think they are corrupt and that they are anti-peace-oriented… maybe if the political balance changes and I could find a job in an Israeli museum, I will come back, but I doubt it will happen.” 
These three statements explain the close connection between cultural and political drivers for Israelis to migrate to Berlin. Respondents driven by these reasons seem to share the need to live somewhere with a greater cultural focus, not only in means of museums per capita but also more polite behavior and at the same time disapprove of the political situation and right-wing rule in Israel thatterms of museums per capita but also in more polite behavior. At the same time, they disapprove of the political situation and right-wing rule in Israel, which is perceived as less striving for peace.
[bookmark: _Toc173136253]3.2.5. Personal reasons
Table 6: Answers to the question 410

	19%
	Not interested in answering 

	9%
	Agree

	29%
	Moderately agree

	18%
	Agree slightly

	9%
	Strongly agree

	16%
	I don’t agree at all



Personal reasons for an Israeli person to immigrate to Berlin typically stem from their individual motivations, aspirations, or circumstances. These might include seeking career advancement or new professional opportunities, pursuing higher education or academic research, exploring artistic or cultural interests, or simply desiring a change in lifestyle or environment. Personal reasons could also involve a quest for personal growth, a desire to experience life in a different sociopolitical context, or an attraction to Berlin’'s reputation as a hub for technology, arts, and progressive thinking. Some Israelis might be drawn to Berlin’'s lower cost of living compared to Israeli cities like Tel Aviv, or its the vibrant international community.
The trend here is quite mixed. The most common answer here is “moderately agree”..” It can be said that there is a degree of agreement that personal reasons led to immigration, but it is not a very dominant factor. There are several personal reasons why Israelis may choose to emigrate to Berlin. Some may be drawn to the city’s vibrant, gay-friendly scene, which includes a thriving arts and music community. Others may be attracted to the its atmosphere of openness and tolerance, which can feel like a stark contrast to the political tensions and conflicts in Israel. Additionally, some Israelis may see Berlin as a place where they can escape the pressures and stresses of life in their home country and start fresh in a new environment. Overall, the opportunity for personal growth and a new perspective on life are compelling reasons for Israelis to make the move to Berlin.	Comment by Editor: This section is really scant, and it's not clear to me how you're distinguishing between "personal" and "family" reasons. Consider combining the two sections, adding in a snippet or two from an interview, or at least repositioning this one?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Personal are all the reasons that depend on the person (some are moving because the gay community in Berlin is very welcoming or misfit in Israel or Just experiencing new places for example) 
The family reason is pretty straightforward
Do you think maybe I should insert an explanation for each?	Comment by Editor: Yes, I think it would be really helpful to add an explanation to each section. Otherwise, some of these sub-sections are very short ☺️ NB I’m suggesting adding an explanatory couple of sentences to *each* of these sub-sections with a table (if required - e.g. the cultural section already has an explanation), not just this one!	Comment by Editor: What could these be?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: There are several personal reasons why Israelis may choose to immigrate to Berlin. Some may be drawn to the city's vibrant gay-friendly scene, which includes a thriving arts and music community. Others may be attracted to the city's atmosphere of openness and tolerance, which can feel like a stark contrast to the political tensions and conflicts in Israel. Additionally, some Israelis may see Berlin as a place where they can escape the pressures and stresses of life in their home country and start fresh in a new environment. Overall, the opportunity for personal growth and a new perspective on life are compelling reasons for Israelis to make the move to Berlin.	Comment by Editor: Copied this into the text ☺️

[bookmark: _Toc173136254]3.2.6 Family reasons	Comment by Editor: You might want to consider moving the "personal reasons" section to before this one, as they function as a pair	Comment by יוסי פניאס: OK sounds right	Comment by Editor: I’ve moved it accordingly ☺️
Table 7: Answers to the question [XXX]
	Comment by Editor: NB the number is missing here
	24%
	Not interested in answering 

	19%
	Agree

	18%
	Moderately agree

	18%
	Agree slightly

	2%
	Strongly agree

	19%
	I don’t agree at all



Family reasons for immigration often involve considerations that extend beyond the individual to include their immediate or extended family members. These might include reuniting with family members already living in Berlin, accompanying a spouse who has found work or educational opportunities in the city, or relocating to provide better educational or economic prospects for childrenchildren with better educational or economic prospects. Family reasons could also encompass caring for elderly relatives who have ties to Germany, reclaiming family property lost during the Nazi era, or exploring ancestral roots, for those with German- Jewish heritage. In some cases, families might choose to immigrate together to escape perceived instabilities or pressures in Israel, seeking a different environment for raising children or building a future together.
Here, the trend is clearly mixed. The fact that the most frequent response was “Not interested in answering,” with 24 % of the total answers, speaks for itself. It is evident that this is a complex issue for immigrants. 19 % did not agree at all with the claim here. On the other hand, 19 % strongly agreed with it. It is evident that there is a real variety of feelings here on the part of the research participants, some of whom saw emigration to Germany as a path to family consolidation, but. Still, it seems that others did not think so and emigrated there for completely different reasons, such as cultural motivations. 
People motivated by family reasons are also greatly encouraged by personal reasons: there is a strong connection between these two immigration drivers. The elements of family and personal life are inherently intertwined, so it is natural that, as immigration drivers, these factors are linked.
This interpretation is supported, for example, by B.N.’s interview:
	“My wife is German, and now we live in Berlin. You can say I moved to Berlin because of my wife, the other option was to live in Israel, and I don’t think she will like the Israeli temper…”
The connection between family and personal immigration drivers is also related to the rather liberal nature of Berlin, its cultural diversity, and also its big large LGBTQ+ community. This statement is supported byin some of the interviewees. S.R said:
	“I moved to Berlin because it is easier for me as a gay person. In Israel I come from a small place and (I felt?) my options were moving to Tel Aviv or Berlin. I chose Berlin and after 3 years here I think I made the right choice, especially if I want a family and children.”
E.B. added:
		"In some places in Israel, it is a big deal if you are gay. In Berlin it is sometimes better to be gay, all the best parties are gay-oriented, I have many Israeli friends that live in Berlin today and they are gay, I call Berlin – a gay heaven” 
It is important to state that familial motivations are also connected to economic aspects, as reflected in the interview with B.H.:
“I came to Berlin with two children and now I have three. Whenever I speak with my family, I cannot imagine living in Israel because of financial reasons. I just would not earn enough to live. Here I have time for my family, and I can earn enough.”
The vast majority of families in Germany are paid child support.[footnoteRef:149] This is an enticing form of economic assistance, as explained by N.T. in her interview.	Comment by Editor: Its not every family, but it is the vast majority - see e.g. https://www.finanztip.de/kindergeld/	Comment by Editor: Can you find a more reliable source for the citation specifically? Informal websites are great for getting a quick overview of a situation, but not ideal for citations - here, consider linking to the government’s own page	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://www.gesetze-im-internet.de/estg/__32.html [149:  Einkommensteuergesetz (EStG) § 32 Kinder, Freibeträge für Kinder (2009) (] 

“I receive 600 euros for child support: this is a huge help for us. When we first arrived in Berlin, thanks to the child support payments, I was able to stay at home and take care of my children for two years.”
[bookmark: _Toc173136255]3.2.7 Impact of immigrants’ background on motivations
Another element that was examined during the research is the effect of the immigrants’ origin, divided by Mizrahi and Ashkenazi, on their reason for the migration. As displayed in the table below, the averages of the answers were calculated according to these precise groups. AIn additionally, it was calculated whether there is a significant difference between the groups, according to the anova test. Ultimately, it can be seen that there are differences in the average values, but  there is no overarching reason related to the difference between Mizrahi and Ashkenazi. In the end, this division had no effect and did not lead to differences.	Comment by Editor: This whole section, I've suggested, should go in the earlier sub-section of this chapter on immigrants' motivation. I've moved it up there	Comment by יוסי פניאס: OK

Table 8: Reasons divided by religious group
	 
	Financial reasons
	Personal reasons
	Political reasons
	Cultural reasons
	Family reasons
	Academic reasons

	Ashkenazi
	1.692
	2.107
	2.859
	3.803
	1.859
	2.188

	Ashkenazi and Mizrahi
	1.541
	2.097
	2.893
	3.825
	1.874
	2.188

	No comment
	1.391
	2.199
	4.658
	3.692
	1.835
	2.128

	Mizrahi
	1.449
	1.865
	2.449
	3.685
	1.652
	2.270



Table 9 shows the distribution of immigration drivers by gender, as a percentage of each group. The most significant differences are with respect to personal motivations (50.2 % of the male respondents and only 37.6 % of the female respondents) and the cultural driver (71.7 % of the female respondents and only 50.2 % of the male respondents). 

Table 9: Immigration drivers by gender (N=691)
	Academic
	Cultural
	Family
	Personal
	Political
	Economic
	 

	27.5%
	50.2%
	23.1%
	50.2%
	53.6%
	73.9%
	Male

	36.4%
	71.7%
	23.5%
	37.6%
	58.8%
	82.3%
	Female



[bookmark: _Toc173136256]3.2.8 Links between reasons for migration
In order to look for connections within the various reasons for moving presented to the research participants, a test was conducted to find correlations between each reason and other reasons that were examined together with it. The results are shown in the matrix below.

Table 10: Connection matrix
	
	Financial reasons	Comment by Editor: You may not be able to change this layout, but it would be nice to have the layout of the various reasons in the same order here (and vertically) as they were presented in this section

	Personal reasons

	Political reasons

	Cultural reasons

	Family reasons

	Academic reasons


	Financial reasons

	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Personal reasons

	-0.120
	1
	
	
	
	

	Political reasons

	0.011
	0.195
	1
	
	
	

	Cultural reasons

	0.185
	0.340
	0.3584
	1
	
	

	Family reasons

	-0.0663
	0.1169
	0.1736
	0.1404
	1
	

	Academic reasons

	-0.0291
	0.2553
	0.2360
	0.2896
	0.0791
	1



The most significant links are those between a cultural reason and a personal reason, and a cultural reason and a political reason. In both cases, this is a correlation of 0.34 and 0.35, respectively, with a positive relationship direction in each case. The cultural aspect is related to the personal and political aspectaspect, and it is a set of factors that were found to have influenced the immigrants to leave the State of Israel.
Despite the variety of  reasonsof reasons for immigration,  the findings do show clusters of drivers, which enables them to be collated into groups.  Table 11 shows the distribution of immigration drivers among Israelis immigrating to Berlin between 2010 and 2019.	Comment by Editor: This whole section has been moved up into the relevant part of this chapter (on motivations for moving)
First, one can observe that, on a scale from 1 to 5, the most significant driver for immigration is economic ([image: ]=3.79), while the cultural driver is second ([image: ]=3.49) and the political third ([image: ]=3.04). Family-related reasons are the least salient ([image: ]=1.81). 

Table 11: – The salience of drivers for immigrating to Berlin (N=683)
	Mean
	Reason for immigration

	3.79
	Economic

	3.49
	Cultural

	3.09
	Political

	2.57
	Personal

	2.24
	Academic

	1.81
	Familial



The interviewees also support the categorization of economic, cultural, and political factors as the most salient drivers for immigration to Berlin. Interviewee S.R. said:
“To be honest, it was mainly about money. We all have German passports, and we wanted to have a chance to live an easier life. In Israel, I earned 12,000 NIS (new Israeli shekels), and I couldn’t afford to pay for anything besides rent and food. Here in Berlin, I earn half of it (about EUR 1,500) and I can afford a lot of things I avoided in Israel. The second reason is the political issue in Israel, we’ve just lost all hope that the left will regain its political power.” 
Interviewee K.A. said:
“Why did I immigrate to Berlin? That is a tough question. I don’t think there is one reason. I believe I wanted something else for my children, a more European culture. I had to get away from the Israeli mentality, the noise, the pushing. I wanted something else. I would be a hypocrite if I said that this is the only reason. The fact that I could live almost two years without working and getting government aid was a huge part of my decision to leave Israel.”
While the economic, cultural, and political drivers are the most salient in general, differences do exist between men (69 respondents in total) and women (85 respondents in total), although. However, not all respondents mentioned their gender.	Comment by Editor: Possibly worth flagging here that not all your respondents stated their gender, so this could be skewed
In the study, Israeli immigrants were asked to choose the main primary reason that compelled them to emigrate to Berlin (with the option to chooseselect more than one reason). All of the respondents in the survey picked more than one reason; most gave two, three, or even four reasons. The salient reasons for immigration are widely varied, yet examining correlations between the different motivations reveals that some are connected to each other more strongly than others. 
Table 12 shows that immigration drivers can be categorized into three main groups: political-cultural drivers; personal-familial drivers; and economic-academic drivers. However, this third group has somewhat of a weak correlation yet is nonetheless significant.	Comment by Editor: Moved this up to this section	Comment by Editor: Is this about categorising the drivers per se? Or is it more about people's own drivers? i.e. categorizing the Israelis in Berlin	Comment by יוסי פניאס: It shows the connection between the immigration drivers, in that case, a connection between cultural and political reasons

Table 12: Correlation between immigration drivers (Pearson correlation)
	Immigration for Economic reasons
	Immigration for Political reasons
	Immigration for Personal reasons
	 

	.13
	.06
	.32**
	Immigration for Family reasons

	.12
	.72**
	-.05
	Immigration for Cultural reasons

	.16*
	.01
	-.02
	Immigration for Academic reasons



	Comment by Editor: I think this might be missing something - you don’t explain what the asterisks actually denote?
In conclusion, the immigration of Israelis to Berlin in the past two decades can be understood as a complex interplay of different drivers. One such pairing is reflected in the correlation between cultural and political factors. While the vibrant art and culture scene in Berlin undoubtedly attracts many Israeli expatriates, the political climate in Israel, including the ongoing conflict with the Palestinians and the influence of right-wing nationalism, also plays a significant role in driving emigration. As more and more Israelis choose to make Berlin their home, it is clear that both cultural and political considerations are shaping this migration trend. 
Another example is the connection found between familial and personal drivers. It seems that the desire to reunite with family members, seek opportunities for personal growth, and escape political tensions all played significant roles in the decision-making process for many Israelis. By exploring these factors, we gain a deeper understanding of the complex reasons behind this migration trend and the ways in which familial ties and individual aspirations can intersect to shape the choices individuals make in pursuit of a better life. 

[bookmark: _Toc173136257]3.2.9 Change in reasons over time
In addition, the study also examined the reasons for emigrating to Germany by year. As can be seen throughout the years under review, the values remain roughly the same from year to year, with one significant exception in this regard, which is the year 2011. The values in the table below express the sum of the answers, that is, the sum of the degree of agreement with the reason for immigration in each case. It can be seen that, across all reasons, this year had a significantly higher amount than other years. The year 2011It marked a significant turning point in Israeli social and economic dynamics, catalyzed by the widespread housing protests that swept across the country. Known as the “"social justice”" or “"cottage cheese”" protests, these demonstrations highlighted the growing frustration among Israelis, particularly young adults, with the rising cost of living and the increasingly unaffordable housing market. The protests, which saw hundreds of thousands of people take to the streets, exposed deep-seated economic inequalities and a sense of disillusionment with the government’'s ability to address these issues effectively. In the aftermath of these events, it appears that a notable number of Israelis, feeling disenfranchised and seeing limited prospects for financial stability in their home country, began to seriously consider alternatives abroad. Germany, and Berlin in particularparticularly Berlin, emerged as an attractive destination due to its relatively lower cost of living, robust job market, and burgeoning startup scene. This migration trend suggests that the 2011 protests not only brought domestic issues to the forefront but also prompted some Israelis to seek economic opportunities and a higher quality of life beyond their national borders, viewing relocation to Germany as a path to a more secure and prosperous future.. It seems that this year caused many people to break away from the situation in Israel and move to Germany to find a better future for them there.

Table 13: Reasons divided by year of arrival in Berlin
	 Year of arrival in Berlin
	Financial reasons
	Personal reasons
	Political reasons
	Cultural reasons
	Family reasons
	Academic reasons

	2000
	28
	47
	101
	105
	28
	63

	2001
	58
	66
	138
	150
	45
	80

	2002
	34
	51
	98
	104
	60
	52

	2003
	26
	40
	88
	99
	31
	66

	2004
	37
	69
	121
	143
	40
	87

	2005	Comment by Editor: What is the data in this column?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: The year of immigration to Berlin
	40
	86
	80
	109
	54
	77

	2006
	19
	53
	70
	66
	30
	50

	2007
	18
	43
	64
	68
	22
	46

	2008
	29
	46
	89
	104
	50
	71

	2009
	28
	57
	104
	108
	26
	73

	2010
	355
	280
	324
	658
	419
	382

	2011
	418
	520
	864
	907
	495
	579

	2012
	44
	92
	132
	160
	80
	86

	2013
	108
	62
	99
	108
	33
	67

	2014
	242
	358
	546
	597
	285
	322

	2015
	100
	219
	260
	329
	173
	154

	2016
	32
	62
	86
	96
	39
	59

	2017
	102
	110
	227
	211
	124
	113

	2018
	124
	134
	278
	305
	156
	155

	2019
	73
	141
	181
	198
	86
	119

	2020
	71
	131
	175
	239
	105
	109

	2021
	48
	127
	139
	163
	74
	87




In examining the complex phenomenon of Israeli immigration to Berlin, my research identified several key categories of motivating factors that influenced individuals’' decisions to relocate, encompassing a wide range of economic, cultural, political, personal, academic, and familial considerations.
The main drivers of immigration I focused on in my study were the following: economic (e.g. increased income, better standard of living, lower outgoings, etc.), cultural (e.g. visiting places of culture, attending productions, plays, and similar events, experiencing more polite behavior, less street noise, etc.), political (e.g. disagreeing with the political balance in Israel, losing faith in politicians and the political system, scruples regarding Israeli foreign or domestic policy), personal (e.g. more liberal attitude towards homosexuality, having a German partner, sense of not belonging), academic (e.g. acquiring education in German institutions) and familial (e.g. having a German partner, striving for a better life for children, joining a family member living in Berlin).	Comment by Editor: This summary doesn’t quite wrap up your sub-chapter convincingly and it comes out of nowhere: can you add a) an introductory sentence to this paragraph, and b) a concluding sentence, too?

[bookmark: _Toc173136258]3.3 Research question two: the impact of rising antisemitism and the desire to return to Israel
As previously stated, previously,  there has been a rise in antisemitism in Germany over the past few years. This is expressed publicly through antisemitic hate crimes and sentiments, which have been reported throughout popular German media and social networks.[footnoteRef:150] Antisemitic crimes have increased each year since 2015 in Germany.[footnoteRef:151] According to the latest report by the Federal Ministry of the Interior (BMI), 2019 saw the highest number of such crimes logged by police crimes since its records began in 2001.[footnoteRef:152] A measurable and significant rise in antisemitic speech has been manifested in right-wing political parties such as the AfD, which are gaining popularity and power. This unprecedented rise of antisemitism in Berlin too[footnoteRef:153] could potentially have a dramatic impact on the Jewish population living there. This topic was explored via three different questions in the questionnaire. They referred to the factor of exposure to violence on an antisemitic basis, exposure to violence on the basis of being Israeli, and a significant strengthening of the far-right in Germany. All three of these issues are linked to antisemitism in Germany and the effect it has on the immigrants’ motivation to return to Israel. 	Comment by Editor: Moved this to the anti-Semitism section	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Where?	Comment by Editor: Don’t worry - you’ve already accepted the tracked change moving this, so this comment has already been actioned ☺️	Comment by Editor: Do you have a more reputable source for this than the link provided?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2020/01/seventy-five-years-after-auschwitz-anti-semitism-is-on-the-rise/605452/?utm_source=feed	Comment by יוסי פניאס: https://news.un.org/en/story/2020/01/1055851	Comment by Editor: Do you have more information on this citation? I can’t find it from the information given	Comment by Editor: (flagging as this remains unresolved)	Comment by Editor: But is this backed up by your study data?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: As cited, do you think I should also refer to my research?	Comment by Editor: No, I mean, in the interviews you carried out, did your interviewees suggest that this was the case in their view?	Comment by Editor: (I ask because, as far as I can see, anti-Semitism doesn’t seem to have a huge impact, according to your study data) [150:  “Anti-Semitism: Germany sees ‘10% jump in offences’ in 2018,”  BBC News (February 13, 2019). https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-47223692.]  [151:  “75 years after Auschwitz liberation, antisemitism still threatens ‘foundations of democratic societies’,” UN News (January 23, 2020). https://news.un.org/en/story/2020/01/1055851.]  [152:  Politisch motivierte Kriminalität im Jahr 2019 Bundesweite Fallzahlen]  [153:  A report from the Anti-Semitism Research and Information Center (RIAS), a Berlin-based organization that tracks anti-Semitic incidents, found that physical attacks increased by 155 percent from 2017 to 2018, and anti-Semitic threats by 77 percent. Significantly more of those incidents are taking place near victims’ homes or on public transportation.] 

The results were as follows:	Comment by Editor: I would suggest specifying the precise question that was asked here - you mention “three different questions” above

Table 14: Answers to the question “Would you consider returning to Israel for any reason?” [Exposure to anti-Semitic violence]
	27%
	Don’t know

	24%
	Not true

	6%
	Refuse to answer

	43%
	True



It can be seen that 43 % of the answers, with the most frequent answer being, “true.” On the other hand, only 24 % answered this question with “not true” and 27 % did not know what to answer. In other words, almost half of the participants claimed that they feel antisemitism and believe that it is rising. The fact that almost half of the participants feel this way confirms, first of all, that antisemitism is definitely on the rise in Germany during the test period, according to the subjective opinion of the research participants, and that a significant number of them are motivated to return to Israel because of this fact.
While present-day antisemitism is being noticed by Israeli immigrants in Berlin, it is also worth exploring whether the history of Jews in Berlin deterred Israeli immigrants at all and whether it was a consideration in their decision to migrate. The questionnaire also explored this issue. 
Table 15.5 shows that the history of the Jews in Berlin had little to do with the decision to emigrate to Germany. Results show that 82.7 % of the Israelis immigrating to Berlin disregarded or only slightly took the grim history of Jews in Germany – and Berlin as the center of the former Nazi regime – into account in their decision to move to Berlin. Only 7.7 % of the respondents stated that the Jewish historical events were a matter to which they paid significant heed.

Table 15: Jewish historicaly events as a consideration in the decision to immigrate (N=156)
	Percent
	History of Jews in Berlin as a consideration in the decision to migrate 

	61.5
	Not a consideration

	21.2
	Slight consideration

	9.6
	Moderate consideration

	5.1
	Significant consideration

	2.6
	The most significant consideration



[bookmark: _Toc173136259]3.3.1. The perception of a rise in antisemitism in Germany	Comment by Editor: Moved all this to the anti-Semitism section
As presented in Table 16 below, 41.7 % of Israelis living in Berlin agree that antisemitism has been on the rise in Germany in recent years. A minority of 13.5 % believe that this is not true, and 44.8 % are unsure whether antisemitism is rising or not. This large discrepancy in perceptions of antisemitism demonstrates that the answer is not as concise as previously thought. 
Table 16: – The distribution of answers to the question “There is a perception that Antisemitism in Germany has been on the rise in recent years. Do you agree?” (N=155), in percent
	Antisemitism rising in Germany

	Agree
	41.7

	Disagree
	13.5

	Do not know
	44.8


Showcasing the lack of personal exposure to antisemitism in Berlin, K.A. stated:
“I have heard many of my friends in Israel talking about antisemitism in Germany and that it is spreading and that I shouldn’t speak Hebrew on the streets. When I arrived in Berlin, I did not see anything that resembles anti-Jewish actions. Maybe some of the older Germans do not like immigrants, but this has nothing to do with antisemitism.”
Y.C. reinforced this perspective in his interview, saying: 
“I have been living in Berlin for almost two years and I haven’t seen any antisemitic acts or any kind of violence. I perceive Berlin as a very safe place, much safer than many areas in Israel. I have noticed that every incident that takes place in Germany that involves Jews in some way, or another is loudly echoed in the German media. This might be the reason for the feeling that antisemitism is rising. To be honest, I just don’t know.” 

[bookmark: _Toc173136260]3.3.2 Exposure to antisemitic acts in Berlin 
In terms of experiencing antisemitic acts first-hand, Figure 45.3 shows that only 16 % of the respondents declared that they had been exposed to antisemitism of any form since moving to Berlin. 
It can be surmised that if antisemitism is indeed on the rise, as reported in the media, it would be reflected in the personal experiences of Israelis who live in Berlin.  The reported riincrease of antisemitism in Europe, and Germany in particular, presents a complex backdrop to the experiences of Israeli immigrants in Berlin. If media reports of increasing antisemitism are accurate, one would expect this trend to manifest in the day-to-day lives of Israelis residing in the city. These personal encounters could range from subtle microaggressions to more overt acts of discrimination or hostility. Israelis might face challenges in openly expressing their cultural or religious identity, experience discomfort in certain neighborhoods, or confront antisemitic rhetoric in social or professional settings. However, it i's crucial to note that personal experiences can vary widely and may not always align with broader statistical trends. Some Israelis might find Berlin to be largely welcoming and inclusive, while others could face more frequent incidents of prejudice. The disconnect between media reports and individual experiences could also reflect the effectiveness of Berlin’'s efforts to combat antisemitism, or indicate that such incidents, while increasing, remain relatively rare. Ultimately, a thorough examination of Israelis’' lived experiences in Berlin would provide valuable insight into the practical implications of reported antisemitic trends and how they shape the immigrant experience in contemporary German society.	Comment by Editor:  But you've already evidenced that the Israelis in Berlin don't affiliate with the Jewish community?	Comment by יוסי פניאס: This is a contradicting evidence from one of the interviewees	Comment by Editor: Sure - then expand it further to avoid confusion ☺️
This is not the case and The commonness of anti-immigrant attitudes, and a possible explanation, can be foundare discussed in A.B’s interview: 
“There is a rise in the German negative attitudes against immigrants and the Israelis are immigrants. I do not think it is something that is directed against Jews. I know that Muslim immigrants are exposed to violence as well. I think that someone in the Jewish community has an interest in over-reporting those incidents. I have never been attacked, and I have been living in Berlin since 2010.” 

Figure 4:3 – Distribution of answers to the question “Have you been exposed to any form of antisemitic violence since you moved to Berlin?”

[bookmark: _Toc173136261]3.3.3 Possibility of anti-Israel sentiment being equated with antisemitism in Berlin 	Comment by Editor: I would consider actually moving this to the start of this section: it's your call!	Comment by יוסי פניאס: OK sound right
Some people do not differentiate between acts of antisemitism and anti-Israeli policy, creating a perception of rising antisemitism that is exaggerated or untrue – and often exacerbated by the media. Anti-Semitism and anti-Israel sentiment are two distinct issues that can sometimes be conflated or confused. Anti-Semitism refers to prejudice or discrimination against Jewish people based on their religion or ethnicity, while anti-Israel sentiment typically involves criticism of the policies and actions of the Israeli government. In Berlin, where there is a significant Jewish population and a history of antisemitic acts, it is important to differentiate between the two. While criticism of Israel’s government and its military actions is valid and can be part of a healthy debate, it is essential to draw the line and not conflate this criticism with hatred or discrimination towards Jewish people as a whole. It is crucial for individuals and communities in Berlin to work towards understanding and addressing both issues separately in order to promote tolerance and coexistence.	Comment by Editor: As I mentioned earlier, the distinctin between anti-Semitism and anti-Israeli is really important	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Antisemitism and anti-Israel sentiment are two distinct issues that can sometimes be conflated or confused. Antisemitism refers to prejudice or discrimination against Jewish people based on their religion or ethnicity, while anti-Israel sentiment typically involves criticism of the policies and actions of the Israeli government. In Berlin, where there is a significant Jewish population and a history of anti-Semitic acts, it is important to differentiate between the two. While criticism of Israel's government and its military actions is valid and can be part of a healthy debate, it is essential to draw the line and not conflate this criticism with hatred or discrimination towards Jewish people as a whole. It is crucial for individuals and communities in Berlin to work towards understanding and addressing both issues separately in order to promote tolerance and coexistence.	Comment by Editor: Copied into main text
According to this study, as shown in Table 17, only 19.2 % of respondents answered that they agree that those who object to Israeli policy act violently against Israelis in Germany. 36.5 % do not agree, and the majority (44.2 %) are unsure. 
The division of the answers above is similar to the answers regarding the rise of antisemitism in Germany. There are many respondents who do not know whether antisemitism is rising. One could assume that they simply are not bothered by antisemitism and therefore its apparent rise does not impact them.

Table 17 - The distribution of answers to the question, “Do you agree that individuals and organizations that oppose Israeli policies act violently against Israelis in Germany?” ,
 in percent
	Violence against Israelis in Germany

	Agree
	52.7

	Disagree
	15.5

	Do not know
	31.8


Some evidence of this claim can be found in L.W.’s interview:
“I don’t think the Israelis in Berlin are interested in antisemitism. I know I am not. I do not believe the Germans today are against us or hate the Jews, and if there is a crazy minority that does, I just don’t care. I live my life here and I am happy. Maybe someone should check whether Israeli [government] policy is the reason for all the problems with the other immigrant communities here, but again, I don’t care.” 
K.A. expanded on this point in his interview:
“Antisemitism is a complicated issue. I do not think the problem is with the Germans in Berlin – not even with the supporters of the AfD. I think the problem is that we are connected to the problematic agenda of the Israeli government. I must say that I feel completely safe in Berlin. I don’t know about other places in Germany, but Berlin is super safe for me and for everyone I know.” 
As shown in Figure 5.4, 16 % of the Israeli immigrants were personally exposed to violence due to their identification as Israelis, added to the 28.2 % that were not personally exposed. However, no other Israeli immigrants were exposed to violence only because they were from Israel. These are substantial numbers since they show that almost one in two Israelis in Berlin were exposed to some kind of violence due to being identified as Israeli.[footnoteRef:154] [154:  This study does not distinguish between physical and verbal violence as presented in the question.] 

	Comment by Editor: Edit - I have not been exposed myself but I know of others who have	Comment by Editor: Flagging that this edit still needs to be applied to the graphic ☺️
Figure 45 – The distribution of answers to the question, “Have you been personally exposed to any violence due to your Israeli identity?”
This data suggests that, although the levels of violence are generally low, there are differences between the perception of an anti-Israeli agenda and a rise in antisemitism. While 41.7 % agree that antisemitism is rising, only 19.2 % agree that anti-Israeli acts are increasing. Nonetheless, the violence that follows such acts is much more salient when it comes to anti-Israeli acts; 44.2% % were exposed or know someone who was exposed to violence due to being Israeli. This information suggests a complex interplay between perceptions of rising antisemitism and anti-Israeli sentiment, and the actual experiences of Israelis in Berlin. The discrepancy between the perceived rise in antisemitism (41.7%) and anti-Israeli acts (19.2%) indicates that respondents distinguish between these two forms of prejudice, seeing antisemitism as a broader issue that is increasing to a greater extent, more increasing issue. Paradoxically, while fewer respondents perceive an increase in anti-Israeli acts, a significant portion (44.2%) report exposure to violence related to their Israeli identity, either personally or through acquaintances. This contradiction might stem from isolated but impactful incidents that do no't necessarily translate to a perceived overall increase. Despite these experiences, the data implies that Israelis in Berlin generally don't do not view antisemitism or anti-Israeli sentiment as major threats to their safety or well-being. This perception contributes to the sustained image of Berlin as a safe haven for Israelis, suggesting that, while incidents do occur, they are not frequent or severe enough to significantly alter the positive view of the city. The apparent resilience of the Israeli community in Berlin, maintaining their sense of security despite acknowledging some level of prejudice, speaks to the complex nature of immigrant experiences and the multifaceted factors that influence perceptions of safety and belonging in a host country.	Comment by Editor: Why do you think this is?
It is reasonable to conclude that the Israelis in Berlin do not perceive antisemitism or anti-Israeli acts as a major threat and that, furthermore, acts of violence against Israelis in Berlin are relatively rare. Although anti-Israeli acts of violence carried out by individuals or organizations are more common, according to the data, they have little effect on the Israelis living in Berlin, who perpetuate the idea of Berlin as a safe place for Israelis. 
Indeed, as shown in Figure 65.5, the change in personal security following the move to Berlin is positive: 62.2 % of the Israeli immigrants report that their feeling of personal security has improved as a result of their move to Berlin, and only 8.3 % report that it has changed for the worse.

Figure 65: The change in personal security as a result of moving to Berlin

This belief is reflected in the interviews, which indicate that Israeli immigrants feel safer in Berlin than they do in Israel. 
Y.C. said:
	“Do I feel safe in Berlin? Very much! Even safer than in Israel. I sometimes see BDS demonstrations around the university, usually after military action in Gaza or Syria, but usually, it is very calm and peaceful for me here.”
L.G. added: 
“I thought that antisemitism would be an issue here in Berlin, actually it is not. I was a little afraid of the so-called ‘new antisemitism’[footnoteRef:155] and the AfD gaining power, but after some time in Berlin, I can tell you that it is not so relevant for me. I guess living in Israel made me a little indifferent towards people that dislike Jews or Israelis. Regarding anti-Israel acts, I think there is a rise, and you hear more about attacks and incidents, but they are mostly verbal and not physical attacks.”
 [155:  The phrase “new anti-Semitism,” as used by L.G., refers to anti-Israel or anti-Israeli immigration acts as an expression of current antisemitism in Berlin ] 

[bookmark: _Toc173136262]3.3.4. Motives for returning to Israel
The final issue considered in the survey is the willingness of the respondents to return to Israel. 
As shown in Figure 67, 52.3 % of the Israelis in Berlin surveyed state that they are not considering returning to Israel. 
If Israeli immigrants give up their Israeli citizenship upon entering Germany (typically, to avoid paying two sets of taxes), they are entitled to regain their Israeli citizenship automatically when re-entering Israel. This ease of re-entry into the country means that the decision to immigrate overseas is not an irreversible one. irreversible. However, it cCurrently, though , it appears that many Israelis in Berlin are not interested in returning to their Jewish homeland, suggesting that life is more satisfying for many in Berlin. 

 Figure 67: The answers to the question “Are you considering returning to Israel?” (N=155)	Comment by Editor: Replace with a brief pargraph introducing the themes in the below snippets	Comment by יוסי פניאס: How?	Comment by Editor: Write a short paragraph here to introduce the interview segments that follow, so the reader knows what the main themes are to expect ☺️

The following interview excerpts provide first-hand accounts from Israeli immigrants in Berlin, offering valuable insights into their motivations, experiences, and reflections on life in the German capital. These narratives touch on several key themes, including economic opportunities, cultural attractions, political disillusionment with Israel, personal freedom, academic pursuits, and family considerations. The interviewees’' stories reveal the complex interplay of factors that influenced their decision to relocate, as well as their encounters with both challenges and opportunities in their new home. Through these diverse perspectives, we gain a nuanced understanding of the Israeli immigrant experience in Berlin, encompassing aspects of identity, integration, and the ongoing negotiation between their Israeli roots and their new lives in Germany.
In his interview, H.W. said:
“Israel was my home, and I loved it very much, but I understood that I couldn’t make a living there, so I moved to Berlin seven years ago. Now, this is my home. I know it sounds weird, but it is true. I speak German, have German friends, Germany and the city of Berlin supported me financially so I could start a family. It does not get any more home than that. I will always love Israel, but to be honest, I don’t feel at home there anymore.”
N.Y. said in her interview:
“When I will return to Israel, you ask... Well, the answer will sound bad for an Israeli – I will never return to Israel. In 2014, I understood that those who have money in Israel can live there but those who are poor should seek another place. I think Israel will always be there for me, but this is my home now.”
K.A. also emphasized the economic aspect and stated:
“…I am not afraid, actually it is safer here than in Israel. The only thing that could get me to return to Israel is if I lose my job or run out of money, other than that I don’t think I will return.”
E.B. focused on the government support he is receiving as the main reason for not returning to Israel:
“…The media caused everyone to believe that the Jews are suffering in Berlin because of an antisemitic wave or rise. This is not true. Our life here is good. The Germans are doing more for the Israelis here than the Israeli government does in Israel, so you understand why I don’t see any option for returning.”
Other Israelis, 47.7 %, did not rule out the possibility of returning to Israel, as shown in Figure 5.67 above.
It is thus relevant to consider which factors could motivate Israeli immigrants to leave Berlin and return to Israel As shown in Table 5.10, personal reasons (e.g. family, children, health, etc.) are the most salient reasons mentioned for returning (47.3 %) followed by, both anti-Israeli and antisemitic violence, with 35.5 % each and a third is work-related reasons . As shown in Table 18, personal reasons (e.g., family, children, health, etc.) are the most salient reasons mentioned for returning (47.3%), followed by anti-Israeli and antisemitic violence, with 35.5% each. Work-related reasons come in third, with 32.8 % supporting this reason as a motive for returning to Israel.
Reference to the personal reason may be found in L.W.’s interview:
	“The only real thing that will cause me to leave Berlin back to Israel is a personal reason. This generally means one out of two scenarios, the first is that one of my family members falls ill, and the second is if my children will grow up and will be joining the IDF. Other than that, I really cannot see any other reason.”
Also, in B.H.’s interview:
	“Am I considering returning to Israel? Well, leaving Berlin is not an option, yet in seven years my daughter will turn 18 and she will have to decide whether to join the IDF or not, I think that now we as a family will be forced to think about returning to Israel.”
Interestingly, this explains why the least significant reason is an adverse change in the social benefits granted by the German government, only 2.6 % stated that they would leave Berlin for that reason.

Table 18: Distribution of the reasons for returning to Israel (N=155), in percent[footnoteRef:156] [156:  In the survey, there was an option to mark more than one reason for returning to Israel] 

	Percent
	Reason for returning to Israel

	47.3
	Personal reasons

	35.5
	Antisemitic violence

	35.5
	Anti-Israeli violence

	32.8
	Work-related reasons

	31.5
	Rise of the far-right

	21
	Visa expiry

	9.2
	Graduation

	2.6
	An adverse change in social benefits



The personal issue may perhaps not be very surprising for many Israelis. The fact that they have children might motivate them to return to Israel: sometimes it is their wish that the children grow up as “Israelis,” sometimes it is the importance of family connections, and in a later phase, it is the mandatory military service which they do not want their children to complete without them being present in the country. Some support for this argument can be found in S.R.’s interview:
	“Returning to Israel is a sensitive point… when my first child was born, I knew that at some point we would have to return, we try to postpone it as much as we can but it is clear that he will have to serve in the army like we did and I can’t imagine living in Berlin while my son is in the army in Israel, so yes, we will return.”
Another reason mentioned by the respondents as a possible driver to return to Israel is work-related. In K.W.’s interview, this is mentioned in connection to the initial driver to migrate in the first place:
“It is money. A job and money brought me here and if I get a better job offer,, and if I get a better job offer in terms of income or benefits, I will go somewhere else, even return to Israel. Other than that, I don’t want to leave. All my friends are here.”
The data may explain why the Israelis in Berlin maintain their desire to stay in Berlin despite the rise in antisemitism or the strengthening of the far-right. It seems that these occurrencesThese occurrences seem to have not yet reached the point of justifying leaving Germany and returning to Israel.
Support for this argument can be found in T. A.’s interview, in which he said:
“Berlin is everything I expected and more. I don’t think I will ever leave… I do not feel any antisemitism. Well, I know it is there and from time to time, and from time to time, I hear about incidents, but it feels so far from me and my friends, so I don’t think it is an issue in Berlin. Maybe in other places in Germany, it is worse.” 
	The matrix below shows the relationship between the various reasons that test participants give for leaving Germany and returning to Israel. As is evident, there is a strong correlation of 0.66 between extreme right-wing violence experienced in Germany by participants and their desire to return to another country. This fact clearly shows the connection between the rise of antisemitism in Germany and the violence they experience. These two factors together are a significant motivator that makessignificant motivators that make the research participants want to move to another country.	Comment by Editor: Consider, though, that right-wing violence isn't necessarily anti-Semitic: it can, for example, be xenophobic
Table 19: Matrix of reasons

	
	Professional
	Financial
	Violence
	Right-wing politics
	Personal
	Studies

	Professional
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Financial
	0.24
	1
	
	
	
	

	Violence
	-0.01
	-0.01
	1
	
	
	

	Right-wing politics
	-0.07
	-0.19
	0.66
	1
	
	

	Personal
	0.07
	0.22
	0.03
	0.002
	1
	

	Studies
	0.25
	0.03
	0.24
	0.23
	-0.07
	1



The table below displays relationships between various reasons leading to a possible departure of test participants from Germany. On the other hand, one can see that there are also opposing reasons for the desire of many participants not to leave Germany, despite the difficulties that exist there:

Table 20: Relationships between reasons for departure

	
	Prices
	Politics
	Religion
	Democracy
	Personal

	Prices
	1
	
	
	
	

	Politics
	0.64
	1
	
	
	

	Religion
	0.76
	0.89
	1
	
	

	Democracy
	0.66
	0.74
	0.83
	1
	

	Personal
	0.82
	0.70
	0.82
	0.77
	1



There is a significant, strong correlation between all the reasons that can lead Israelis to remain in Germany despite the difficulties there. It can be seen that prices are related to the political aspect with a correlation of 0.64. Additionally, the religious aspect is an influential factor when it is linked to high prices in Israel as well as to the political situation of the rise of the far-right in Israel. The correlations here are 0.76 and 0.89. Furthermore, the democratic situation is the one that is found to be strongly related to the high price level in Israel, to the political level as well as to the religious levelone that is found to be strongly related to the high price level in Israel, to the political level, as well as to the religious level, with correlations of 0.66, 0.74, and 0.83. Personal reasons were also strongly associated with other reasons, especially with the reasons for high prices in the State of Israel and religion, with correlations of 0.82 in both cases. This indicates several reasons that exist regarding the reluctance of Israeli immigrantsfor Israeli immigrants' reluctance to leave Germany.
[bookmark: _Toc173136263]3.4 Research question three: the relationship between Israeli immigrants and Berlin’s Jewish community
The final research question explored how religious differences affect the relationship between the Israeli immigrants and the local Jewish community in Berlin. First, the questionnaire did not include a specific reference tospecifically reference the study participants’ perception that there is indeed a religious difference between them and the local Jewish community in Berlin. This research explores how perceived religious and cultural differences affect the relationship between Israeli immigrants and the local Jewish community in Berlin. While the questionnaire did not directly assess these differences, previous studies suggest that Israeli Jews often differ from diaspora Jewish communities in their religious practices, cultural traditions, and connections to Israel. These differences may manifest in various ways, such as levels of religious observance, use of Hebrew versus German or Yiddish, or attitudes towards Israeli politics. However, it i's important to note that both groups are diverse, and individual experiences may vary. To examine the impact of these potential differences, this study focuses on the frequency and nature of interactions between Israeli immigrants and the local Jewish community, assuming that these interactions can provide insights into how perceived differences shape relationships within Berlin’'s Jewish community. My premise is that such differences do exist and that all the research participants are also those who hold this exact view. The ability to examine the impact of religious differences, therefore, is dependentrefore, the ability to examine the impact of religious differences depends on examining the number of times the parties interact. This aspect can express the relationship between the parties, as can be seen in the graph below:


	Comment by Editor: Add a heading to this graph stating exactly what the question is that it is in response to
Figure 78 / Table 21: The aAnswers to the question “– How often do you connect with the Jewishwith Jewish community institutions in Berlin?”  (N=257)
	18%
	Daily and continuous

	27%
	Not interested in answering

	31%
	Several times a week

	14%
	Less than once a week

	10%
	Once or twice a week



It can be seen that interactions between the two groups are very common among the majority of the study participants. There was an 18 % response rateanswered that there is a daily and continuous relationship and 31 % of the research participants, with the most frequent answer, answered that they interact several times a week and, and 31% of the research participants had the most frequent response, being that they interacted several times a week, not in isolated cases where the percentages were low.
In order to see ifTo determine whether there are differences between the Israeli community in Germany and the local Jewish community, various relationships between the services that the research participants testified they received on a regular basis were also examined.	Comment by Editor: NB this section is supposed to be about the *Jewish* community. If this matrix is about the German community in general, I'd suggest moving this into the preceding section about overarching motivations to stay in Germany/return to Israel


Table 22: Relationship between services obtained

	 
	Religion
	Job
	Visa
	Education
	Culture

	Religion
	1
	
	
	
	

	Job
	0.748
	1
	
	
	

	Visa
	0.76
	0.77
	1
	
	

	Education
	0.82
	0.85
	0.88
	1
	

	Culture
	0.76
	0.82
	0.89
	0.92
	1



As can be seen, there is a significant relationship between the various services that the research participants testified that they received on various topics from the local German community. In every relationship examined, as can be seen in the matrix, there is a correlation of high intensity. The strongest link is between cultural services and educational services, with a correlation of 0.92. This directly evidences that, despite the difficulties the research participants have with aspects of the rise of the far-right in Germany, they feel that they are receiving different services at the same time, services that can certainly explain the reluctance of many of them to return to Israel.
In appraising the impact of antisemitic acts on Israeli immigrants to Berlin, a distinction is to be made between “antisemitic” acts and “anti-Israeli.” ones. However, there is often a substantial overlap between Israeli and Jewish groups. 	Comment by Editor: Moved all this to the relevant section
Many Israelis in Berlin do not feel connected to the Jewish community, and according to the research’s results, the relationships are poor at best. Despite being Jewish – and impacted by anti-Semitic acts – Israeli Jews in Berlin are not necessarily to be equated with Jews in Berlin generally.
In the interviews, it has become clear that this is a large and vast subject of controversy. There are various perspectives thatVarious perspectives involve sensitive issues, such as budget and grants given by the German government. Yet, some feel that the money is not shared evenly among all the Jews living in Berlin. The bottom line is that the Israelis feel excluded from the Jewish community in Berlin.
This claim is expressed in S.R.’s interview,
“We are not part of the Jewish community in Berlin, I don’t think there is a community that we, the Israelis, belong to. Maybe we are the first “online” community. The Germans believe that all the Jews are connected in Berlin, they are so wrong, they are too afraid to touch the budget of the Jewish community and split it between the Israelis and the institutes... but they really should.”

.
	Comment by Editor: NB “assistance” in “Education (A)Assistance” should be lower case; I can’t change this in the graphic at my end

Figure 98: – Israeli immigrants receiving services from the Jewish community in Berlin

Another piece of evidence of the alienation between the Israelis in Berlin and the Jewish community is in N.T.’s interview:
“When I arrived in Berlin, I started to look for some help with the visa and finding a place to rent, I called the Jewish community center and I got a very cold response and zero help. Later on, my friends told me that the Jewish community institutes are relevant only if you have children and you need a school or if you are religious and sometimes in the holidays. That’s a pity because they are taking the whole budget for the Jewish people in Berlin although they don’t represent us, the Israelis.” 

According to B.H., there is no contact between the Israelis and the Jewish community:
 “It is quite weird for someone who lived in Israel to find out that the Jewish community in Berlin is ignoring almost 6,000 Israelis living in the city. I actually don’t know why, maybe it is because they think we will return to Israel after a period of time and they think that we are not worth investing in, or maybe it is because they are more religious and most of the Israelis living here are not. The sad truth is that if you need something other than attending a holiday prayer, you should be able to manage it on your own.”  

After examining the different immigration drivers and comparing them to the relationship between the Jewish community and the Israelis, it seems that the Israelis who immigrated due to economic reasons tend to consume more services provided by the Jewish community (mainly in education). Israelis who immigrated due to political reasons tend to be the exact opposite. They tend to differentiate themselves from the Jewish community, especially when it comes toregarding services related to religion.
This might provide a better understanding of why the Israelis in Berlin are not so much alike and do not act as a unified Israeli community.

More evidence for that claim can be found in A.H.’s interview:
“...For those (Israelis) who are in Berlin, because they want an easier life, the Jewish community is just another place to get money or services from, just like the money and services they get from the Germans. But for those, and I am considering myself as one, who left Israel for political reasons, the Jewish community offers us nothing and we do not want anything to do with it. If I had wanted to celebrate the holidays or pray, I would have stayed in Israel. There are some who send their kids to the community school or kindergarten, I guess it saves them money and makes them feel they are still connected to Hebrew and Israel. For me, it is not relevant.” 

E.B. states another perspective in the interview:
“I send my children to the community-run activities from time to time, I think it is good that there is such an option, I don’t believe other immigrants have such a privilege… If the German government wants a piece of advice, in my opinion, it should not acknowledge the Israelis as a different community, it just causes us to fight with each other over the money. The Israelis are so different from one another, maybe because we left Israel…” 


	Comment by Editor: I can't edit this at my end, but NB cultural is spelled wrong, and "religious" should be capitlised	Comment by יוסי פניאס: I need to reconstruct this graph the excel data is  missing for some reason/	Comment by Editor: Ok! ☺️

Figure 910: – Correlation between immigration drivers and the type of connection to the Jewish community (the bigger the correlation, the greater the connection).

[bookmark: _Toc173136264]3.5 Viewing Israeli immigrants in Berlin as a community
[bookmark: _gjdgxs]The survey and interview data show that there is no one single motive for immigration, that the decision to emigrate from Israel to Berlin is based on a blend of motivessingle motive for immigration, that the decision to emigrate from Israel to Berlin is based on a blend of motives, which include political, economic, familial, cultural, academic, and personal reasons, and that these immigrants also view questions of antisemitism differently. However, this community is not a homogeneous mass, with every member motivated by the same drivers. Therefore, a nuanced approach to understanding its motivations is necessary.
There is a discussion in the relevant literature as to whether the Israelis in Berlin are part of a community, whether they are forming a new community,[footnoteRef:157], or whether they are not a community at all.[footnoteRef:158] The individuals that make up the Israelis in Berlin are quite a diversified group.[footnoteRef:159] The question remains – is there an Israeli community in Berlin? The definition of a community has been widely discussed in the literature. I believe that a similar place of origin is not enough in order to define a group of people, a community: Other common factors are needed.	Comment by Editor: What might these be? [157:  Stauber, Israelis in Berlin]  [158:  Beck, Germany at odds]  [159:  Oz-Salzberger, Israelis, Berlin] 

Given the research’s results, I truly believe that the Israelis in Berlin cannot be looked upon as a community. Not only do they lack the common will to be defined as one, but they intentionally keep a distance from one another, as shown in Figure 110.  Most of the Israelis in Berlin do not consider other Israelis their friends.




Figure 101: – The distribution of answers to the question “Are your friends in Berlin mostly Israelis”? (1 – Do not agree, 5 – Definitely agree)

Further evidence of the lack of Israelis socializing with one another can be found in L.G.’s interview:
“I try not to hang out with Israelis, they are all alike and remind me why I left Israel. We are noisy and loud people, and I don’t like it, I prefer to meet local friends”

When comparing the drivers for immigration to the level of socialization of Israelis with one another, it is clear that those who immigrated out for economic reasons tend to socialize with Israelis in Berlin, while those who immigrated for political or cultural reasons do not.


Figure no. 112: – The correlation between immigration drivers and the socialization of Israelis living in Berlin. (positive means more connection)

In his interview, K.A. offers some explanation for this data based on the categorization of the immigration drivers that were mentioned in this chapter.
“…There are two types of Israelis in Berlin, those who don’t have anything to do with Israel. They are usually artists who criticize Israeli political policy. They usually have a small group of German friends. The other groups are the Israelis who are here to study and work, and they have Israeli friends. I do not think we are the typical immigrants who seek to have a relationship only with people from their home country, like the recent immigrants from Syria and Africa. In that matter, the Israelis are different… It also matters if you have children. We are 3-4 young Israeli families with kids, and we are like a big family. So, I think that it is really a personal choice.”

Israelis in Berlin mainly speak English or German, with Hebrew in third place. This emphasizes the claim that the Israelis seek to assimilate into German society.


Figure 132: – Language most commonly spoken in everyday life  

Language as a major issue for Israelis in Berlin appears in B.H.’s interview:
“…I knew a little German when I first arrived in Berlin, and I mainly spoke English while learning German. I tried not to speak Hebrew with my friends or even with other Israelis. I think learning the language (German) is the major task for everyone who really wants to live in Berlin. That is how I can tell if someone just came here for the money. They keep speaking Hebrew or English.”

The Israelis of Berlin are united in more than 23 Facebook groups which include more than 23,000 members. Thousands of new posts and discussions in the Hebrew language are held in these groups. These Facebook groups are the platform for the distribution of this research survey with the generous aid of the Israeli magazine SPITZ which is published by an Israeli immigrant and is intended for the Israeli immigrants in Berlin.

A piece of evidence for theat claim, that an extensive network of Israeli-focused Facebook groups and media in Berlin suggests a strong, distinct Israeli immigrant community,  can be found in A.H.’s interview:	Comment by Editor: Can you clarify (by adding a sentence to the text) what this claim is?
“The Israelis in Berlin have formed the first Facebook community. Although its establishers were Israelis, most of its members hardly ever communicate in Hebrew. They even show resentment to Israeli members who dare to communicate in Hebrew. There is no connection between the community’s platformplatforms. We are all friends caring for one another speaking only Hebrew. We are the gap fillers for those who feel away from home…We are the Israelis in Berlin; we are the first Israeli online community in Berlin.” and the way it is actually conducted today.” 

All the confusing criteria mentioned above, make this community a unique one and raises the question of whether it is indeed a real community. The multifaceted nature of the Israeli immigrant community in Berlin, characterized by its diverse motivations for migration, varying degrees of religious observance, and complex relationships with both the local Jewish community and their Israeli heritage, presents a challenging case for traditional definitions of community. While strong digital networks and cultural institutions like Facebook groups and Israeli-focused media suggest a cohesive community, the wide range of individual experiences and perspectives within this group complicates this notion. The question of whether this diverse assemblage of Israeli immigrants truly constitutes a “"real"” community in the sociological sense is not easily answered. It raises intriguing questions notions about the nature of diaspora communities in the digital age, the role of shared cultural background versus shared current experiences in community formation, and how transnational identities shape social bonds. Further research could explore the depth and quality of connections within this group, examine how collective identity is negotiated and expressed, and investigate the long-term sustainability of such a community. Such studies could provide valuable insights not only into the specific case of Israelis in Berlin but also into broader themes of migration, identity, and community in an increasingly globalized world.	Comment by Editor: This repeats what you say a few pages ago in terms of “community” not being solely defined by geographic location: what can you add here that’s new?
This question requires further research.

[bookmark: _Toc58675817][bookmark: _Toc173136265]3.6 Expectations and realities of immigration to Berlin
Immigrating to Berlin is a major change, which impacts Israeli immigrants’ lives in several categories. Table 23 shows that Israeli immigrants find life in Berlin to be an improvement in almost all aspects. As shown in the table, 83.7 % of the Israeli immigrants stated that their economic well-being is the most dominant area that changed for the better, followed by 82.6 % that reported a change for the better in terms of their peace of mind as a result of moving to Berlin, third is the cultural consumption that 65.8 % of the Israelis in Berlin felt had changed for the better.	Comment by Editor: This is very general; I've suggested deleting it	Comment by יוסי פניאס: The whole paragraph?	Comment by Editor: Don’t worry - you’ve deleted the text in question anyway, so this comment no longer applies ☺️
Regarding the improvement in economic well-being, it is important to state that there is almost no change in actual income for Israeli immigrants after moving to Berlin[footnoteRef:160] and the change in economic well-being is probably due to the lower prices of commodities in Berlin. [160:  The change in economic well-being is presumed to be derived from the lower cost of living in Berlin and not from the salary level as these were found to be quite similar in this study: the average salary of the Israeli immigrants before they moved to Berlin was NIS 7,347, and after immigrating to Berlin the average salary was NIS 7,490 – the financial difference is negligible] 

As can be observed in the table, 57.1 % of the Israelis stated that their academic achievements remained the same after they immigrated to Berlin, followed by 42.8 % who felt no change in terms of family formation.
Interestingly, the relative number of Israelis who report a change for the worse after moving to Berlin is quite small. Nevertheless, 21.4 % answered that their social involvement changed for the worse, followed by 17.2 % reporting a worse situation with respect to family formation. One possible explanation is the allegedly more individualistic society of Israelis in Berlin that causes some of them to feel a lesser connection to the community they are living in; a connection that is usually quite significant in Israel. 
This argument is reinforced by the finding that only 28.2 % of the respondents stated that most of their friends in Berlin are Israelis. Further evidence of the relatively high negative change in social involvement can be found in B.H.’s interview:
	“Berlin is great. The only thing that was quite hard for me when I first arrived was the lack of friends. In Israel, you meet people very fast and everybody has something in common, the army, schools, same life experience. Here it is different: Israelis tend to keep a distance from one another. I don’t know why, maybe it has something to do with the lack of a real community.”

Table 23: Satisfaction from immigrating to Berlin (N=154), in percentages
	Change for the better
	Remains the same
	Change for the worse
	Type of change from the move to Berlin

	83.7 
	13
	3.3
	Economic well-being

	82.6
	11.6
	5.8
	Peace of mind

	65.8
	23.3
	10.9
	Culture consumption

	61.8
	29.8
	8.4
	Personal security

	56.3
	28.7
	15
	Work related

	40
	42.8
	17.2
	Family formation

	39
	39.6
	21.4
	Social involvement

	39
	57.1
	3.9
	Academic achievements


Testimony for the change in peace of mind can be found in K.A.’s interview: 
	“Before I moved to Berlin, some friends that used to live in Berlin told me that the shock from the move to the city will be the lack of Israeli stress. When I moved to Berlin, I had some expectations, you know, fewer expenses, more culture, but the real and perceptible change was experiencing peace of mind, it was amazing.”
A set of correlation analyses was carried out to examine whether there is a connection between the immigration drivers and the reality that Israeli immigrants face after immigrating in terms of perceived change to various life aspects. The results are presented in Table 24 below. As can be seen in the table, there are significant correlations between several of the immigration drivers and their “corresponding” areas of change. 
As shown in Table 24, the academic driver is significantly correlated to the reported positive change in academic achievement (r=0.53) as well as to work-related improvements (r=0.21). The family driver and positive change in family formation are also significantly correlated (r=0.38); the family driver is also linked to a positive change in personal security (r=0.19). The third is a correlation of 0.37 between the economic driver and positive change in economic well-being and 0.24 in terms of work-related issues as a result of moving to Berlin.
One exception to the positive correlations between immigration drivers and life changes is a negative correlation of -0.20 between the personal immigration driver and academic achievement, meaning that those who immigrated for personal reasons reported having fewer academic achievements in Germany than in Israel.
Testimonies for the correlation between the immigration drivers and the change in the immigrant’s life can be found in most of the interviews, as most of the interviewees reported a positive change after immigrating to Berlin.
An example of the connection between the academic immigration driver and the positive change in academic achievements as well as in work can be found in A.H.’s interview:
	“In Israel, I could barely complete my BA degree, it was so hard to work and study. In Berlin, I got a full scholarship, and my grades are great, I could have never gotten those grades in Israel. I also found work quite easily, I think that in general moving to Berlin was a very good thing for me.”

Table 24: Correlations between immigration drivers and changes from moving to Berlin
	Academic
	Family
	Personal
	Economic
	Cultural
	                  Change

	
	
	
	
	
	 Driver

	 
	.19
	 
	 
	.33
	Personal security

	.21
	 
	 
	.24
	 
	Work-related

	 
	 
	 
	.19*
	.33**
	Peace of mind

	.53
	 
	-.20
	 
	 
	Academic achievements

	 
	 
	 
	.37
	.24
	Economic well-being

	 
	 
	 
	.26
	.17
	Culture consumption

	 
	.38
	 
	 
	 
	Family formation



Positive changes are also reflected in E.B.’s interview:
	“When we arrived in Berlin in 2011, I was sure that after graduation I would return home to Israel. Now, after 8 years I can tell that my life has changed for the better in so many areas – economically, work, much lower level of stress, and everyday worries, even our family bond is stronger here. I didn’t expect all of this to happen back in 2011.”
N.Y. stated:
	“I moved to Berlin because I wanted a more cultural and calmer place to start a family, I am not saying that everything in Berlin is 100% and there are things about the German state of mind that are still hard for me, but I can say that I consume more culture and maybe more importantly for me – I enjoy a peace of mind that is rare to find in Israel, maybe only on vacations.”

T.A. also reported a connection between the economic immigration driver and the positive change in that area:
	“Has my life changed after moving to Berlin you ask? … well in one short answer, YES. And I think you will hear this from every Israeli here in Berlin, I wanted a better place to work and to make money and I found it here, in Berlin. I am living today off a salary of 3,500 euros per month and I can afford a house, a BMW, and well-being that I could not get in Israel for twice the money.”
The fact that the Israelis see an improvement in various aspects of life is also reflected in the question of whether Berlin is a preferred destination. As shown in Figure 145.2, 82.5 % of Israelis surveyed think that Berlin is the preferred destination for Israeli immigrants. 

Figure 134: Is Berlin the preferred destination for Israeli immigrants?
Berlin as a preferred destination is found in K.W.’s interview:
	“I think I have quite a good perspective on places where you can find a lot of Israelis abroad. Berlin is my third destination. I can tell you without hesitation that, in my mind, this is the best place for Israeli immigrants because it combines so many advantages in everyday life that we all struggled with in Israel: money, culture, politics, stress, and many more.” 
In order to explore the reasons that can lead to immigrants’ desire to leave Israel or return to Israel, it is necessary to examine the various connections within the reasons they were asked about as factors that have changed since the move. The results of the internal correlation between these variables can be seen in the matrix below:	Comment by Editor: Moved this to the relevant section on expectation vs reality

Table 25: Correlation matrix
	 
	Economic
	Social involvement
	Promotion
	Family
	Education
	Peace
	Culture
	Security

	Economic
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Social involvement
	0.26
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Promotion
	0.19
	0.14
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Family
	0.27
	0.50
	0.02
	1
	
	
	
	

	Education
	0.23
	0.14
	0.12
	0.35
	1
	
	
	

	Peace
	0.24
	0.39
	0.37
	0.40
	0.21
	1
	
	

	Culture
	0.16
	0.27
	0.28
	0.34
	0.27
	0.40
	1
	

	Security
	0.11
	0.23
	0.21
	0.16
	0.28
	0.38
	0.13
	1



As can be seen from the matrix, there is a significant relationship between the family aspect, which has changed positively, and an increase in the level of social welfare as well, with a correlation of 0.506. It can be seen that participants feel a significant improvement in this regard after moving to Germany, that is, a process that affected them both at the level of the family unit and the level of their environment. It is also possible to see a significant relationship between culture and well-being, with a correlation of 0.4. Peace and family were additionally found to be related to each other with a correlation of 0.4, as well. This connection indicates that the concept of mental well-being is linked to the aspect that is also related to the family and its way of dealing with the transition on the part of the research participants.

[bookmark: _Toc173136266]3.7 Summary
To sum up, inIn this chapter, I set out to investigate why Israelis immigrate to Berlin. I explored the dominant motives for immigration and their distribution among Israeli immigrants. I also addressed the post-immigration period and investigated how the move to Berlin changed different aspects of life for them. 
In addition, I examined the possible reasons for those immigrants returning to Israel and, particularly, in what way antisemitism and anti-Israel acts affect their motivation to return to Israel.
The study revealed the diversity of reasons that cause Israelis to immigrate to Berlin, stressing the economic and cultural reasons. Furthermore, it became clear that the decision to immigrate was mostly followed by a reported positive change, thus indicating that immigration to Berlin may be perceived as successful.
Regarding the significance of rising antisemitism, it is not a negligible issue, yet it appears less dominant in the Israelis’ everyday life and is less prominent in their considerations for returning to Israel, trailing behind personal reasons.
[bookmark: _Toc173136267][bookmark: _5xnurxem9gxy][bookmark: _57qjp4yk7khi][bookmark: _Toc52369782]4. Discussion

This study sought to examine the motivations of Israelis for emigrating to Berlin and remaining there and to better understand the effects of an apparent rise in antisemitism in Germany on these motivations as well as the decision to return to Israel. 
The study was based on a mixed-methods methodology. Its data collection process included an online survey and one-to-one in-depth interviews, which aimed to shed light on the reasons why Israeli immigrants felt the need to leave Israel, the changes they had experienced as a result of moving to Berlin, and their potential motivations for returning to Israel. 
Given the complex nature of this phenomenon –- Israelis (mostly Jewish) emigrating to Berlin, the former capital of the Nazi regime – there were some unanticipated findings, which will be discussed below.

[bookmark: _Toc173136268]4.1 Berlin’s history and its impact on immigration
First, data show that Berlin’s grim history seems to be rather a negligible issue for the Israeli immigrants, as more than 80 % testify that the historic events during the Third Reich did not play a role in their decision to move there, or at most a slight one. 
When trying to find possible explanations for such a finding, the common phrase “time heals all wounds” springs to mind: perhaps the period of more than 75 years since the Holocaust and the gradual disappearance of the survivors’ generation is one way to better understand this finding.

[bookmark: _Toc173136269]4.2 The significance of economic factors
Second, one of the most dominant and recurring findings was the respondents’ keenness to relate their migration to Berlin to their economic situation. The economic factor proved to be the main reason behind Israelis immigrating to Berlin. As previously discussed, there is a stark contrast between the cost of living in Israel and Germany, highlighted by the 2014 and 2018 protests that took place in Israel concerning the high cost of living in the country. Inversely, Israeli immigrants experience a different situation in Berlin, where a lower cost of living and financial support from the government make a comfortable life seem easier than it is in Israel. 
The second dominant immigration driver relates to cultural factors. This is perhaps not surprising, as Berlin is an important European capital that invests enormous resources in cultural affairs, in sharp contrast to Israel.
Some interviewees revealed a more nuanced analysis of what “culture” might mean for Israelis. They suggest that this entails not only the number of museums per capita or the percentage of artists in the general population but rather a more behavioral question of politeness and consideration in the public sphere or even the level of noise in everyday life. 
Recent studies have suggested that economic and political factors are the main drivers for migration from Mediterranean countries.[footnoteRef:161] Indeed, the third most significant immigration driver for Israelis moving to Berlin is connected to political aspects. One possible explanation for the dominance of the political immigration driver is the Israeli political system, which, in the last decade, has been dominated by a right-wing agenda, while most of the Israeli immigrants stated that they would be more left- and center-left-leaning. Perhaps the alienation felt by left-wing supporters in a country that follows a right-wing agenda for a substantial period and with no current prospect of change from that hegemony is pushing these individuals to seek a more politically “suitable” place that supports their views.  [161:  Hein de Haas, “Mediterranean migration futures: Patterns, drivers and scenarios,” Global Environmental Change 21, Supplement 1 (2011): S59-S69. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2011.09.003.] 


[bookmark: _Toc173136270]4.3 Links between immigration drivers
Third, the study argues that the drivers behind immigration to Berlin cluster into three groups: cultural-political, familial-personal, and economic-academic. Each of these groups shares related motives and,  makes it possible to identify different types of immigrantsmaking identifying different types of immigrants possible.
The distribution of the immigration drivers into groups might provide a better understanding of the basic and most fundamental reasons for Israelis’ immigration to Berlin. The cultural-political group desires to replace the Israeli atmosphere with a more European, cultural one: it seems that the feelings of dissatisfaction with their life in Israel are more dominant and loudly expressed in this group.
The economic-academic group can perhaps provide a glimpse of some of the results of German social policy, free or low-cost education, and the relatively low cost of living; these are attracting a larger portion of young Israelis who allegedly share a wish to benefit from these conditions that do not exist in Israel. Interestingly, a large proportion of this group, according to this study,ccording to this study, a large proportion of this group does not foresee that they will return to Israel.
The familial-personal group is more diverse. However, while they do have many differences, most of the immigrants in this group are strivinghave many differences, most of the immigrants in this group strive for a better life for themselves or their families. This reason is not unique to Israeli immigration. On the contrary, it might be a common reason for global immigration. 
When examining the immigration drivers by gender, data show that the cultural driver is more female-dominant while the personal driver is more male-dominant. This latter finding may be explained by the relativity large gay community in Berlin that, as testified in the interviews, offers a more liberal environment for Israeli gay people, unlike some places in Israel that might be less open to a gay way of life.[footnoteRef:162]  [162:  Lev Ari, The American Dream.] 

Another question examined in the study is whether the immigration process was “successful”; i.e.,” i.e., whether Israeli immigrants perceive the outcomes of migrating to Berlin in a positive light. Data show that Israeli immigrants perceive the changes in different aspects of their lives following the move to Berlin as almost entirely positive and, in some cases, beyond their expectations. Economic well-being, peace of mind, and cultural consumption are the leading areas of life that Israelis report to have improved as a result of moving to Berlin. Their sense of personal security also waswas also reported as an improved aspect. Moreover, economic stability appeared to be the main factor bringing a sense of peace of mind, which evidently could not be achieved in Israel. This element strongly affected many respondents and allowed them to focus on other areas of their lives, such as cultural exploration and spending more time with their families. As a result, the majority of the Israeli immigrants living in Berlin claim to “feel at home” in Berlin and are not considering returning to Israel. These positive changes as a result of moving to Berlin might explain the somewhat surprising fact that, despite Germany’s history regarding Jews, Israelis are happy to view Berlin as their new, permanent home. 
To conclude, immigration to Berlin can be viewed as a success for those Israelis who choose to move there. When examining the changes reported, it is clear that the Israeli immigrants experienced positive outcomes in terms of peace of mind, personal security, economic prospects, academic achievements, and family life. A negligible change for the worse was reported by the Israeli immigrantsThe Israeli immigrants reported a negligible change for the worse. Hence, one of the conclusions of the study is that the Israelis who emigrate to Berlin can be considered as havingstudy's conclusions is that the Israelis who emigrate to Berlin can be considered to have achieved their main goals.

[bookmark: _Toc173136271]4.4 The impact of antisemitism
While there is a general belief that antisemitism is rising after years of lying dormant in Europe and Germany in particular (an opinion aided by the media), the majority of respondents reported that they had never personally experienced antisemitism while living in Berlin. One possible explanation might be due to the city’'s characteristics. This study shows that despite antisemitism, Islamic immigration, and the rise of right-wing parties – all of which were assumed to negatively affect the desire of Israelis to emigrate to Berlin – these had, in fact, very little impact on them. The interviewees conveyed much more concern about everyday issues such as their studies, jobs, work, livelihoods, and their families than about rising antisemitism. 
Interestingly, when examining the findings regarding the immigrants’ reasons for returning to Israel, the rise of antisemitism and antisemitic violence are not as dominant as expected. The most significant motivation for returning to Israel are personal reasons. In this sense, the Israelis in Berlin are not different from other immigrants.[footnoteRef:163] [163:  Caroline Brettell and James Hollifield (eds.), Migration Theory (New York and London: Routledge, 2015).] 

However, while many Israeli immigrants have adopted Berlin as their new home, the Israeli community has not integrated into the local Jewish community in Berlin. This finding was somewhat surprising and perhaps presents an area for future study. One may assume that the shared pain of their past, and the current pain of suffering from antisemitism, would bind Berlin’s Jewish community with the Israeli community. However, this does not seem to be the case. 
Moreover, in other major diasporas of Israeli immigrants, such as in the US,[footnoteRef:164] there is a much stronger connection between the Israelis and the Jews that live there; the reasons for the unique Israeli-Jew relationship in Berlin is yet to be uncovered. [164:  Lilac Lev Ari, “Back home: Return migration, gender, and assimilation among Israeli emigrants,” in Research in Jewish demography and identity, ed. Eli Lederhendler and Uzi Rebhun (241-261). http://www.jstor.org/stable/43549745.] 

However, one clear finding of the interviews is that Berlin is painted as a welcoming city towards all immigrants, as reflected in the city’s multicultural atmosphere and progressiveness. These two elements are perhaps what many Israelis were eagerly seeking. The open-minded environment, economic security, the German social system, and the growing community of Israelis who live permanently in Berlin (which is currently around 6,000) help tocurrently around 6,000) help make Israeli immigrants feel at home in the city. 
So, can we call Berlin the new home for Israelis? The complexity of this question is reflected in B.H.’s interview: 
“Berlin is now my home, not because I don’t feel Israeli, quite the opposite, I am Israeli and I love Israel. Nonetheless, I am also a Berliner, you might say I am ‘an Isra-Berliner,’ a mix of the two.”


[bookmark: _1fob9te][bookmark: _Toc52369783][bookmark: _Toc58675820][bookmark: _Toc173136272]5. Conclusion

Israelis have been emigrating to Berlin since the early 1970s. At the beginning of the twenty-first century, the number of Israeli immigrants in Berlin increased quite rapidly. The purpose of this study was to illuminate the subject of Israelis who emigrated to Berlin over the last decade and offer a better understanding of their motivation for emigrating and the effect of rising antisemitism on the motivations of those immigrants to stay in Berlin.	Comment by Editor: Consider qualifying this statement slightly - I’m sure there must be some Israelis that moved to Berlin pre-1970 ☺️	Comment by יוסי פניאס: Very little, before 1964 it was illegal..
This serves to provide a better understanding of the reasons that attract Israelis to Berlin and how dominant a role the rise in antisemitism plays in the future possibility of returning to Israel. 
[bookmark: _Toc173136273]5.1 Key findings
Given the complex history of Jews in Germany, the decision to move from Israel, the homeland of the Jews, to Berlin, the former capital of the Nazi capital, must be a difficult one to make. Yet this grim past seems to have little effect on Israeli Jews’ decision to emigrate to Berlin.
This choice is influenced by several factors. The survey and interviews conducted revealed that economic motivations are the main driver of emigration to Berlin, among other significant factors. This is due to the stark differences in the cost of living in the two countries. 
Other significant immigration drivers include family, cultural, and political areas. The vast majority of respondents reported that their peace of mind had improved substantially since moving to Berlin, despite the apparent rise in antisemitism.
According to the data collected, almost half of the Israelis living in Berlin will not consider returning to Israel. This reveals that, although antisemitism may be increasing, it has little effect on the Israelis living in Berlin and their considerations of returning to Israel. It was particularly interesting to see how the allegedly significant rise in antisemitism reported by the media in Germany seems to be less influential for Israelis living in Berlin. This finding begs the question of whether the Israelis in Berlin feel safe there. According to many, the answer is yes. 
Another key finding is the presumed success of immigration to Berlin: most of the Israeli respondents and interviewees in this study reported a change for the better in vast aspects of their everyday lives.
Maybe the immediate conclusion is that Israel itself is pushing away its citizens to more enabling places, both economically and politically. The strong correlation between the “cost of living” protests in Israel and the rise in the significance of the economic motivation to emigrate supports this argument.
[bookmark: _Toc173136274]5.2 Limitations of the study 
Some limitations to this study should be noted. First, I focused only on a specific time period (2010 to 2019), although the emigration from Israel to Berlin is a much longer phenomenon. While my focus on the last decade proved interesting and revealing, future studies may include a wider period and provide a better understanding of Israeli immigration to Berlin.
Second, the study survey included a slightly higher percentage of female respondents, which could lead to a possible bias. It should be mentioned, however, that there was an equal balance of male and female interviewees.
Third, solely advertising the survey through Facebook might bias the data towards certain demographics and perhaps ignore Israeli immigrants who do not use that specific social network, especially young immigrants who tend to use other social networks such as Instagram, etc. 
[bookmark: _Toc173136275]5.3 Contribution to knowledge
This study expands the basis of knowledge about Israelis in Berlin, a. As such, it can be viewed with respect to multiple disciplines. First, it presents a detailed portrait of an under-studied segment of the Jewish general population in Berlin. From a German perspective, this thesis can be seen as a study into the immigration drivers of an ethnonational minority or a small group of immigrants, thus offering a better understanding of their motivations to live in Germany’s capital, Berlin.
From a methodological perspective, this thesis introduces a somewhat different approach to the study of Israeli immigration by integrating multiple sources and both qualitative and quantitative data. Analyzing this mixture of data collected offers a more complete understanding of the reasons for Israeli migration to Germany as well as globally.

[bookmark: _Toc173136276]5.4 Future studies
In terms of investigating the phenomenon of Israeli immigration, the theoretical field of immigration is sizeable, and it is developing rapidly. Existing studies that deal with Israeli immigration to countries and places other than Berlin and even the immigration to Berlin of other ethnic-religious groups, such as Israelis that are Muslims or Christians, might provide more insight and an additional lens through which to understand  Israeli immigration to Berlin.
Berlin is home to a diverse community of German Jews that coexist alongside the Israelis. Some findings during this study indicated that there is a complex relationship between those groups, leading to little cooperation. Examining this connection between the Israelis and the Jews in Berlin might offer a better understanding of the Jewish diaspora in Berlin. 




[bookmark: _Toc58675821][bookmark: _Toc173136277]Appendices
[bookmark: _Toc58675822][bookmark: _Toc173136278]Appendix 1 – questionnaire 
The survey was divided into two parts. The first half included questions regarding Israeli immigration, while the second focused on the respondents’ demographics. It is important to note that two further questions were asked at the start of the first half: “When did you arrive in Berlin after 2010?” and “Is the center of your life located in Berlin?”. These two questions helped better define the study population.
Questionnaire – part I:

	Question	Comment by Editor: Consider translating these questions into English	Comment by יוסי פניאס: They were presented in Hebrew, do you think I should add translation?	Comment by Editor: I do - as the rest of your thesis is in English, and you’ve presented the results in English, it would be helpful to have the questions in English too ☺️	Comment by Editor: (in addition to in Hebrew!)
	Lowest response
	Highest response

	היגרתי לברלין בעיקר מסיבות כלכליות-תעסוקתיות
	לא מסכים כלל (1)
	מסכים מאוד (5)

	היגרתי לברלין בעיקר בשל המצב הפוליטי בישראל
	
	

	היגרתי לגרמניה בעיקר מסיבות אישיות או תרבותיות
	
	

	אני מרגיש שייך/שייכת לקהילה הישראלית )ישראלים לשעבר( בברלין
	
	

	היגרתי לגרמניה מסיבות תרבותיות או חברתיות
	
	

	לתחושתי מאז הגעתי לגרמניה ביטויי האנטישמיות בעלייה
	
	

	מצבי הכלכלי השתפר מאז שהגעתי לברלין
	
	

	צריכת התרבות שלי עלתה מאד שהגעתי לברלין
	
	

	הפליטים הסורים מהווים איום על הקהילה הישראלית בברלין
	
	

	הפליטים הסורים תופסים עבודות של ישראלים בברלין
	
	

	אם הימין הקיצוני בגרמניה ייכנס לממשלה אשקול לעזוב את גרמניה
	
	

	במידה והתמיכה הסוציאלית מגרמניה תופסק לחלוטין אחזור לישראל
	
	

	בהינתן התגברות האנטישמיות בגרמניה אחזור לישראל
	
	

	האם התנאים הסוציאליים תורמים להגירה לברלין
	
	

	ברלין היא העיר המועדפת למהגרים מכל העולם
	
	

	ברלין היא העיר המועדפת למהגרים מישראל
	
	

	בהינתן גידול באוכלוסיית הפליטים הסורים בברלין אחזור לישראל
	
	

	האם תשקול לחזור לישראל בשל הקצנה במצב הפוליטי בגרמניה
	
	

	אשקול לחזור לישראל באם אחווה אלימות על בסיס אנטישמי באופן ישיר
	
	

	המצב הפוליטי בישראל בשנים האחרונות גרם לי להגר לגרמניה
	
	

	אם המצב הפוליטי בישראל ישתנה אעזוב את גרמניה
	
	

	האם תשקול לחזור לישראל בשל גידול באוכלוסיית הפליטים הסורים
	
	

	בברלין יותר קל כלכלית לחיות מאשר בישראל
	
	

	נחשפתי באופן אישי לאלימות אנטישמית מאז הגירתי לגרמניה
	בכלל לא (1)
	מספר רב של פעמים (5)

	נחשפתי באופן עקיף - דרך חברים, מכרים, משפחה, לאלימות אנטישמית מאז הגירתי לגרמניה
	
	

	אני מקבל/מקבלת שירותים כלשהם מהקהילה היהודית בברלין
	בכלל לא (1)
	באופן רציף (5)

	הסיוע הכלכלי שקיבלתי מגרמניה הקל על קליטתי במדינה
	בכלל לא (1)
	במידה רבה מאוד (5)

	אנטישמיות בגרמניה משפיעה על החלטתי להמשיך לגור בברלין
	בכלל לא (1)
	משפיעה מאוד (5)

	האם ישנם פליטים סורים בקרבת מקום מגוריך
	אין בכלל (1)
	הרבה מאוד (5)

	האם ההיסטוריה היהודית בגרמניה היוותה שיקול שלילי בהחלטה לעבור לברלין
	לא היווה שיקול (1)
	השיקול המשמעותי ביותר (5)

	?כיצד אתה מתאר את הרגשתך למגורים בברלין בהתייחס להיסטוריה היהודית במקום
	נוחה מאוד (1)
	לא נוחה כלל (5)



Demographic questions were also asked to better understand the results and, parameters parameters, such as gender, age, second nationality, family status, education, household income, level of religiosity, and political affiliation. The demographic data are detailed in Appendix 3.
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The survey was distributed via the following Facebook groups:
1. Israelis in Berlin
2. Normal Israelis in Berlin
3. גרמניה עם ילדים
4. ברלין – מידע שימושי
5.  - ברלין שלי My Berlin 
6. Berlin for Israelis
7. ברלין זה כאן
8. סטודנטים ישראלים בברלין
9. Berlin – טיפים והמלצות
10. דירות מאוזן לפה בברלין
11. מטיילים בברלין
12.   משרות בעברית בברלין– Hebrew-speaking jobs in Berlin 
13. Housing by word of mouth Berlin
14. ישראלים ואוכל בברלין
15. ברלין מידע
16. ברלין למתקדמים
17. קהילת חי ברלין
18. מיטיבי לסת ברלין
19. קבוצת הגירה נבונה לברלין
20. ללמוד גרמנית בברלין
21. ברלין עדכונים בזמן אמת!
22. ישראלים בגרמניה
23. לקנות דירה בברלין
24. סטודנטים וסטודנטיות בברלין









[bookmark: _Toc173136280][bookmark: _Toc58675824]Appendix 3 – demographics of the survey respondents 

Gender
	Male
	69

	Female
	85



Age
	21–30
	51

	31–40
	64

	41–50
	34

	Over 50
	6



Marital status
	Single
	75

	Married
	66

	Divorced
	9



Education
	High-school graduate
	32

	BA degree
	80

	MA degree
	31

	Ph.D. degree
	8



Second citizenship(s)
	Israeli citizenship only
	72

	German citizenship
	26

	Other European citizenship
	49

	Other non-European citizenship
	5



Average income in Israel
	Under NIS 5,000 
	29

	NIS 5,001–8,000 
	50

	NIS 8,001–12,000 
	39

	NIS 12,001–16,000
	15

	NIS 16,001–25,000
	8

	Over NIS 25,000
	8



Average income in Berlin
	Under NIS 5,000 
	32

	NIS 5,001–8,000 
	33

	NIS 8,001–12,000
	33

	NIS 12,001–16,000 
	27

	NIS 16,001–25,000
	11

	Over NIS 25,000 
	9




Religious affiliation
	Jewish
	132

	Christian
	2

	Muslim
	1

	Other
	11



Number of people in the family
	1 person
	56

	2 persons
	53

	3 persons
	16

	4 person
	12

	5 persons and above
	11





Level of religiosity
	Secular
	139

	Traditional
	6

	Religious
	1



Political affiliation
	Left
	75

	Center-left
	36

	Center-right
	19

	Right
	2
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The following questions were presented to interviewees during the interview:	Comment by Editor: Again, consider providing an English translation of these	Comment by Meredith Armstrong: Please remember that your external examiner may not speak or read Hebrew. 

כל ראיון מתחיל בהכרות הדדית ושיח קצר על מהות העבודה ומטרות הריאיון (שאלת המחקר לתזה, שמות המרואיינים לא יפורסמו אלא בראשי תיבות, ציפייה לשיח פתוח וכנה)
שאלות 
a) האם תוכל/י לספר לי מתי הגעתם לברלין ומדוע? (לדוגמא: מסיבות כלכליות, פוליטיות, חברתיות, אישיות, לימודים או כל דבר אחר)
b)  כיצד תוכל/י לתאר את תהליך הקליטה וההתאקלמות בברלין, האם נעזרתם בישראלים אחרים? או בשירותי הקהילה היהודית? (האם תוכלו להרחיב על המצב הנוכחי)
c) יש שמגדירים את הישראלים בברלין כקהילה לכל דבר, חלק חושבים שזו קהילה בפייסבוק ו אחרים חושבים שאין בכלל קהילה – מה דעתך?
d) כיצד תוכלו לתאר את החיים בברלין היום? האם אתם מרגישים שינוי מאז הגעתכם? (האם מרגישים עלייה כלשהי באנטישמיות).
e) האם נחשפתם לאלימות כלשהי בשל היותכם ישראלים או יהודים ואם כן על ידי איזה סוג אוכלוסייה (ניאו נאצים, מהגרים, פלסטינאים, אירופאיים) – האם תוכלו לתאר את המקרה (ככל שהיה או ששמעתם עליו)
f) האם אתם שוקלים לחזור לישראל? ואם כן מדוע? (למשל: ילדים, עבודה, אנטישמיות, מיצוי, אכזבה מאורח החיים וכדומה)
g) מהי לדעתכם הבעיה הגדולה ביותר של הישראלים בברלין?
h) האם תמליצו לחבר קרוב או בן משפחה להגר לברלין?
בסיום – פרטים אישיים (גיל, מקום מגורים, מצב משפחתי, תעסוקה, השכלה)

[bookmark: _Toc173136282]Appendix 5 – correlations 

	

	
	v1
	v2

	Spearman’s rho
	v1
	Correlation Coefficient
	1.000
	.507*

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.
	.028

	
	
	N
	446
	446

	
	v2
	Correlation Coefficient
	.507*
	1.000

	
	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.028
	.

	
	
	N
	1328
	1328
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