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A New Global Reality      By Dudi Caspi 
 A few days ago, I spoke with some American friends of mine about the 
terrorist attack at Sarona Market in Tel Aviv, which had just made the 
sidelines of their local news broadcasts. "Well, these terrorist attacks in 
your country are already a known problem," they concluded without batting 
an eye. And once again, I stepped into the role of the reluctant ambassador 
and clarified that local politics aside, this is a phenomenon that is spreading 
throughout the world, and that the extremists will not stop planning the next 
mass murder at any given location. There is no escaping the threat. 
 Despite watching news coverage of the growing number of attacks in 
Europe and hearing about the danger of what could happen in America the 
Free, the message is not getting through. It has been 15 years since the 
disaster that was 9/11, an attack that left a mark on the pages of history and 
left behind videos that shock us anew each time we watch them -- and yet 
people's vision has become blurred, and the television screens blaring 
disturbing headlines seem to be wrapped in a hazy fog. 
 And now, at the beginning of the week, terrorism struck once again in 
the home of the Star-Spangled Banner, with 49 people gunned down in a 
gay nightclub in Orlando, and suddenly the attack at Sarona seems familiar. 
This attack had two layers of hostility -- not just radical Islam as 
represented by the Islamic State group, but also a hate crime against the gay 
community. 
 Only hours later, in a world flooded with saddening news reports, one 
of the biggest gay pride parades, drawing a crowd of about half a million 
people every June, kicked off in Los Angeles. The authorities momentarily 
discussed whether the event should go ahead as planned, but they quickly 
adopted the known mantra of "we won't let them win." This phrase has 
become the go-to response for many Israelis over the years, and the 
international community has learned to adopt it for lack of any other choice. 
The grandiose parade naturally became a solidarity rally for Orlando. And 
when it began, accompanied by heavy security, the rainbow flags waved 
among blue police uniforms, and police cars and sirens served as a 
reminder that this time, it was not a happy celebration. News broadcasts 
focused on the mourning ribbons pinned to the shirts of many participants 
and on the sad signs that did away with the usual party atmosphere. 
 Given our experience and our reality as Israelis, looking from the 
sidelines at these enormous attacks in the West leads us to think, "Now they 
know what we deal with." Life in the United States intensifies the instinct 
of disillusionment among those who are not necessarily willing to stand 
with us, those who dismiss the storms blowing in the Middle East as 
something in a remote part of the world -- they don't understand, or perhaps 
they refuse to understand, that this is a global epidemic that has officially 
entered heir domain. 
 On Monday, the indifference among my American friends had already 
turned into concerns like, "What now? We will have to look around in all 
directions each time we go outside," or "How will I send my kid to play 
with his friends in crowded areas over the summer holidays? Who will 
guarantee that there will be security guards who are properly trained and 
who will protect them?" Could anything possibly be more  
familiar to the Israeli ear? Welcome to the reality that we know from up 
close. 
 When the early summer calm is shattered by the most deadly mass 
shooting in U.S. history, it is time to wake up. It is not just a popular area in 
Tel Aviv, a rock concert in Paris or a gay nightclub in Orlando -- we are all 
under attack.   (Israel Hayom Jun 14) 
 

 
 
 

It's Global Jihad, 
Stupid         
By Ruthie Blum 
 Shouting "Allahu akbar," a 29-
year-old American citizen with roots 
in Afghanistan entered a Florida 
nightclub at 2 a.m. on Sunday 
morning and committed what is being 
called "the worst mass shooting in 

U.S. history." 
 Prior to slaughtering at least 50 people and seriously wounding dozens 
of others, Omar Mateen phoned 9-1-1 and pledged allegiance to ISIS. 
 Mateen had planned the massacre in advance, purposely targeting a 
venue known to be frequented by lesbians, gay men, bisexuals and 
transgenders -- the perfect personification of liberal Western values 
considered abhorrent to radical Muslims, regardless of their specific 
jihadist affiliation. 
 The FBI promptly launched an investigation into the now-dead 
Mateen, who had been working as a security guard at G4S Secure 
Solutions since 2007. It quickly emerged, however, that Mateen was 
already on the FBI's radar for having various ties to Islamic radicalism. 
 About 10 hours after the massacre, with bodies still inside The Pulse -- 
Orlando's self-described "premier gay nightclub" -- President Barack 
Obama addressed the nation to condemn the horrific incident, which, 
surprisingly, he referred to as an act of terror. Not the least bit 
surprisingly, he refused to utter the word "Islamist." Instead, he declared 
the perpetrator a person "filled with hate." 
 On a Fox News panel in the aftermath of the bloodbath, 
counterterrorism expert Sebastian Gorka stressed the need for the White 
House and the world to acknowledge the clear connection between this 
attack and all the others with the same ideology. Linking the Fort Hood, 
Boston, San Bernardino, Paris and Brussels massacres, Gorka -- author, 
most recently, of "Defeating Jihad: The Winnable War" -- was the only 
one who mentioned Israel. The point he was making, and has been trying 
to hit home in his writings and lectures, is that the Islamist assault on the 
West is not a series of individual lone-wolf attacks, but rather a global 
movement, whose "propaganda by deed" is terrorism. And, he said, these 
recent acts, unlike the 9/11 attacks, are relatively small in scope and cheap 
to carry out, but nevertheless terrorize and paralyze whole cities. In other 
words, they get a lot of bang for their buck, both literally and figuratively. 
 Despite criticism lodged at the FBI for knowing about Mateen's 
dubious connections and doing nothing to prevent him from executing 
threats he had ostensibly made online, and though Obama tried to pin the 
massacre on forces that would deny the LGBT community its "civil 
rights," one thing nobody did was blame the victims themselves. On the 
contrary, politicians and pundits across the political spectrum were united 
in their horror. They always are, no matter where in the world such 
atrocities take place. 
 Except when they occur in Israel, that is, and are committed by 
Palestinians. 
 Indeed, somehow, when blood-thirsty terrorists mow down, bomb or 
slash innocent Israelis and then boast about it, they are viewed as people 
whose frustration and rage at Israeli policies have gotten the better of 
them. 
 Take State Department spokesman Mark Toner's press conference on 
Thursday, the morning after two Palestinian gunmen killed four Israelis 
and wounded a number of others at a Max Brenner chocolate bar in Tel 
Aviv. 
 "We condemn yesterday's attack," he said. "We completely understand 
the right of Israeli authorities to ensure the security of their civilians and to 
carry out measures that they believe will, in fact, provide for that security. 
I would simply caution -- and we've said this before -- that in carrying out 
those kinds of measures that they do take into consideration the impact on 
innocent Palestinians and that they exercise restraint." 
 What Toner was referring to was Israel's extremely mild retaliatory 
measure in response to what is only the latest in a string of attacks by 
Palestinian jihadists against Jews. Following the brutal assault, Israel 
decided to revoke the hundreds of permits it distributed to Palestinians in 
Judea, Samaria and Gaza, to enable them to celebrate the month-long 
Ramadan holiday with their families and to pray on the Temple Mount, 
the holiest site in Judaism, where Jews are forbidden even to mouth silent 
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prayers. 
 Another step discussed was by newly instated Defense Minister 
Avigdor Lieberman, who said that the bodies of terrorists killed in the act 
will not be returned to their families for burial, as funerals of terrorists in 
Palestinian-controlled territories always turn into festivals of incitement 
against Jews and celebrations of the "martyrdom" of the deceased. 
 It is a matter of debate whether Israel has done enough to combat the 
terrorism in its midst, along its borders and beyond its shores. What is 
crystal clear, however, is that jihadist groups only differ from one another 
internally. Some are Sunni, others Shiite. Some hail from Gaza, others from 
Lebanon, Syria, Iraq or Afghanistan. Some prefer beheadings, others 
bombings. But they all scream "Allahu akbar" while sucking the lives out 
of their "infidel" prey. And the policy of the Israeli government is no more 
to blame for Palestinian violence against its populace than LGBT activism 
is at fault for Omar Mateen's rampage.    (Israel Hayom Jun 13) 
  

 
The Daily Palestinian Terrorism you don’t Hear About 
By Michael Freund  

When two Palestinian terrorists opened fire last week at Tel Aviv’s 
Sarona market and murdered four Israelis, it appeared to catch much of the 
country off guard. After several months of seemingly sporadic attacks, 
many people had begun to think that the whirlwind of Palestinian violence 
had largely subsided. 
 But nothing could be further from the truth. 
 The sad fact is that Palestinian terrorism is literally a daily – and 
sometimes even an hourly – occurrence. It is just that the media doesn’t 
bother to report the overwhelming majority of incidents, thereby providing 
the public with a distorted view of reality. 
 Just speak to some of the 700 brave volunteers of Hatzalah Judea and 
Samaria (www.hatzalah.org.il), a superb emergency first-response 
organization consisting of professionally trained medics, paramedics and 
licensed physicians who find themselves working around the clock to assist 
the victims of Palestinian terrorism. The organization is independent of 
United Hatzalah of Israel. 
 According to a spokesman for the group, “there are an average of 10 to 
15 reported Palestinian rock and firebomb attacks throughout Judea and 
Samaria on a daily basis,” or approximately one attack every two hours. 
 And those are just the ones reported to authorities, the spokesman 
noted, adding that, “There are certainly other incidents in which the 
terrorists miss their mark, or hit a car but fail to cause damage or injure the 
occupants, and the motorist doesn’t bother to call it in.”  
 Moreover, even the method employed for counting incidents that are 
reported is imprecise. After all, if terrorists hurl rocks and other projectiles 
at five or 10 vehicles in one area at any given time, then the security forces 
count this as one attack rather than several. 
 And yet, despite the daily Palestinian onslaught against Israelis on the 
roads of Judea and Samaria, the mainstream media both in Israel and 
abroad is virtually silent, with nary a peep of coverage finding its way into 
the press. 
 Nonetheless, throwing stones or other objects at a car full of innocent 
people is terrorism, not just hooliganism. 

My friend Josh Hasten, a veteran radio host and long-time pro-Israel 
advocate, has twice experienced this firsthand in recent months. 
 Back in October, Hasten was nearly lynched when a group of 
Palestinian Arabs armed with rocks and slabs of concrete charged his car as 
he was driving near Tekoa, south of Jerusalem. And last month, his 
windshield took a direct hit from a Palestinian stone-thrower near the Gush 
Etzion Industrial Zone. 
 “The ongoing danger is simply being whitewashed,” Hasten told me. 
“While statistically, the number of ‘major attacks’ is down, the reality on 
the ground is unacceptable. Driving on the roads these days often feels like 
playing Russian roulette,” he said. 
 It is time for Israel to stop ignoring or minimizing Palestinian stone-
throwing and to start taking more drastic measures to punish perpetrators 
and curtail the violence. 
 Don’t forget: each time a Palestinian reaches down to pick up a rock 
and hurl it an Israeli vehicle, he is making a choice. He is consciously 
deciding to heave a potentially lethal object through the air with the aim of 
causing physical harm. 
 This is not a matter of bored Palestinian teenagers expressing their 
perceived frustrations. For that, they can turn to Facebook or Twitter or 
countless other nonviolent outlets and vent all they wish. Palestinian stone-
throwers are cowardly thugs who are intentionally endangering innocent 
Israelis and attempting to frighten them off the roads. 
 It shouldn’t need to be repeated but apparently it must: stones can and 
do kill. 

 Last September, 64-year-old Alexander Levlovitz was murdered on 
the first night of Rosh Hashana by Palestinians throwing rocks in the 
southern Jerusalem neighborhood of Armon Hanatziv. Police determined 
that Levlovitz lost control of his vehicle after it had been struck by stones 
and hit an electricity pole, resulting in his death. 
 And three years ago, in March 2013, two-year-old Adele Biton was 
mortally wounded when a truck that was stoned by Palestinians on Route 
5 swerved out of control and hit the car she was in, crushing it underneath. 
 The girl’s mother and two sisters, aged six and four, were all 
moderately wounded, but Adele suffered a grave blow to the head. She 
valiantly clung to life for two years before succumbing to her injuries. 
 While the government took a number of steps last fall to crack down 
on Palestinian stone-throwers, and the IDF presence on the roads of Judea 
and Samaria has been beefed up, there is still a need for stronger deterrent 
measures to be taken. 
 And the media needs to start telling us the truth, the whole truth and 
nothing but the truth, and inform the public regarding the frequency and 
extent of the attacks being carried against Israelis each and every day. 
 Remember: just because we don’t hear about it does not mean that 
Palestinian terrorism doesn’t exist. And we should not continue to pretend 
otherwise.    (Jerusalem Post Jun 15) 
 

 
The Virtual Reality of the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict 
By Jonathan Rubens  

Back in the mid-’90s, virtual reality technology seemed to be “the next 
big thing.” So did the idea of resolving the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. 
 Back then, the main problem with VR technology was the undeniable 
difference between what could be seen through VR goggles and what 
actually happened in the very physical reality. 
 They used to call this phenomenon “lagging,” when instead of the 
display moving at the same pace as the head in real-time, the image was 
slow to follow, felt unreal and occasionally stomach- churning. 
 The same thing happened with the so-called peace process. While 
leaders were signing agreements and shaking hands in the past, suicide 
bombers were blowing themselves up in the streets of Tel Aviv and 
Jerusalem. For the Israeli public, the contrast between lofty speeches on 
reconciliation and the deaths of innocent citizens was a “lag” too 
disturbing to ignore. The celebrations in Palestinian cities after every 
terrorist attack made Israelis question the intentions of their neighbors and 
the chances of the anticipated “peace”. 
 It took several years, thousands of terrorist acts and the murder of 
more than a thousand Israeli men, women and children for the Israeli 
public to perceive the process as a runway to anything but peace. 
 Recently, VR is making a comeback.  
 Most problems were fixed, including the infamous lags, images are 
more accurate and realistic. At the same time, the efforts to resolve the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict are also making a comeback, but in this case 
without solving any of the glitches that failed the process so many times 
before. 
 Just a few days ago, an Israeli-Palestinian peace summit was held in 
Paris. The closing statement sounded like a broken record repeating the 
same over-used clichés about ending the occupation and creating a 
Palestinian state – as if nothing had changed in the past 20 years. 
 Through the VR goggles of international diplomacy, establishing a 
Palestinian state will work like hi-tech magic and end the conflict. It is the 
same naïve thinking that makes Western diplomats believe that Syrian 
President Bashar Assad’s promise to stop using chemical weapons on his 
own people is worth the paper it was written on. 
 Media coverage and analyses constantly try to evaluate leaders and 
their decision-making processes. Dozens of pieces were written on Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, trying to assess how committed he is to a 
two-state solution and how far he is willing to go to reach it. What is 
mostly overlooked is the importance of Israeli public opinion. 
 Israel is a democracy, therefore if you want to make Israel believe 
peace is within reach, it is the Israelis that need convincing, not their 
leaders. 
 It is a common belief that Israel is just one leap of faith away from 
reaching long and sustainable peace with the Palestinians. 
 It is easy to forget that Israel already took this “leap of faith” 11 years 
ago. Israel withdrew from the Gaza Strip unconditionally, including the 
deportation of every last Jewish citizen. Israel fulfilled the Palestinian 
wish of a “Jewfree” land behind the 1967 lines, only to see the 
Palestinians dig tunnels under it and use their autonomous land to launch 
missile attacks on Israeli cities. 
 It was a pilot, and it failed miserably. 
 Reality on the ground proved that territorial disputes were never the 



real issue, but virtual reality perceptions of the conflict still seem to be 
lagging behind. 
 Last week, in the middle of a restaurant in Tel Aviv, two Palestinian 
terrorists took the lives of four Israelis and wounded many others. The 
horrible images from the scene resembled those we saw just a few months 
ago in Paris but are unlikely to initiate the same worldwide condemnation. 
Apparently, “terror is terror” is true everywhere except for in Israel. From a 
liberal Western perspective, Israelis suffering from endless terrorist attacks 
is a natural product of the regional context. Leaders will show sympathy, 
condolences will be offered, but nothing will ever dim the deceivingly 
bright picture in the dysfunctional VR goggles.    (Jerusalem Post Jun 14) 
     

 
The Right Road to Peace        By Yehuda Glick  

Thirty years ago the idea of “two states for two peoples” was advocated 
only by a very few in Israel. In fact only the Hadash Arab communist party 
dared to raise this idea in its platform. Senior figures in the Labor Party, and 
even political parties that were to its left, did not dare contemplate such an 
outlandish idea. 
 In November 1993, during the drafting of the Oslo Accords, Shimon 
Peres found himself involved in a discussion in which he inadvertently said: 
“Eventually, a Palestinian state will be established.” 
 In reply, member of Knesset Moshe Katsav demanded of him: “Do you 
support a Palestinian state?” To which Peres replied angrily: “Are you 
deaf? I’m telling you: A Palestinian state will not be established. What I 
said was that a Palestinian police force will.” 
 After the signing of the agreement titled, “Gaza and Jericho First” in 
Cairo in 1994, Peres said in interviews that “this agreement is an agreement 
on Gaza and Jericho. As for what will come next – I am opposed to a 
separate Palestinian state. I’ve said so a thousand times, and I have not 
changed my mind.”  
 How is it then that nowadays, even a prime minister from the rightist 
Likud party is touting this idea? As I understand it, this change in the public 
discourse occurred primarily as a result of a well-oiled propaganda 
campaign of the radical Left. Its method was simple – for many years any 
leftist who was interviewed by the media, no matter what the subject was, 
always made sure to begin his reply with something along the lines of: 
“Everyone knows that in the end there will be two states here, and that a 
Palestinian state will be established alongside Israel...” Slowly but surely, 
this supposed “fact” permeated the collective Israeli consciousness to the 
point that it came to dominate the public discourse as if it were an 
undeniable truth. 
 Today, while nearly half a million Jews live in settlements throughout 
Judea and Samaria, and an additional million residents in Greater 
Jerusalem, it’s very hard to believe that anyone rational really thinks that a 
Palestinian state can be established here. Albeit, the Palestinians were given 
chances in the past to establish such a state – whether according to the 1947 
Partition Plan proposed by the UN, or just a few years ago during the terms 
of Ehud Barak and Ehud Olmert as prime minister. 
 But now this option seems to be totally unrealistic, and therefore no 
longer on the table. 
 This being said, it should now be clear to any reasonable person that in 
the future there will be only one state between the Mediterranean Sea and 
the Jordan River – the State of Israel, with Israeli law and Israeli 
sovereignty applied over all parts of Judea and Samaria. 
 Since this is the case, now that we are entering the 50th year since the 
reunification of Jerusalem, it is high time to say so plainly and clearly, 
without stammering and most important – without continuing to delude the 
Arab population that one day they will have their own state. 
 This statement should not put us into a state of euphoria; on the 
contrary, it should make us realize that we need to enter a period of 
preparation. 
 Serious and appropriate preparation toward the implementation of 
Israeli law over Judea and Samaria. 
 This means that the government would do well if it set up operational 
committees to implement the plan. 
 Among other things, these committees should deal with the question of 
the Arab population. 
 Our value-based aspiration – based primarily on the biblical Jewish 
values and the principles of Israel’s Declaration of Independence – must 
insist on unequivocal protection of human rights for all, without ignoring 
the security risks inherent to the region. We need to prepare the 
infrastructure for the naturalization of all residents, with the necessary 
conditions. 
 For example, we must determine that in order to receive Israeli 
citizenship, one has to prove that for the past 10 years he did not belong to 
any type of terrorist organization. 

 As a Jewish and democratic country that has enacted the Law of 
Return, according to which every Jew who wants to immigrate to Israel 
receives financial assistance in the form of an “absorption package” to 
help him through the transition period – so must we determine that all 
non-Jews living here who want to migrate to another country should 
receive governmental assistance to help them through their transition 
period. 
 These of course are but a few of the many proposals that can be 
suggested, but first and foremost we need to make the right decision, state 
it unequivocally, and begin to implement it. Any ambiguity or hesitance 
only perpetuates the delusion of the two-state solution, and encourages the 
terrorists to try to impose this dangerous plan on us.    
The writer is a member of Knesset for the Likud. (Jerusalem Post Jun 16) 
     

 
Making America Unsafe        By Judith Bergman 
 There is a deep and unacknowledged irony to the fact that U.S. 
President Barack Obama, of all people, has opined in the days since the 
terror attack in Orlando that how you term things makes no difference. 
 "What exactly would using this label ['radical Islam'] accomplish? ... 
Calling a threat by a different name does not make it go away. This is a 
political distraction," Obama said on Tuesday in response to the heavy 
criticism poured on him after he, once more, refused to use the term in 
connection with the mass shooting. Islamic State quickly claimed 
responsibility for the attack, perhaps frustrated that no one in the U.S. 
administration, nor the Democratic presidential candidate, will give it 
credit for it. 
 Positing that calling something or someone a particular name makes 
no difference is the very epitome of hypocritical dissembling, especially 
coming from the person at the very top of the Democratic echelons. 
 These are the same people who for decades fought to entrench 
political correctness into American society, making it impossible to call 
certain things by their rightful names without facing a barrage of 
vilification and personal smears. The American Left has fought 
ceaselessly to shape language according to its ideas and has succeeded so 
tremendously that Americans are now afraid to report suspicious activity 
out of fear of coming across as "Islamophobic." This has already cost 
lives. Before the attack, the security company that Omar Mateen worked 
for was afraid of reporting him, despite his suspicious behavior, exactly 
because it feared being castigated as "Islamophobic." 
 The U.S. has much to learn from Israel in this regard. Israel is so 
efficient at fighting terrorism precisely because it cannot afford the luxury 
of integrating political correctness into its security doctrines. The very 
idea is preposterous. Nevertheless, this is exactly what Obama has done. 
 Five years ago, Obama erased all references to Islam in the 
educational materials used to train the American law enforcement and 
national security communities. In 2011, U.S. Deputy Attorney General 
James Cole confirmed that the Obama administration was recalling all its 
training materials to eliminate references to Islam that some Muslim 
groups had claimed were offensive. 
 In 2013, The Washington Times also reported that countless experts 
on Islamic terrorism had been banned from speaking to any U.S. 
government counterterrorism conferences, including those of the FBI and 
CIA. Government agencies were instead ordered to invite Muslim 
Brotherhood front groups. 
 If it is only a matter of labels, then why has Obama endangered 
American lives by deliberately blindsiding law enforcement and national 
security communities on the nature of Islamic terrorism? How are they 
supposed to grapple with the urgent issue of jihad if they are prohibited 
from learning about the nature of jihad? 
 When Obama claims, as he did on Tuesday, that "there's no magic to 
the phrase 'radical Islam.' If someone seriously thinks we don't know who 
we're fighting, if there's anyone out there who thinks we're confused about 
who our enemies are, that would come as a surprise to the thousands of 
terrorists we've taken off the battlefield," he is simply dissembling. You 
cannot know an enemy when you prohibit your law enforcement and 
intelligence personnel from studying or even mentioning them. 
 These are all relevant questions that the mainstream media has 
consistently refused to ask the administration -- instead, dangerously 
dismissing them as conspiracy theories. The price is now being paid by 
innocent Americans, from a Christmas party in San Bernardino to a gay 
nightclub in Orlando. 
 Words matter tremendously, and you cannot fight an enemy that you 
are forbidden to name. Imagine Churchill telling the British that there was 
"no magic" in calling out the Nazi ideology and prohibiting his 
intelligence community from studying Nazi Germany's strategy and 
tactics. 



 Hillary Clinton, feeling the backlash after publishing identical 
statements to those of Obama, has now opportunistically declared that she 
is ready to say those "magical words." 
 But this is meaningless pandering, especially when you know she was 
part of the administration that purged training materials of all things Islam. 
 "In my perspective, it matters what we do, not what we say," Clinton 
said. "To me, radical jihadism, radical Islamism, I think they mean the same 
thing. I'm happy to say either, but that's not the point." 
 The administration pretends there is no Islamist threat. This is what it 
has firmly projected to its law enforcement and intelligence communities, 
and Clinton is of course fully aware of the intricate details of this fact. 
Stating that it matters "what we do" then becomes an empty and even 
dangerous statement, because it deludes Americans into believing that there 
is a solid and credible intelligence effort underway to prevent future 
Islamist terror attacks in the United States, when this cannot logically be the 
case given that the U.S. law enforcement and intelligence communities are 
not allowed to study jihad or Islamic extremism.   (Israel Hayom Jun 14) 
     

 
Fight the War of Today           By Yehuda Balanga 
 The 10 years since the end of the Second Lebanon War have largely 
resulted in a sense of quiet on the northern border. Yet while much of the 
public and many decision makers believe this is an achievement and a sign 
that Israel won that war, it may be deceiving. 
 It has indeed been a decade since Hezbollah fired a rocket at Israel or 
carried out significant offensive operations against civilians or the IDF in 
the north. Moreover, while Hezbollah fighters at one time stood watch 
along the Blue Line, abrasively and in clear view of IDF outposts and 
soldiers patrolling the line, now they are no longer there. Northern Israel 
has developed considerably, and daily life there has assumed a natural 
routine. 
 However, we must not misjudge the deterrence Israel has achieved 
along the northern border, as we are deterred by Hezbollah precisely as they 
are by us. 
 To be sure, there is no comparison between the IDF, its soldiers, the 
technology at its disposal, and its variety of resources, and Hassan 
Nasrallah's terrorist army. The truth we must admit, however, is that we 
prefer the tense status quo, the virtual calm, the balance of power that has 
been created between us and Hezbollah, to the option of embarking on a 
military campaign. We can take one example in this context: In January 
2015, 10 days after the assassination of six Hezbollah fighters, among them 
Jihad Mugniyeh, and an Iranian general accompanying them, Hezbollah 
retaliated by firing anti-tank missiles at two army vehicles. Two Israeli 
soldiers were killed. The Israeli army absorbed the hit without escalating 
matters. 
 This policy of containment, which the political and military echelons 
have adopted since the withdrawal from Lebanon in May 2000, has allowed 
Hezbollah to develop its balance of power against Israel. The withdrawal, 
despite being carried out successfully without sustaining casualties, was 
perceived (unjustly) as fleeing. The collapse of the Southern Lebanese 
Army and the IDF's hasty abdication of its bunkers granted Hezbollah its 
victory image. In essence, the withdrawal created the Second Lebanon War. 
Why? Because Israel had several opportunities to establish a different set of 
rules against the Lebanese terrorist organization, or as the decision makers 
said at the time: "Make Lebanon shake." Even when three IDF soldiers 
were captured in October 2000, or following the abduction of Elhanan 
Tannenbaum; and even after Hezbollah's devastating terrorist attack near 
Kibbutz Matzuba in March 2002, which left five civilians and one soldier 
dead, Israel refrained from retaliating. 
 The absence of a response was seen by Hezbollah as weakness. Beyond 
that, though, the discourse on the Israeli side about the importance of 
containment, the importance of measured, responsible retaliation, and the 
need to avoid unnecessarily sacrificing our boys in the Lebanese mud, led 
Nasrallah to recognize that Israel would rather implement restraint 
following relatively minor yet provocative operations carried out by his 
men. Yes, the Hezbollah leader ordered one operation too many, when his 
operatives abducted three more soldiers in July 2006. But the entire manner 
in which the war was conducted illustrated just how correct Nasrallah was 
in his assessments. 
 The fact that the political echelon was unable to specifically define the 
army's objectives; the fact that the IDF viewed the abduction as a day of 
hostilities or at the most as a developing incident; the fact that the political 
leadership and the military leadership preferred to operate from the sky and 
avoided large ground operations for the majority of the war, all provide 
sufficient evidence to this claim. More than anything, however, is the 
simple fact that the Second Lebanon War started and ended as a military 
operation. Only the people of Israel were calling it a war, and due to the 

public pressure it was eventually categorized as such by the state. 
 Ten years removed from that war, the considerations mentioned above 
are still in play. We must learn the proper lessons, and in the next clash we 
must not fight yesterday's war, but adapt ourselves to the war of today. 
The objectives need to be clear, an organized diplomatic plan has to be in 
place; steadfastness and altering our perception of the enemy are the 
formula for success.    (Israel Hayom Jun 16) 
The writer teaches in Bar-Ilan University's Middle Eastern Studies 
Department. 
     

 
35 Years Since Osirak     By Eyal Zisser 
 On the eve of Shavuot in 1981, Israeli jets bombed the Osirak nuclear 
reactor near Baghdad, built by then-Iraqi President Saddam Hussein with 
French assistance. The reactor was destroyed, thus ending the Iraqi 
dictator's dream of acquiring a nuclear weapon. Saddam's willingness to 
use chemical weapons during the Iran-Iraq War, along with his reputation 
as a murderous and unbridled tyrant, which was proved by is invasion of 
Kuwait in the summer of 1990, bolstered the claim that he would have 
used nuclear weapons against his enemies, including Israel, if the option 
was at his disposal. Regardless of any assessment, however, it is also clear 
that acquiring nuclear weapons would have granted Saddam immunity 
from an American attack, the likes of which led to his downfall in the 
spring of 2003. 
 The attack on the Osirak reactor 35 years ago sparked heated internal 
debate, and some opposition members at the time were quick to criticize 
then-Prime Minister Menachem Begin for deciding to attack inside Iraq. 
But all of that paled in comparison to the external criticism voiced by 
countries worldwide, among them the United States, which even placed an 
temporary embargo on arms shipments to Israel. 
 The world argued that by eliminating the nuclear reactor sought by 
Saddam, Israel had dealt a blow to the chances of advancing peace in the 
region. According to the prominent New York Times, which has always 
tended toward automatic criticism of Israel, bombing Osirak was an act of 
unjustified violence. 
 In light of the chilly and even hostile global reaction toward the Israeli 
attack, we can conclude that the passing years not only strengthened and 
confirmed the justification and morality of the Israeli operation, but also 
its inherent diplomatic and military logic. It became apparent that Israel's 
determination to prevent its enemies from acquiring nuclear weapons 
helped stave off a regional nuclear arms race as early as the previous 
century. We also learned that the international community is at best 
helpless when confronting the threats to regional stability, and at worst is 
often complicit in helping these threats develop -- as evidenced by the 
cooperation Saddam received from several countries. Today we see 
similar cooperation with Iran, which is trying to succeed where Saddam 
failed by getting its hands on the bomb. 
 Beyond all this, it is important to emphasize that in contrast to the 
commonly accepted assessments at the time, Saddam did not retaliate 
against Israel for the Osirak attack. He would eventually claim that he 
launched missiles at Israel during the Gulf War as a type of delayed 
revenge, but it was clear he would have fired those missiles regardless, 
even if Israel had never destroyed his nuclear reactor. This is because he 
wanted to drag Israel into the war and thus garner the Arab world's 
support. 
 To be certain, the Israeli attack did not spark a nuclear arms race in the 
Middle East. It actually curbed it for almost two decades. It also didn't 
exacerbate regional tensions or ignite a regional conflagration. 
 The Iranian decision to develop a nuclear weapon was in no small part 
motivated by Saddam's exploitation of widespread Arab and international 
support, his use of missiles and primarily his use of chemical weapons 
against its soldiers and civilians. Meanwhile, Moammar Gadhafi's efforts 
in Libya and then Bashar Assad's efforts in Syria to acquire nuclear 
weapons were primarily influenced by North Korea's ability to establish 
deterrence and even immunity against a possible American threat, due to 
the nuclear weapons it had developed. 
 Indeed, the lessons of the past teach us that we should treat any 
military action as a necessary evil, the results of which should be 
examined with a level head and common sense. There is a great distance, 
however, between those lessons and the weakness and paralysis that seize 
the international community every time a threat like Saddam's nuclear 
reactor pops up. We must assess such threats through Israeli eyes and 
according to Israel's interests, as Begin did in 1981 on the eve of Shavuot.    
(Israel Hayom Jun 13) 
     

 
 



 


