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Commentary… 

 
Stand up for Sussiya        By Josh Hasten 

The “global Shabbat against demolitions” this past weekend gathered 
around 300 Jews from some five countries to stand in solidarity with the 
Palestinian village of Sussiya. They claimed that “As Jews, we say 
emphatically that forced displacement, dislocation and demolition do not 
represent our values.” However, the fact is that these so-called “activists” 
are simply expressing anti-Israel bias by supporting thieves and squatters 
who have illegally settled on swaths of state land. 
 Take the case of the town of Susiya, which has recently been making its 
way to the top of the news cycle around the globe. Susiya is a small, ancient 
and historical Jewish community in the Southern Hebron Hills. But the 
interest isn’t actually on Jewish Susiya, a thriving Jewish town today which 
archeological evidence indicates was originally a Jewish village established 
around 1,500 years ago. Instead the attention is being given to what some 
call “Arab Susiya,” an illegal encampment built on state land adjacent to 
the Jewish historical site. 
 The reason for the fuss is that following years of back-and-forth court 
hearings, with the High Court issuing an order calling to knock down the 
illegal structures on the site, the Civil Administration might finally carry 
out its duty. All that remains is the approval of Defense Minister Avigdor 
Liberman, who was asked to issue a ruling around August 15 in response to 
a petition drafted by Regavim to implement the demolition. 
 Regavim has been monitoring the illegal building and expansion on 
state land taking place at Susiya over the past several years and per the 
organization’s mandate is insisting the Civil Administration uphold the law 
and remove the squatters from land that is not theirs. While Regavim stands 
nearly on its own defending Israel’s state land, around 50 other NGOs have 
come forward to defend the land thieves. 
 These anti-Israel NGOs both here and abroad are appealing to foreign 
entities including the US State Department to pressure Minister Liberman 
not to carry out the demolition of “Arab Susiya.” These groups claim that 
the encampment is an ancient historical Palestinian village. To put it 
bluntly, that is a complete fabrication. 
 Surveys of villages and populations conducted by the British 
Mandatory powers in 1945, which mention all of the villages in the area 
and even some of the inhabitants, prove there is no hint of the existence of 
an Arab village named Susiya. More recently aerial photos obtained by 
Regavim from 1999 show nothing resembling a village in that area. An 
identical photo from 2013 shows how squatters have infiltrated the locale. 
 Regavim research also shows that this clan of bandits is mainly from 
the Nawajah family who reside in the nearby town of Yatta. In 1986, using 
the ruse of being harmless shepherds in search of grazing land, members of 
the clan settled at the archeological site itself, but were evicted by the IDF. 
It was at that point that they moved to their current location. The Nawajah 
family has tried to take permanent control of the area ever since, in 
complete violation of the law. 
 So while the anti-Israel NGOs claim to be standing up against an 
“expulsion” of the Arabs in the area, this is simply a media stunt to paint 
Israel in a negative light. What this really would amount to – should the 
Defense Minister come out on the side of the courts, is an eviction of illegal 
squatters. 
 “But won’t the Arabs be left homeless,” if Israel were to destroy the 
structures? First, let’s remember that most of the trespassers are 
homeowners in Yatta. In other words, they can simply go home. But even 
so, out of humanitarian concerns and leniency, Israel agreed to allot an 
alternate area to the residents of the encampment, on state land adjacent to 
Yatta. The Arabs rejected this generous offer, proving it’s not about 
providing adequate housing and a future for their children, but all about 
illegal encroachment on Israeli lands in area C of Judea. 
 A similar strategy of Arabs illegally squatting and building on state 
land in area C is currently being implemented in other parts of Judea and 

Samaria by the 
Palestinian Authority 
with backing and 
funding from the European Union, to 
the tune of hundreds of millions of 
euros. The goal is to illegally create a 
unilateral de-facto Palestinian state in 
area C and avoid any future peace 
talks with Israel. 

 Regavim has been working tirelessly to expose this deception both at 
Susiya and in other areas. The NGOs involved are transparent in their anti-
Israel agendas by siding with the illegal builders who continuously belittle 
law enforcement and refuse all offers of compromise, while cynically 
exploiting the legal process to further illegal activities. It is highly 
doubtful that the legal system of the United States, Europe or any other 
country would conduct itself with such a high level of tolerance and 
patience in a similar case. 
 So while some anti-Israel Jews are getting together to support the 
thieves, let’s hope our defense minster makes the right decision to halt the 
illegal activity at Susiya by taking down the illegal buildings, thus sending 
a message that in a democracy such as Israel, the established laws must be 
upheld.     (Jerusalem Post Aug 14) 
The writer is the international director of Regavim.    
 

 
The Meaning of an Olympic Snub      By Bret Stephens 

An Israeli heavyweight judoka named Or Sasson defeated an Egyptian 
opponent named Islam El Shehaby Friday in a first-round match at the Rio 
Olympics. The Egyptian refused to shake his opponent’s extended hand, 
earning boos from the crowd. Mr. Sasson went on to win a bronze medal. 
If you want the short answer for why the Arab world is sliding into the 
abyss, look no further than this little incident. It did itself in chiefly 
through its long-abiding and all-consuming hatred of Israel, and of Jews. 

That’s not a point you will find in a long article about the Arab 
crackup by Scott Anderson in last weekend’s New York Times Magazine , 
where hatred of Israel is treated like sand in Arabia—a given of the 
landscape. Nor is it much mentioned in the wide literature about the 
legacy of colonialism in the Middle East, or the oil curse, governance gap, 
democracy deficit, youth bulge, sectarian divide, legitimacy crisis and 
every other explanation for Arab decline. 

Yet the fact remains that over the past 70 years the Arab world got rid 
of its Jews, some 900,000 people, while holding on to its hatred of them. 
Over time the result proved fatal: a combination of lost human capital, 
ruinously expensive wars, misdirected ideological obsessions, and an 
intellectual life perverted by conspiracy theory and the perpetual search 
for scapegoats. The Arab world’s problems are a problem of the Arab 
mind, and the name for that problem is anti-Semitism. 

As a historical phenomenon, this is not unique. In a 2005 essay in 
Commentary, historian Paul Johnson noted that wherever anti-Semitism 
took hold, social and political decline almost inevitably followed.  

Spain expelled its Jews with the Alhambra Decree of 1492. The effect, 
Mr. Johnson noted, “was to deprive Spain (and its colonies) of a class 
already notable for the astute handling of finance.” In czarist Russia, anti-
Semitic laws led to mass Jewish emigration as well as an “immense 
increase in administrative corruption produced by the system of 
restrictions.” Germany might well have won the race for an atomic bomb 
if Hitler hadn’t sent Albert Einstein, Leo Szilard, Enrico Fermi and 
Edward Teller into exile in the U.S. 

These patterns were replicated in the Arab world. Contrary to myth, 
the cause was not the creation of the state of Israel. There were bloody 
anti-Jewish pogroms in Palestine in 1929, Iraq in 1941, and Lebanon in 
1945. Nor is it accurate to blame Jerusalem for fueling anti-Semitism by 
refusing to trade land for peace. Among Egyptians, hatred of Israel barely 
abated after Menachem Begin relinquished the Sinai to Anwar Sadat. 
Among Palestinians, anti-Semitism became markedly worse during the 
years of the Oslo peace process. 

In his essay, Mr. Johnson called anti-Semitism a “highly infectious” 
disease capable of becoming “endemic in certain localities and societies,” 
and “by no means confined to weak, feeble or commonplace intellects.” 
Anti-Semitism may be irrational, but its potency, he noted, lies in 
transforming a personal and instinctive irrationalism into a political and 
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systematic one. For the Jew-hater, every crime has the same culprit and 
every problem has the same solution. 

Anti-Semitism makes the world seem easy. In doing so, it condemns 
the anti-Semite to a permanent darkness. 

Today there is no great university in the Arab world, no serious 
indigenous scientific base, a stunted literary culture. In 2015 the U.S. Patent 
Office reported 3,804 patents from Israel, as compared with 364 from Saudi 
Arabia, 56 from the United Arab Emirates, and 30 from Egypt. The 
mistreatment and expulsion of Jews has served as a template for the 
persecution and displacement of other religious minorities: Christians, 
Yazidis, the Baha’ i. 

Hatred of Israel and Jews has also deprived the Arab world of both the 
resources and the example of its neighbor. Israel quietly supplies water to 
Jordan, helping to ease the burden of Syrian refugees, and quietly provides 
surveillance and reconnaissance capabilities to Egypt to fight ISIS in the 
Sinai. But this is largely unknown among Arabs, for whom the only 
permissible image of Israel is an Israeli soldier in riot gear, abusing a 
Palestinian. 

Successful nations make a point of trying to learn from their neighbors. 
The Arab world has been taught over generations only to hate theirs.  

This may be starting to change. In the past five years the Arab world 
has been forced to face up to its own failings in ways it cannot easily blame 
on Israel. The change can be seen in the budding rapprochement between 
Jerusalem and Cairo, Riyadh and Abu Dhabi, which might yet yield tactical 
and strategic advantages on both sides, particularly against common 
enemies such as ISIS and Iran. 

That’s not enough. So long as an Arab athlete can’t pay his Israeli 
opposite the courtesy of a handshake, the disease of the Arab mind and the 
misfortunes of its world will continue. For Israel, this is a pity. For the 
Arabs, it’s a calamity. The hater always suffers more than the object of his 
hatred.    (Wall Street Journal Aug 15) 
  

 
Disavowing the Shouters      By Annika Hernroth-Rothstein 
 I blocked four people on Facebook today, and almost double that the 
day before. It's not unusual, but it is getting to me more and more, as the 
reasons why I'm having to block people have become increasingly 
outrageous. 
 Today it was two people who wrote that "U.S. President Barack Obama 
is a Muslim who secretly endorses the Islamic State group," one who wrote 
that "Israel should gas the Arabs in the Gaza tunnels," and another who 
shared pro-Israel news from a neo-Nazi site. I used to argue with these 
people, and when I did I was called a "secret liberal," a "sellout" and even a 
"betrayer of the cause," but when I realized that these arguments were 
costing me time and strength, I resigned to silently blocking. 
 I have 2,000 "friends" on Facebook, most of them I never speak to and 
do not know beyond their names, but many call themselves right-wing 
Zionists -- a title I too proudly hold. The problem is, I am not one of them, 
as many of them are neither thinkers nor Zionists nor political conservatives 
in any real sense of the word. They are often radicals using the Zionist 
movement as a catalyst for whatever sideshow they've got going on. 
 But God forbid I say so, as that leads to the name-calling mentioned 
above. For some reason, I am expected to be faithful to these people, but I 
cannot stomach it much longer, nor can I accept how their outrageous 
actions taint the ideology I hold so dear. After having blocked 10% of my 
Facebook friends, I have come to the conclusion that this movement has a 
problem with inclusiveness -- that is, a surplus of it. 
 Perhaps it is giddiness over being accepted, despite belonging to the 
ever-persecuted people. Perhaps it is fear, thinking that we cannot afford to 
exclude, and thus allowing ourselves to be used by people and causes very 
far from our original aim. 
 Liberals are extraordinarily good at winning elections and generating 
public relations campaigns, and I believe that can partially be attributed to 
their ability to streamline, maintaining credibility and preserving goodwill. 
The Zionist community seems to have adopted an overly liberal approach to 
"membership," meaning that anyone who wants to join is welcome, and 
sins can be easily forgotten by putting an Israeli flag in one's profile picture 
or a Golda Meir quote on a tote bag. 
 I'm going to come out and say it: We've collected too many nutjobs, 
and it's time to clean house, leaving the racists, truthers and lost souls in 
search of a home behind for the good of the movement. This may sound 
like an elitist statement, and I hope it does -- because in some ways it is. We 
are not elitist enough, and the Zionist movement seems to have lost its 
intellectualism, in some ways forgetting the great thinkers and theorists 
who led it to a point where forgetfulness was even possible. 
 It makes sense that Israel has become more bottom-line oriented and 
that the conflict, or rather the constant management of terrorism, has led to 
a form of arrested intellectual development, but if the terrorism and hostile 

global political climate tells us anything, it is that Zionism is not a thing of 
yesteryear but very much still needed for a sustainable tomorrow. The 
Zionist movement needs an intellectual revival, of Ze'ev Jabotinsky and 
David Ben-Gurion, Henrietta Szold and Eliezer Ben-Yehuda, because as 
we know, there is a difference between a vision and a plan -- and the latter 
cannot be made without the former. Zionism is not waving a flag or 
shouting "am Israel chai" (the people of Israel live on) from the rooftops. 
Rather, it is acting on a carefully constructed theory, based on knowledge 
of history and a deep belief in the righteousness of the cause. Zionism is 
theory in practice, and I fear that too many within our fold are using our 
name to work through issues very loosely related to our cause. 
 When I sat down and reflected upon the anger I felt this morning, the 
flaring annoyance that had led to my social media purge, I realized it was 
partially about being pushed into a stance very far from my own ideology 
and having fringe groups attempt to define my politics, but also about my 
own frustration over a Zionism in urgent need of a thoughtful revival. 
 Sixty-eight years after it became ours, it is time to redefine our plan 
for, and commitment to, the State of Israel, and in order to do so, we need 
to once again ask the big questions. Why are we here? Where are we 
going? What is the theory we want put into practice in the Holy Land? 
 I believe in Jewish sovereignty and in our right to this land, and 
therefore I believe that intellectualism and lofty thought are urgently 
needed for the sake of Zionist survival. Shouting "we have a right to this 
land" is not enough. We need to know why we have this right and how we 
got here and which way forward will allow us to stay here, to grow and to 
prosper. We need fewer shouters, better thinkers and less fear of inviting 
the elite to lead us where we need to go. 
 Those who stand for nothing fall for anything, as the saying goes, but I 
believe it is equally true that those who stand with everyone stand with no 
one but themselves. And from what I can see, that is the sorry state of our 
movement today. 
 It is often said that right-wing Zionism should be a big tent and that 
we as a movement cannot afford to be exclusive. But looking at my 
Facebook feed over the past year, I can say one thing with some 
confidence -- we’re going to need a smaller tent.   (Israel Hayom Aug 16) 
 

 
Abbas' Channel has been Closed for Years         By Haim Shine 
 For the past 50 years, there has been an ongoing dispute in Israel over 
the future of the territories in the historical homeland liberated in the 1967 
Six-Day War. 
 Politicians on the Left, former defense officials and media types, 
whose opinions are well-known, are convinced these territories are a 
temporary, irksome loan that must soon be handed over to Palestinian 
officials who will take responsibility for them and guarantee the area does 
not become a terrorist enclave. It's a legitimate opinion, and one that 
doesn't allow facts to get in the way. 
 By contrast, the vast majority of the Israeli public has already 
internalized that Israel will always maintain sovereignty over a unified 
Jerusalem and Judea and Samaria following the nightmare of the 1993 
Oslo Accords and 2005 disengagement from the Gaza Strip. Any 
intelligent person understands that a retreat from this land puts the security 
of the country at risk and establishes "Auschwitz borders" with Hamas and 
Islamic State. The Palestinians openly declare their struggle is not over 
borders, whether 1948 or 1967. 
 Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas has been irrelevant 
for years. He has no influence on the ground, and he will make every 
effort not to hold elections, understanding that he would lose to Hamas. 
The Israeli Left placed a great deal of hope in this Holocaust-denier and, 
in an absence of existential logic, claims that given the alternative, a deal 
with Abbas is preferable. There are only two problems: The day Abbas 
signs a deal is the day he will be killed, and no Palestinian will honor such 
an agreement. 
 It seems there is some wisdom to Defense Minister Avigdor 
Lieberman's proposal to look for alternative channels to Abbas, a channel 
that has been closed for years. There is room for discussions with other 
officials in the area, and anyone who knows Judea and Samaria knows that 
the Palestinian entity, which never existed, is anything but unified -- rather 
it is divided along familial, tribal and geographic lines. In addition, it is 
important to encourage the rational actors among the Palestinians and 
make it clear that anyone who extends even a finger out to peace will get a 
warm handshake in return, and anyone who turns to terror and war will 
contend with the strong arm of Israel's security forces. 
 The solution for our complicated environment will not come as a 
result of diplomatic cocktails in the halls of the U.N. or the marble rooms 
of the White House. If there is in fact a solution to be found -- an 
assumption that in itself needs to be examined -- it will be on the ground.     
(Israel Hayom Aug 18) 



The Palestinians Can Thank Israel for Their Skirting the Arab 
Catastrophe      By Moshe Arens  

Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas wants to sue Britain over the 
1917 Balfour Declaration, which pledged His Majesty’s Government’s 
support for the establishment of a national home for the Jewish people in 
Palestine. Arthur James Balfour has a well-deserved place in history, not 
only because he signed the famous letter addressed to Lionel Walter 
Rothschild, but also because he served as Britain’s prime minister between 
1902 and 1905, and as Britain’s foreign secretary between 1916 and 1919. 
 As for Abbas, he might have remained completely unknown had it not 
been for the Balfour Declaration. The Palestinians as a national entity, 
recognized internationally and as such by themselves, would probably not 
have existed had it not been for the Balfour Declaration. They were not 
recognized as such at the time, either by the Turks or the British. 
 The Balfour Declaration refers to “existing non-Jewish communities in 
Palestine.” Thirty years later, in November 1947, the UN partition 
declaration called for the establishment of a Jewish and an Arab state in a 
divided Palestine. The non-Jewish population in Palestine was considered 
by the international community, and by themselves as well, not a distinct 
nationality but part of the Arab nation. 
 It was the establishment of Israel, and the following Arab wars waged 
against Israel, that gave rise to a separate Palestinian national consciousness 
and in time international recognition of a Palestinian nation. Abbas has no 
reason to sue Britain, which by its declaration and the subsequent 
establishment of Israel also gave birth to the Palestinian nation that he 
purports to lead. If anything, he should recognize Britain’s contribution to 
Palestinian nationhood. 
 What would have been the fate of the Arab population living in 
Palestine at the time of the Balfour Declaration had Britain not pledged its 
support to the Zionist enterprise and if Israel had not been established 31 
years later? We can only speculate, though one would expect that their fate 
would have been intertwined with the fate of the Arab populations in the 
Middle East in the years after World War I until the present time, and no 
doubt would have been affected by it. 
 A description of the tragic fate of the Middle Eastern Arab population 
in recent years is graphically described in Scott Anderson’s long review in 
The New York Times: “Fractured Lands: How the Arab World Came 
Apart.” Even those who have followed these events – the unending 
fighting, the brutal massacres, the refugees fleeing for their lives – would 
do well to read Anderson’s account. It hardly seems likely that the 
Palestinians, had it not been for the establishment of Israel, would have 
avoided being caught up in this Arab national catastrophe. 
 Some minority groups living in Israel, under the impression of events in 
Syria, have begun to show an appreciation for Israel and the tranquil living 
conditions and economic opportunities it provides. There has been an 
increase in volunteering for service in the Israel Defense Forces by Israel’s 
Christian Arab young men. And the Druze in the Golan Heights, who for 
years insisted they were Syrians and rejected Israeli ID cards, have begun 
applying for Israeli citizenship and have put their Syrian flags away. 
 Will the time come when Palestinians, those who are citizens of Israel 
and even those living in Jerusalem and in Judea and Samaria, recognize that 
providence has been kind to them? That the establishment of the State of 
Israel may have saved them the suffering of their Arab brethren in 
neighboring Arab countries? 
 The rhetoric of Palestinian leaders like Abbas in Ramallah and Ismail 
Haniyeh in Gaza might lead you to believe that nothing can be worse than 
Israeli “occupation,” but it’s not likely that all Palestinians believe that. 
Maybe some even consider the establishment of the State of Israel a 
blessing in disguise.   (Haaretz Aug 14) 
 

 
Europe could Learn a lot from Israel         By Judith Bergman 
 If there is one thing at which Jews have traditionally excelled, it is 
adapting. Throughout history, Jews have managed to adapt to often 
overwhelmingly negative circumstances, while constantly maintaining and 
developing their culture. This ability to adapt occasionally gave way to an 
irresistible temptation among Jews to blend in with their surroundings and 
to stop actively practicing Judaism. 
 Nevertheless, this flexibility of mind and spirit -- coupled with a basic 
willingness to endure and to work hard to improve -- is one of the many 
factors behind the deeply innovative character and resilience of Israeli 
society. 
 A flexible society will not break when subjected to pressure, even 
overwhelming pressure. Whereas a society that is very rigid and set in its 
ways will often feel defeated at the onset of real trouble. This can result in 
denial of said trouble and/or in the gradual breakdown of a society. 
 Israelis possess great flexibility and an ability to react to circumstances 
on the ground without questioning what the correct procedure might be or 

what others may think of them. Take one example: Recently, a female 
passenger collapsed and lost consciousness on an Egged bus in Haifa. The 
driver was informed that an ambulance could be dispatched, but it would 
take about 20 minutes. Instead of waiting for the ambulance, the bus driver 
decided to act on his own. He closed the doors and sped off to the 
Rambam Medical Center, with all his passengers still on board. The driver 
reported to the emergency room that he was on his way with a patient and 
the hospital's resuscitation team was ready for the collapsed passenger 
when she arrived. 
 This is actually not such a rare occurrence in Israel. A friend told me 
that only a few days earlier he had been on a bus in Jerusalem when the 
same thing had happened, except the bus driver had first let off all the 
other passengers before continuing to the hospital with the ill passenger. 
 While love of one's fellow man and an admirable sense of 
responsibility for the ill passenger were the motivating factors here, they 
were not the only factors. The bus driver was able to think outside the box 
and to set the right priorities for himself. He did not care about sticking to 
the bus schedule or whether his other passengers would get annoyed -- 
instead, he quickly adapted to the situation and did the right thing. 
 The bus driver’s potentially lifesaving reaction is of course a relatively 
insignificant example in the grand scheme of things, but I mention it 
because this example represents the greater adaptability and flexibility 
displayed in Israeli society. The ability to act with little or no hesitation, 
come what may, and to do "the right thing," especially under pressure. 
 Most Western European countries are under tremendous pressure at 
this time from a number of sources, chief among them the wave of 
migrants from the Middle East and Africa and the growing terror threat. 
Europe is not used to this kind of pressure and, for many among the 
European establishment, the preferred strategy is that of denial. This 
manifests itself most clearly in attempts to classify terrorists as "mentally 
ill," lone wolves or both -- anything to avoid the obvious conclusion. 
 In other parts of Europe, societal breakdown is de facto accepted: For 
example, there are certain suburbs of Paris, France and Malmo, Sweden 
that police can scarcely enter. Clearly, these strategies are not working, but 
Europe is not able to adapt to the new reality, because it refuses to 
acknowledge the full extent of its consequences for the continent. This 
leaves Europe like a deer caught in the headlights, unable and unwilling to 
act. 
 Europe could learn a lot from Israel, but instead, it is too busy 
vilifying and boycotting the Jewish state.    (Israel Hayom Aug 16) 
 

 
World Vision: Show us your Books       By Dexter Van Zile 
 When Mohammed Halabi appeared in court to face charges this 
month, his employer, World Vision, a multi-billion dollar Christian 
charity, was confronted with a public relations disaster. Its high-ranking 
employee stood accused of stealing tens of millions of dollars' worth of 
goods and services intended for children in the Gaza Strip and giving them 
to Hamas, a terror organization that explicitly seeks Israel's destruction. 
Halabi was also accused of scouting exit locations for Hamas terror 
tunnels in Israel. 
 Israeli law enforcement officials were careful not to implicate World 
Vision in Halabi's alleged crimes, but the fact that he reportedly did these 
things while on the charity's payroll raises troubling questions about how 
well the organization manages its operations in the Gaza Strip. 
 Halabi's defense attorney denied the charges, saying that Hamas had 
stolen World Vision goods under the threat of violence. But these alleged 
thefts did not show up in World Vision's annual "accountability reports" 
that it posts on the internet. 
 It took a while for World Vision to issue a response to the allegations, 
but eventually it declared that the notion Halabi had diverted tens of 
millions of dollars from the group's operations in the Gaza Strip over the 
course of a decade was unreasonable because there just wasn't enough 
money in the organization's coffers in Gaza for Halabi to be able to steal 
that much money. 
 "World Vision's cumulative operating budget in Gaza for the past 10 
years was approximately $22.5 million, which makes the alleged amount 
of $50 million being diverted hard to reconcile," the organization stated. 
 This defense does not dispute that diversion took place, but merely 
indicates that it didn't take place on the scale that Israeli prosecutors say it 
did. Maybe the Israeli figures are too high, but it's hard to know whether 
World Vision's figures are reliable since the charity's financial statements 
are about as clear as mud. 
 World Vision's reports on the operation of its Jerusalem office, which 
serves the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, indicate that between 2007 and 
2015 it spent at least $70 million and probably more helping the 
Palestinians. How much of this sum was spent in Gaza is unreported, but 
given that this territory was the scene of numerous wars, World Vision's 



figure of $22.5 million seems a bit low, especially in light of the 
organization's regular boasts about how much it has been able to improve 
the lives of the children it helps. 
 To re-establish its credibility, World Vision must open up its books for 
inspection, not just to outside auditors, but to its donors and supporters 
throughout the world. Telling us that the books have been audited is not 
good enough -- Bernie Madoff said the same thing. It is time for World 
Vision to show us the books. 
 The organization is also going to have to reset its moral compass when 
dealing with Hamas. Over the course of the past few decades, key World 
Vision staffers have whitewashed Hamas' crimes against children in the 
Gaza Strip, while demonizing Israel. Tom Getman, who worked for World 
Vision for 25 years, first in Jerusalem and then in Washington, was one of 
the worst offenders. During the Second Intifada, Getman wrote, "It is being 
suggested by several journalists that a purposed ethnic cleansing is the last 
gasping effort of a dying Zionist vision in order to sign a death warrant to a 
parallel viable Palestinian state." What Getman failed to acknowledge is 
that it is Palestinian leaders, Hamas especially, that deny Israel's legitimacy, 
not the other way around. 
 Another example of World Vision's moral obtuseness came in 2009, 
when the organization's office in Jerusalem issued a report about fighting 
between Hamas and Israel that among other things called on Israel to relax 
its blockade of the Gaza Strip, but made no demands on Hamas whatsoever. 
Asking Hamas to stop firing rockets at civilians in Israel would seem to be 
a reasonable demand for a child advocacy and welfare organization, but 
World Vision said nothing. 
 World Vision needs to get its house in order, and fast.  
(Israel Hayom Aug 15) 
 

 
Has the Anti-Defamation League Lost the Plot?        By Isi Leibler 

I rubbed my eyes with incredulity when I read bizarre statements 
emanating from Jonathan Greenblatt the CEO of the Anti-Defamation 
League (ADL), one of the most powerful American Jewish organizations 
whose principal mandate is to combat anti-Semitism. 
 A few months ago I was drawn into a heated dispute with Greenblatt 
after criticizing a kumbaya address he delivered to J Street students which 
included implicit criticisms of Israeli government policy and a failure to 
urge J Street to cease demonizing Israel and canvassing the US government 
to intensify pressure against the Jewish state.  Instead, he should have 
encouraged them to engage in the battle against the mushrooming anti-
Semitism proliferating the campus. Greenblatt responded that he was 
“impressed” with these students and felt that they were “the future Jewish 
leaders of our community”. 
 But more recently, Greenblatt appears to have entirely lost the plot and 
behaving as though he remained employed by the Obama administration. 
He was entirely out of line in his condemnation of the Republican platform 
as “anti-Zionist” for omitting reference to a two state solution. One can 
disagree about a two state policy. But for an American Jewish organization 
which must remain bipartisan and should be concentrating on anti-
Semitism, to issue such a statement breaches all conventions. It is totally 
beyond the ADL’s mandate to involve itself in such partisan political 
issues. 
 Greenblatt is clearly obsessed with the subject of being “open minded” 
and tolerant of anti-Israeli groups. He made the extraordinary statement 
that, whilst disagreeing with Boycott Divestment and Sanctions (BDS) 
groups which promote anti-Semitism, he considers that they are “animated 
by a desire for justice” and we should “acknowledge the earnestness of their 
motives”. One is tempted to remind him that Islamic fundamentalists are 
also sincere in their beliefs and equally animated by their perverted concept 
of justice. 
 But the final straw is Greenblatt’s deepening association with the 
“Black Lives Matter” (BLM) movement. 
 Jews have a long and proud tradition of direct engagement in the civil 
rights campaign, in the course of which some even sacrificed their lives, 
making it all the more regrettable that since 1967, many African American 
groups have been in the forefront of campaigns against Israel. 
 The ADL mandate is to combat all forms of racial discrimination and 
endorsing legitimate civil rights groups is commendable. 
 However, the recent manifesto released by Black Lives Matter has clear 
anti-Semitic overtones. This should not come as a surprise to anyone.  Last 
year, BLM endorsed a “Black Solidarity Statement with Palestine” which 
demonized Israel, accusing it of “ethnic cleansing”, “genocide”, apartheid 
etc. and called on all Black institutions to engage in BDS. Black Lives 
Matter are engaged in anti-Israeli demonstrations, teach-ins and other 
activities, even including visits to Israel to protest the “ethnic cleansing” 
and “occupation”. It likened New York police behavior with alleged Israeli 
brutality against Palestinians and in Atlanta BLM accused Israeli counter 

terrorist training of American police forces as being responsible for the 
shootings of black Americans. 
 Yet despite pleas and warnings, Greenblatt continues to associate the 
ADL and by implication the Jewish community with the “Black Lives 
Matter” movement. Incredibly, in his J Street address he stated that 
“making sure that ‘Black Lives Matter’… are the struggles of our time”. 
 The ADL did criticize BLM’s accusations of genocide and apartheid 
and its promotion of BDS against Israel. But Greenblatt downplayed and 
marginalized the anti-Semitic elements to the initiatives “of a small 
minority of leaders” within the organization and stating that “Israel is far 
from a principal focal point in the more than 40,000 word document”. 
 Whilst contending that the ADL did not “endorse” or have a formal 
relationship with the BLM, Greenblatt refused to break with them. Thus, 
as of now, he insists that the ADL continue to endorse and promote Black 
Lives Matter domestic educational material in its curriculum resources and 
family discussion guides in schools and elsewhere because its concerns 
“are critical civil rights issues that merit attention”. To the best of my 
knowledge, Greenblatt also failed to publicly condemn the vicious lies and 
anti-Israeli statements made by the BLM group which visited Israel last 
month. 
 For any mainstream Jewish organization to continue providing 
legitimacy to a purported civil rights body which includes BDS and anti-
Semitism in its policies on the grounds that only “a small minority of 
leaders” are responsible is unconscionable. For an organization like the 
ADL whose principal mandate is to combat anti-Semitism, it is sheer 
lunacy. 
 Furthermore, when Congressman Hank Johnson, a black Democrat 
notorious for his hostility towards Israel, referred to Jews living in Judea 
and Samaria as “termites” – a foul anti-Semitic expression – Greenblatt, 
who was willing to condemn the Republicans for not relating to a two 
state policy, saw fit to merely tweet “This is an offensive and unhelpful 
characterization. Demonization, dehumanization of settlers doesn’t 
advance peace”. Such a timid response to this outrageous expression from 
American Jewry’s purported premier body designated to combat anti-
Semitism, is incomprehensible. 
 This is taking place at a time when anti-Semitism and demonization of 
Israel in American campuses, under the guise of human rights, has 
mushroomed with some campuses being described as cesspools of anti-
Semitism. That is the principal issue on which the ADL (and other major 
Jewish organizations) should now be concentrating. 
 It is also disconcerting that, aside from the Zionist Organization of 
America (ZOA), Jewish organizations have shrouded themselves in a 
curtain of silence and failed to dissociate themselves from this craven 
ADL approach. 
 Incredibly Greenblatt actually directed his ire at the ZOA rather than 
the anti-Semites. He proclaimed to the Jewish Telegraphic Agency “We 
are a civil rights organization. The ZOA is not. We are an organization 
focused on combating anti-Semitism and bigotry. The ZOA are not.” The 
ADL even castigated a Jewish newspaper for having the effrontery to 
publish ZOA chief Mort Klein’s justified criticism of ADL for failing to 
sever its links with BLM, claiming that such remarks amounted to “hate 
speech”. In other words, the ADL had the chutzpa to declare that the ZOA 
(which has played a major role in combating the demonization of Israel 
and anti-Semitism) has no right to express its dissent or criticism of the 
ADL. 
 This is a fundamentally serious issue for American Jewish leadership. 
If mainstream Jewish organizations remain silent and fail to criticize the 
ADL’s reprehensible behavior they will be ushering in a new era in which 
American Jewry’s hard fought achievements and status in society will be 
severely undermined. 
 If the CEO of the ADL continues engaging in such partisan politics 
and refuses to prioritize his organization’s principal resources towards 
fighting anti-Semitism, he should step down. Otherwise the $50 million 
plus ADL budget is likely to be dramatically reduced when supporters and 
donors recognize that the organization purporting to  combating anti-
Semitism is primarily focusing its efforts on seeking liberal acceptance by 
pursuing progressive agendas, denouncing conservatives, combating 
Islamophobia and becoming engaged in universal issues and social justice 
at the expense of its core mandate. These issues are handled by human 
rights bodies which individual Jews can support as they deem appropriate. 
 The ADL central mandate must be to combat anti-Semitism which is 
today largely manifested in the demonization and delegitimization of 
Israel. If they elect to abandon this objective, they do not warrant Jewish 
communal support.    (Jerusalem Post Aug 17) 
 

 
  


