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Commentary… 

 
Expressing Immense Gratitude to President Shimon Peres z"l 
By Rav Shlomo Aviner 
 We are joyous that we have a State, that we have a President and that 
we are not enslaved by the non-Jews.  Our former President, Shimon Peres 
z"l, was not the Mashiach, and did not pretend to be the Mashiach, but we 
are extremely grateful that we have a State and that he served as our 
President. 

In the face of criticism regarding his conduct in various areas - and who 
is the person on Earth who is free from criticism? - we must remember the 
important, essential things which he accomplished.  One of the greatest 
merits of Shimon Peres z"l, of which many are unaware due to censorship, 
is the nuclear strength of the State of Israel. 

If we search the internet in Hebrew, we will not find a word about this.  
But if we search in other languages, we find that the State of Israel has 
hundreds of Jericho 2 missiles with nuclear warheads with a range of 700 
kilometers, and hundreds of Jericho 3 missles with a range of 11,500 
kilometers.  This information is not censored when it is written in a foreign 
language. 

Before the Six-Day War, we armed missiles with nuclear warheads.  
And during the Yom Kippur War, when our ammunition was depleted, we 
again armed the missiles.  These were truly weapons of Judgement Day in 
its simplest meaning.  Baruch Hashem, we did not need to use them, but 
they served as a serious deterent.  Until this very day, our enemies are 
deterred by them.  And all of this strength is in the merit of Shimon Peres.  
Because he was a socialist, he had connections with his socialist comrades 
in France, and little-by-little, both officially and 
unofficially, he facilitated our acquisition of nuclear 
weapons.  Peres z"l did all of this modestly and 
humbly.  We are therefore obligated to express 
immense gratitude to our former President. 

One can certainly take issue with his policies 
and other conducts, which I will not detail. Such criticism is legitimate, and 
has its place.  But it is forbidden to confuse the essential with matters of 
secondary importance.  We therefore express our gratitude to President 
Peres. 

"Who is the man who desires life, who loves days to see goodness?  
Guard your tongue from evil and your lips from speaking deceitfully" 
(Tehillim 34:13-14).  I do not know if the former President was particular 
about every Halachah in the book "Chafetz Chaim", but it is clear to me 
that he respected every person and guarded his tongue. 
 We owe this man a great deal, and we bless him: May his soul be bound 
up with the bonds of the living.    (RavAviner.com Sep 28) 
 

 
The World Loved Him, Why?     By Ben Packer 

With the death of Shimon Peres, folks are coming out from from 
around the world to offer their heartfelt condolences. My question is: 
WHY?!!  What is it about Shimon Peres that the whole world adored? 
Including the greatest lover of Israel of them all: Barack Obama!  
 In Israel it makes sense; the stridently leftist media, academia, labor, 
government cartel has enormous power, and to question Shimon Peres' 
"greatness" is to be a total pariah from proper Israeli society, on all levels. 
Sadly this heavily affects the Religious Zionist community as well. The 
Haredi Community is the only one immune from it, aside from Hareidi 
Knesset members, who are in essence the designated liars of the community 
to the secular world. They too must play along.  
 But why does the world love Shimon Peres so much and why are they 
so saddened by his death? The same countries that are constantly 
condemning Israel at the UN. The same countries and leaders that quietly 
and not so quietly question Israel's very right to exist in our ancestral 
homeland.  Those that are looking for any and every opportunity to weaken 

the Jewish Presence.  
 Of course nobody 
wants to discuss this 
today. Everyone loves the attention 
that Israel is getting from around the 
world. Well its time to grow up. This 
is not a teenager's birthday celebration 
to see who will show up and how 
popular we are. This is life and death.  

 The hard cold truth: The world loved Shimon Peres because they 
thought he was the best chance they had at getting rid of/weakening the 
Jewish Presence in Israel. And they are truly sad because that hope just 
died.  
 Shana Tova.    (IsraelNationalNews.com Sep 28) 
 

 
Shimon Peres: A Life for Israel     By Jonathan S. Tobin  

The death of Shimon Peres yesterday at the age of 93 is a moment to 
take stock not only of one of the most remarkable Jewish figures of the 
last hundred years but of the history of the state of Israel, which he served 
for his entire adult life. As a longtime aide to Israel’s first prime minister, 
David Ben Gurion, who then went on to serve in just about every 
significant position of authority in the state, Peres’s story is very much 
that of his nation. And it is in that context, rather than solely through the 
prism of some of the policy choices he advocated, that his enormous 
contributions to Israel must be judged. 
 As one of Ben Gurion’s “boys,” it was Peres more than any other 
person, in his capacity as the director general of the Defense Ministry, 
who helped build Israel’s security infrastructure and its defense industry. 
His diplomacy was key to the alliance Israel struck with France in this 
period. That not only led to the Suez Campaign of 1956 (a great success 
for Israel even if it was a disaster for Britain and France), Israel’s 
acquisition of its first generation of sophisticated weaponry, and the birth 
of its nuclear program. He went on to follow his boss out of government 
and into opposition but he resurfaced as a leader of the Labor Party and 
served in a variety of posts, including minister of defense and two stints as 

prime minister despite never winning a national 
election in his own right. 
 But it is not for his role as the organizer of 
Israel’s defense in an era when its security hung by a 
thread that he is best remembered. Rather, his 
political legacy rests more on his actions as foreign 

minister, when he served in the government of his longtime bitter rival 
Yitzhak Rabin in the early 1990s. Peres was the driving force behind the 
decision to reach out to the Palestine Liberation Organization and to try 
and end the conflict with the Arabs that had begun long before Israel’s 
founding. Though he shared a Nobel Peace Prize with Rabin and the 
PLO’s Yasir Arafat, he was the one who not only pushed hardest for the 
agreement that would be known as the Oslo Peace Accords but was also 
the one who actually believed in what they were doing. 
 Peres liked to describe himself as more of a philosopher than a 
politician. This label explained his devotion to the idea that a land-for-
peace deal could end decades of warfare in the face of facts that persuaded 
more sober figures it was bound to fail. His goal was not so much a 
security agreement as the creation what he hopefully described as a “New 
Middle East”—the title of the book he wrote about his objectives 
published in the midst of the post-Oslo euphoria in 1994—in which the 
dangerous neighborhood in which the Jewish state dwelled would be 
transformed into a Benelux on the Mediterranean. 
 The problem was that his negotiating partner, Arafat, did not share his 
noble goals. The veteran terrorist used the Palestinian Authority Oslo 
created to set in motion the two decades of bloodshed and conflict that 
followed Peres’s moment of glory on the White House Lawn in September 
1993. Peres’s belief in the necessity of peace largely blinded him to the 
risks he was taking. When asked about this, as I did once, he likened the 
fears about Oslo to an airline passenger looking at the fine print on his 
ticket that warned about the possibility of a crash. He believed the people 
of Israel should trust their pilot and not be distracted by unreasonable 
worries. But unfortunately, faith in Arafat’s good intentions was rewarded 
with renewed terror offensives, not the peace for which he and the people 
of Israel dreamed. The Jewish state ultimately paid a heavy price in blood 
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for the crash he had engineered. 
 That terrible miscalculation might have defined Peres and, for many of 
his old political foes on the right, it still does. But the curious thing about 
Peres was that he was able to transcend his mid-career disasters just as he 
had his earlier work as one of the nation’s most hawkish ministers. After 
decades during which he was branded as the nation’s preeminent political 
trickster (a label placed on him by Rabin rather than his Likud foes) and a 
perennial political loser (he led the Labor Party to defeat four times as well 
as one tie during a period that stretched from 1977 to 1996), he eventually 
became its most beloved elder statesman. 
 How did that happen? 
 Part of it is the result of his sheer longevity. By the turn of the 21st 
century, Peres was one of the last of the founding generation of Israeli 
leaders to still take an active part in the country’s affairs. A lifetime of 
public service, even if some of it was unsuccessful, brings with it a certain 
authority. Eventually, the controversies, no matter how bitter, become less 
important than the fact this was a man whose biography was inseparable 
from the most important mileposts of his nation’s history. 
 Many Israelis also came to see that his unsavory political reputation 
wasn’t entirely deserved. A witty, garrulous, urbane and cultured man (he 
was a delight to interview) who had been born in Poland, Peres was the 
opposite of the blunt to the point of rudeness stereotypical sabra—native-
born Israeli—Rabin had epitomized. The assumption that the latter must be 
the one who was always more truthful had more to do with cultural bias 
than anything else. 
 Perhaps also many Israelis, including some who were not part of his 
natural constituency on the left, eventually came to understand that 
although Oslo was a disaster, his advocacy for it was completely sincere. 
They may have viewed his “New Middle East” dreams as dangerous 
fantasies, but they credited him as a philosopher with high ideals that stood 
for something that might have been true in a better world with less 
barbarous foes. 
 One needn’t have applauded all of his ideas to understand that few 
people have served a democratic nation as long and as faithfully as Shimon 
Peres served Israel. He and the other giants who helped the Jewish state 
survive and thrive—a group that includes Ben Gurion, Menachem Begin, 
Moshe Dayan, Rabin, Ariel Sharon, and Yitzhak Shamir—worked miracles. 
Modern Israel would not have been possible without him. May his memory 
be for a blessing.     (CommentaryMagazine.com Sep 28) 
 

 
Peres and Strengthening the Settlements       By Pinchas Wallerstein 
 With the passing of Shimon Peres, I feel the need to reminisce about 
him, specifically in relation to the settlement enterprise in Judea and 
Samaria (without, of course, minimizing the extremely harmful role he 
played in advancing the "Oslo Accords"), as someone who had the privilege 
of helping to found the community of Ofra. 
 I will always remember that Ofra was established as a Defense Ministry 
"labor base." We received that title because a small group of us, led by the 
late Hanan Porat, called the construction contractor who at that time was 
building the army base on Mount Hazor, and pressured him to subcontract 
the base's fencing. As it was, every day for six months, the "labor platoon" 
would make the drive from Jerusalem to Mount Hazor. During that time, 
we would gaze longingly at an abandoned Jordanian army base (today 
Ofra) as a good place to establish a community. On April 20, 1975, we 
decided that upon finishing the fencing job, instead of returning to 
Jerusalem, we would simply stay in Ofra. 
 During that entire time, of course, then-Defense Minister Shimon Peres' 
office and Gush Emunim representatives were in contact. Indeed, that night 
the army received the order not to evict us. It is hard today to appreciate the 
immense significance of that decision. Before Ofra was founded, there was 
no Jewish civilian presence between Afula and Jerusalem. 
 Then, half a year later in Sebastia, Peres struck a deal between Gush 
Emunim and the Israeli government, which allowed 30 families to settle 
and establish Kedumim. There are those who say Peres made the deal to 
undermine then-Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin, but I believe this is not the 
case. It is true, meanwhile, that as a young community leader I requested a 
meeting with Rabin in the hope that he would recognize us as a legal 
settlement, but his bureau chief, Eli Mizrahi, told me: "You are Peres' baby; 
there is nothing for you to find here." 
 To understand the spirit of the times, we must remember that prominent 
members of the Ma'arach party (later the Labor party) were also members 
of the Movement for Greater Israel. And to a certain degree, in those years 
Peres was farther to the right than Rabin. From the outset, he came to visit 
and planted trees, and Defense Ministry officials even ordered ladders for 
the Kfir fighter jets from Ofra's welding workshop, to provide employment 
for the people living there. Moreover, when Peres turned 80, at his behest a 
BBC crew came to Ofra to document his part in the community's 

foundation. 
I remember another event I took part in when Peres demonstrated 

national responsibility. Immediately following the Oslo agreement, when 
Ramallah fell under Area A of the Palestinian Authority, the road to the 
school in Beit El was blocked off to the children from the community of 
Dolev. I was forced to order the construction of a new road to bypass 
Ramallah to facilitate civilian and student traffic between Beit El and 
Dolev. When the army found out, the order was given to block the road 
and not to allow the schoolchildren to pass. I decided to fast at the site 
until the permit to open the road for traffic was issued. 
 This was after Rabin's murder, when Peres was acting prime minister 
ahead of elections. The atmosphere in the media and society was hostile 
toward settlers, who were seen as complicit in Rabin's murder. On the 
third day of my fast, it was agreed with GOC Central Command that the 
problem would be presented to Peres and his decision would be accepted. 
To my great joy, he examined the matter professionally and objectively, 
and ordered the army to open that road to civilian traffic. 
 May his memory be a blessing.    (Israel Hayom Sep 29) 
The writer is a former head of the Yesha Council. 
 

 
Between Obvious and Oblivious      By Smadar Bat Adam 
 Imagine if U.S. President Barack Obama, in his last speech before the 
U.N. General Assembly last week, would have opened by saying: "Eight 
years ago, when I was sworn in to office, I didn’t know much about the 
conflict in the Middle East or its origins. With the naivete of a novice, but 
with a great deal of desire to do good things for the world, I saw conflicts 
across the globe in black and white. I was sure that anywhere occupation 
existed, the job of the most powerful Western democracy was to draw the 
push the occupier back and liberate the occupied." 
 Imagine that he would have finished by declaring: "Ladies and 
gentlemen, I was wrong. I didn't believe in the existence of an occupied 
people who don't yearn for peace. I couldn't accept that there were people 
for whom destroying the occupier was more important than independence. 
After all, it goes against logic that the occupier isn't the aggressor, but is 
the one defending himself." 
 Now imagine that he would have added, "Today, when the entire 
world is under the threat of Islamist jihad, I understand. Israel is not the 
problem. Israel is the symptom. And the settlements are not the obstacle to 
peace; rather the obstacle is the refusal of the Palestinians, particularly of 
their leadership, to recognize the fact that Israel is the land and national 
home of the Jewish people. And the terror which Israel suffers is the same 
terror determined to kill anyone who doesn't share its beliefs, which is 
why we should all stand by the State of Israel." 
 Picture Obama expressing, even in milder terms, what many 
Europeans are already saying openly: "Obviously most Muslims are not 
involved in terrorism, but all terrorists are Muslim." And think what a 
commotion that would have caused at the United Nations; and how those 
words could have disarmed U.N. Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon, who 
always has an accusatory finger ready to point at Israel. 
 In reality, however, what we heard were the familiar refrains: "Surely, 
Israelis and Palestinians would be better off if Palestinians reject 
incitement and recognize the legitimacy of Israel, but Israel recognizes 
that it cannot permanently occupy and settle Palestinian land." 
 There is something of a start here. How joyous, indeed. Regardless, 
let's just say it would be nice if the Palestinians would "reject incitement" -
- just as long as no one, heaven forbid, accuses them of doing the inciting. 
As for the Israelis, their guilt is clear. They are the occupier. Those who 
didn't get it from the speech got it from Obama's comments to Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, albeit in a softened tone, during their much 
publicized meeting: "The U.S. is concerned about the settlements." 
 It's possible that Obama did not have the time (or the inclination) to 
learn what most people in the American intelligence community already 
know, that there is a clear link between Palestinian terrorism and global 
Islamic terrorism. And it's quite possible, for various reasons, that this is 
the legacy he wishes to leave behind. It is also important, of course, to 
remember that his administration did give Israel a military aid package 
unprecedented in scope. He has emphasized the unbreakable bond 
between the countries and the deep concern for the wellbeing of Israel. 
 Meanwhile, perhaps we should stop focusing on the outgoing 
president's swan song and instead help his successor understand this 
administration's fundamental error: rejecting the premise that terrorism 
against Israel is part of fundamentalist Islam's war of civilizations against 
the West. Let us hope that in a year's time this will all be obvious, and we 
won't have to imagine anymore. As Herzl would say: If you will it ... 
(Israel Hayom Sep 25) 
 

 



Know the History       By Yechiel Shabi 
 On May 15, 1948, the Arab armies invaded Israel with the goal of 
destroying the young Zionist entity, only a day old at the time. On this day 
each year, the entire Arab world marks the Palestinian Nakba (catastrophe), 
when some 700,000 Arabs left their homes. 
 Among the uprooted was a boy, Mahmoud Darwish, who would 
become the Palestinian national poet. His family fled to Lebanon, and when 
the fighting stopped, they returned to Israel. Like many other families, they 
found their home in the village of al-Birwa destroyed. Kibbutz Yasur had 
been built on one part of the village's land, and the town of Ahihod on the 
other. With great sorrow, the family settled in Kafr Yasif. Darwish 
developed strong feelings against the Jewish controlling majority, and he 
managed to turn his difficult emotions into written words. 
 Darwish wrote the poem "Identity Card" in 1964. The poem addresses a 
representative of the Israeli military administration, who represents for him 
the controlling Jewish-Israeli majority. And Darwish directs at him his 
rageful words, which represent the Arab minority under Jewish rule. 
Among other things, he wrote, "You have stolen the orchards of my 
ancestors/ And the land which I cultivated/ Along with my children/ And 
you left nothing for us/ Except for these rocks/ ... / But if I become hungry/ 
The usurper's flesh will be my food/ Beware... / Beware.../ Of my hunger/ 
And my anger!" 
 On Independence Day and on Nakba Day, tens of thousands of Arabs 
make pilgrimages to once-abandoned villages -- which are now, in part, 
Jewish towns, neighborhoods, industrial complexes, and agricultural fields -
- and demand to return, waving Palestinian flags and reciting Darwish's 
poem. Waving the Palestinian flag turns the civic demand to return to their 
descendants' land into a national demand. 
The protesters call for the dispossession of the current Jewish residents 
from their homes, just because they are Jews who have settled on land that 
once housed Arabs. By the way, these towns were once settled by 
Crusaders, by Jews and by Canaanites before them. 
 Similarly, the Arabs of Lod, Ramla, Haifa, Acre and Jaffa -- the five 
mixed Jewish-Arab cities -- declare that they are the original residents of 
these places, and that the Jewish residents are invaders, Colonialists. If a 
survey were conducted in these cities, the fabrication would be revealed: 
Most of the Arab residents of the mixed cities abandoned them during the 
War of Independence. Some were displaced from the surrounding 
communities and settled alongside the few who had clung to their homes. 
And if you ask about their surnames, you will learn about their origin: 
Halabi and Hamwi from Syria, Masri and Masarwa from Egypt, Yamani 
from India and Mughrabi from Morocco. They immigrated here during the 
19th century, a mere few years before the first Zionist immigrants arrived. 
Many of them arrived in the British Mandate period, settling in the 
country's villages and cities. 

But they will tell you they are locals, they and their ancestors, that they 
are the native people of the land, and therefore the Jews that have come 
here are a bunch of intruders. 
 The U.N. partition plan in 1947 was the lesser evil for the Jewish 
people who sought a national homeland. Only a strong stand for the right of 
Israel to exist as a Jewish state will prevent the return to partition borders. It 
is the State of Israel's duty to afford religious and civil rights to the Arab 
minority, which includes those who were uprooted. On the other hand, 
complying to national and settlement demands will destroy the homeland 
and annex territory to a future Palestinian state, a state that will spread this 
way over the majority of Israel's historical territory. 
 It is our duty to recognize the history of the Arab settlement in Israel so 
that we will know how to deal wisely with the well-oiled propaganda 
machine that they use to buy themselves exclusive indigenous rights. It is 
up to us to advance the Arab minority, to improve their living conditions, to 
work toward true integration and full equal rights and duties, and even to 
work to establish science and technology centers and modern 
neighborhoods in Arab cities and towns. But it is also up to us to make it 
unequivocally clear that returning to the pre-May 15, 1948 days will never 
happen.   (Israel Hayom Sep 25) 
The writer is an expert in Middle Eastern studies. 
 

 
The Culture Minister is Right         By Haim Shine 
 As soon as the State of Israel was established, so too were its 
monopolies, in health, the economy, industry, law, higher education, and 
many other fields. These monopolies were held exclusively by the Left and 
enabled its long-held grasp on the leadership. 
 Over many years, Israeli citizens were freed from the hold of the 
monopolies and they began to breathe the air of freedom, as is accepted in 
enlightened democracies. 
 The last monopoly standing is that of the cultural world. It is a small 
group, militant and loud, that has not released its grip on this sphere in 

decades. It is a group whose members distribute prizes and tell themselves 
that they are the sole owners of creative talent and cultural expression. 
 These members of the cultural community, wizards of words, write 
about Palestinian forest rangers whose land has been stolen, are jealous of 
Judas Iscariot, sanctify the righteousness of the enemy and boycott the one 
who loves them. 
 Culture Minister Miri Regev took upon herself an unparalleled 
mission: to correct the decades-long distortion and to support cultural 
creation that has Jewish and Zionist characteristics as well. 
 Taxpayers should not have to fund Palestinian national poet Mahmoud 
Darwish's cannibalistic, suicidal and fiery poetry or the dissemination of 
claims that serve European anti-Semites under the guise of "creative 
freedom." Those who want to create a subculture of hatred of Israel can 
always get their support from countries in Europe and in the Middle East 
who have an interest in such creation. 
 Regev did well to stop us from making peace with the humiliation of 
the country's honor at the Ophir Awards ceremony. 
 When the culture minister needs a security detail to protect her from 
members of the so-called cultural community, then that is not culture, but 
a dangerous subculture. Their violent ways will not help them; the citizens 
of Israel fully understand that the struggle is not over culture -- but over 
the perpetuation of a monopolistic guild.     (Israel Hayom Sep 25) 
 

 
Covering up Jewishness with Duct Tape       By Lauren Feibelman  

This summer, I was zipping up my suitcase, ready to leave for an 
adventure in Italy. I had expertly packed the one allotted checked bag and 
was excitedly putting together my carry-on backpack. Suddenly, I heard 
my husband call out from the other room, “Don’t forget to cover up the 
Jewish star on your backpack with duct tape.” I was shocked at his words. 
 I was given the backpack by an Israel education fellowship that had its 
logo in Hebrew next to a Star of David. My gut reaction was utter 
indignation. How dare my husband think that I would simply conceal my 
Jewish identity? I am not ashamed of who I am; I refuse to hide my 
religion or my love for Israel. His response? “Sometimes we need to hide 
who we are, to be safe.” 

As someone who works for StandWithUs, an International Israel 
education organization, I support college students across North America 
with training, inspirational programming as well as resources to fight the 
pernicious boycott movement on campus and communities against Israel. 
This means that confronting anti-Israel students or people who simply hate 
me for who I am is not new for me.  

Over the years, because I am open about my support for Israel, I have 
been called a “Zionist Pig,” “Terrorist,” “Murderer,” “Nazi” and many 
more outrageous and offensive names that I don’t care to repeat. I have 
been followed to my car by a horde of students shouting vile words that no 
one should have to hear. After facing down these anti-Israel students, in 
my mind, I was made of steel. I believed that hateful words and actions 
simply bounced right off me. I simply couldn’t reconcile that with the idea 
that suddenly I might need to hide who I am to protect myself because we 
were traveling abroad. 
 After a lengthy back and forth, I finally conceded. I reluctantly used 
duct tape to cover up the Jewish star on my backpack, to cover up who I 
am, even though I knew that something was terribly wrong with this. I 
shouldn’t have to cover up my backpack. I shouldn’t have to be a proud 
Jew only when it’s safe. 
 I shouldn’t have to worry that when I travel abroad, I may be targeted 
due to my religion and ethnicity. I shouldn’t have to consider any of these 
things... but suddenly I do. 
 In Italy, I noticed more “duct tape,” more things that were shielded for 
safety. I noted the complete lack of security in the half-dozen churches we 
walked into; there were no guards or if there were they hardly gave us a 
second glance. In contrast, we were stopped at every synagogue, each with 
an overabundance of safety measures. At a place that should feel like 
home, that should give me a sense of security, guards checked our bags 
and we were questioned. 
 At this moment, I realized that I truly felt nervous, more than ever 
when facing antisemitic hatred in America. I began to worry. “What if 
someone saw us leaving the synagogue?” “Did anyone overhear our 
conversation?” “Could we be in danger?” Back in the US, I understood 
that sadly, the world has not evolved as much as we wish. As an 
American-Jew, I live in country where I don’t fear being who I am, even 
when face-to-face with bigotry and hatred. 
 I came to terms with the grim reality Jews living abroad currently 
face. This was a wakeup call for me and hopefully, for others. We must 
pay close attention to what is occurring around us or history will repeat 
itself. When we hear of terrorist attacks in Europe it should be shocking, 
not just another blurb in the newspaper. When we see synagogues and 



Jewish markets attacked and large groups of Jews fleeing from cities such 
as Paris due to fear of persecution and antisemitism, we should worry. 
 We Jews who live in a place where we can share our thoughts and 
opinions freely need to stand up and take notice of those who can’t, before 
it’s too late. We need to educate ourselves on the facts, and then take 
action. If one overhears an anti-Israel conversation or reads a biased article 
in the newspaper, we must not merely shake our heads and do nothing. 
 More of us need to be engaged. 
 I have learned to have the tough conversations, and am teaching that to 
my students. We cannot put our heads in the sand and hope things get 
better. We have to call out antisemitism, we must demand that hatred and 
terrorism in all forms are equally denounced and we need to voice concerns 
whenever possible. 
 We need to build connections with a diverse group of people who care 
about justice and are willing to fight against intolerance. 
 I am heartbroken for all those who are living their Jewish lives in fear 
and under cover, only 70 years after the Holocaust. I never again want to 
feel afraid to be who I am, or to cover up my Jewishness with duct tape. 
 Nobody should be – but they are.    (Jerusalem Post Sep 27) 
The author is associate director of campus affairs for StandWithUs. 
 

 
Ending the Palestinian Exception         By Caroline B. Glick  

Ahead of Monday night’s first presidential debate, Rudolph Giuliani – 
former New York mayor and Republican nominee Donald Trump’s current 
adviser – spoke at the Israeli American Council’s annual conference. Four 
days of intense debate preparation with Trump preceded the talk. Giuliani 
insisted the time has come for the US to “reject the whole notion of a two-
state solution in Israel.” 
 It can only be hoped that regardless of who prevails in November, 
Giuliani’s statement will become the official position of the next US 
administration. 

In his speech before the UN General Assembly last week PLO and 
Fatah chief and unelected Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas 
said many things to drive home the basic point that he is not interested in 
peace with Israel. He is interested in destroying Israel. But one particular 
demand stands out. 
 It stands out not because it is new. It isn’t new. 
 Abbas says it all the time and his advisers say it all the time. They say it 
to Palestinian and international audiences alike, and it always is met with 
support or at least sympathy. 
 Abbas demanded that Israel stop arresting Palestinian terrorists and 
release all Palestinian terrorists from its prisons. That is, he demanded that 
Israel allow thousands of convicted terrorists to walk free and refrain from 
doing anything to interfere with terrorists engaged planning and carrying 
out the murder of its citizens. 
 The overwhelming majority of Palestinians support this demand. And 
so does the US government. 
 During US Secretary of State John Kerry’s failed peace process in 
2013-14, President Barack Obama and Kerry embraced Abbas’s demand 
that Israel release 104 terrorist murderers from its prisons as a precondition 
for agreeing to negotiate with the Jewish state. 
 Bowing to US pressure, Israel released 78 terrorists from its jails in 
three tranches. Ahead of the fourth scheduled release, Abbas and his 
advisers bragged that they would cut off talks with Israel as soon as the last 
group of terrorist murderers were released. 
 That is, they admitted that the negotiations, such as they were, were 
nothing more than a means to achieve the goal of freeing murderers. 
 Rather than condemn Abbas and his colleagues for their cynical bad 
faith and repulsive immorality, the Obama administration chastised Israel 
for refusing to play along. When Israel responded to their statements by 
refusing to release the last group of 26 convicted terrorists, the 
administration accused Israel of breaching the terms of the negotiations. 
 Obama, Kerry and their advisers held Israel responsible for the talks’ 
failure. 
 It’s important to consider what Abbas’s demand for free-range terrorists 
says about him. It is important to ponder what the fact that the 
overwhelming majority of Palestinians are partners in this demand says 
about them as a society. 
 And it is worth pondering as well the strategic rationality and moral 
stature of a US government that supports this position. 
 As far as Abbas and the Palestinians are concerned, their refusal to 
view mass murderers as criminals tells us a great deal about who they are 
and what they want. The Palestinian national movement they have come to 
embody was never about a deep-seated desire for national liberation. It was 
never about building “Palestine.” 
 From the time it was created by Amin el-Husseini in 1920, Palestinian 
identity has been about the negation of the Jewish national liberation 

movement – Zionism. And since Israel achieved independence in 1948, 
the Palestinians have defined themselves by their collective dedication to 
annihilating the Jewish state – hence their support for terrorists who kill 
Jews. 
 Husseini’s heir Yasser Arafat shared his view that terrorism was a 
both strategic goal in and of itself and a means to achieve the ultimate end 
of the Palestinian movement – that is, the violent eradication of Israel. 
 As the heir to both men, Abbas, like his sometimes partners and 
sometimes rivals in Hamas, has never been interested in building anything. 
And indeed, he hasn’t. 
 Consider what is loosely referred to as the “Palestinian economy.” 
 In an article published this week by the Hebrew-language online 
journal Mida, economist Uri Redler showed that the Palestinian economy 
isn’t actually an economy. It is an extortion racket. 
 Using World Bank data, Redler showed that the Palestinian economy 
is an optical illusion. In its 22 years of existence, the PA has almost 
entirely destroyed the private sector in Judea, Samaria and Gaza. Seventy-
five percent of its tax income comes from indirect taxes that Israel collects 
for it on imports. Forty percent of its budget comes from donors. Only 
18% of it income comes from direct taxation. And most of that comes 
from deduction at source of PA employees. 
 Since Operation Protective Edge in 2014, only 15% of foreign aid 
toward the reconstruction of Gaza has been used for reconstruction 
projects. The rest of the money has been used as discretionary funds by 
Hamas. Seventy percent of the funds have come from American and EU 
taxpayers. This means that the US and the EU have been directly funding 
Hamas terrorists. 
 It is not surprising that the aid has been diverted. 
 And it is not surprising that the US and the EU have continued to 
provide money they know is being diverted by Hamas. 
 Hamas, like Fatah, has no interest in developing a Palestinian 
economy. Economic development doesn’t bring in the money. Terrorism 
does. Palestinians with economic freedom won’t be dependent on the likes 
of Abbas and his Hamas counterparts for their livelihoods. So they block 
all independent paths to prosperity. 
 Rather than build roads, the PA and Hamas pay people to kill Jews. 
The more Jews you kill, the more money you receive. 
 They can maintain this policy because the US and Europe pay them to 
do so. The more terrorism they commit, the more headlines the 
Palestinians receive. And the more headlines they receive, the more 
money they are paid by the UN and Western governments – to advance 
the cause of the “two-state solution.” 
 This then brings us to the US and Europe, and their unstinting support 
for Palestinian demands for the release of terrorists. What are they 
thinking? Earlier this month Prof. Eugene Kontorovich of Northwestern 
University Law School and the Kohelet Forum published a paper on the 
international community’s general interpretation of paragraph 49(6) of the 
Fourth Geneva Protocol from 1949. The relevant clause states that an 
“Occupying Power shall not deport or transfer parts of its own civilian 
population into the territory it occupies.” 
 As Kontorovich noted, this clause the forms the basis of the 
international community’s constant refrain that Israeli communities built 
beyond the 1949 armistice lines in Jerusalem, Judea and Samaria are 
illegal.  In other words, it forms the basis of the West’s case against Israel 
and, by extraction, for the Palestinians’. 
 Just last week during his speech before the UN General Assembly, 
Obama attacked Israel for its continued settlement activity. 
 Kontorovich investigated the same international community’s view of 
communities built by citizens of a dozen other states in lands occupied by 
their governments in armed conflicts. 
 He noted that the activities of Moroccans in the Western Sahara, of 
Turks in Northern Cyprus, of Indonesians in East Timor and of other 
nationals in multiple other territories are legally indistinguishable from 
Israel’s activities in the areas it took control over from Jordan in the 1967 
Arab-Israel war. 
 In none of these other cases, however, has the US, EU, UN or any 
other international or national authority ever invoked the Fourth Geneva 
Convention or otherwise claimed that those activities are a breach of 
international law. In other words, the legal basis for the criminalization 
and political condemnation of Israel in relation to the Palestinians is 
entirely specious and discriminatory. 

In other words, US support for the so-called two-state solution, like 
the international community’s support for it, is really just a means of 
discriminating against Israel. It does not advance the cause of peace or 
justice, for Israelis or for Palestinians. It merely empowers terrorist 
gangsters to kill Israelis and extort both the Palestinians and the 
international community. 
 So again, Giuliani is absolutely right.     (Jerusalem Post Sep 26) 


