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Commentary… 

 
Stamp out the Embers of Incitement        By Ephraim Herrera 
 The wave of arson over the last week is a new form of mass terrorism 
against the Jewish state, and its purpose, just like that of its predecessors, is 
to destroy the State of Israel. In the classic wars, Arab armies suffered 
stinging, repeated and varied defeats; bombing terrorism was subdued and 
so too were the stabbing attacks. The war of consciousness is ongoing, and 
our enemies are desperately seeking new ways to fight us. 
 The use of fires to fight the enemy began with the founder of Islam: 
Muhammad set fire to a date palm grove belonging to a Jewish tribe living 
in Medina (the Banu Nadir tribe). At the time, the act was perceived to be a 
more serious crime than murder, as dates were a very important source of 
nutrition. But Muhammad had permission from Allah, referred to in a 
Quran verse. Since then, the burning of the enemy's property has been a 
part of jihad, permitted by Islamic law; and since then, Islam's enemies 
have too been burned. 
 These topics are taught in Palestinian Authority schools and in some 
Muslim schools in Israel. Moreover, since the land of Israel has been 
conquered in the past by Islamic armies, it forever belongs to Islam, and 
every Muslim is obligated to liberate it ("with blood and fire we will 
redeem Palestine"). The model developed by the Islamic State group, 
known as "lone-wolf terrorism," completely suits the situation, and even if 
we catch those who incited to arson, we can expect that lone wolves will 
continue on in the same manner. 
 Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas offered help in putting 
out the fires and declared as much in Arabic too on the PA's official news 
website -- and he should be praised for this willingness to help. But we 
must remember that the same Abbas names streets and schools after 
murderers and funds their families. As long as jihad is taught, along with 
the hatred of Jews and their state (which does not appear on the maps in PA 
textbooks), we must see him as the chief arsonist, who in his great mercy, 
approached us after the fact to offer to help put out the fire that he lit. 
 The path to a solution must include four fundamental dimensions: first, 
uprooting the pine forests near towns and planting oak forests in their place, 
as they stand up better to fire; second, handing out severe punishments 
(fines, detention and destroying homes) to arsonists as a deterrent; third, 
massively deploying troops to guard the areas likely to catch fire when 
weather conditions allow for fires to be easily started (and there are only a 
few such days each year); and the last and most important, complete 
prohibiting the teaching of jihad in schools, whether in Israel or in PA 
territory. We wouldn't be the first: The king of Morocco and the president 
of Egypt have already outlawed this before us. Our only new angle would 
be prohibiting schools from teaching the hatred of Jews. 
 We must stamp out arson terrorism while the flames are still small. If 
any embers remain, God forbid, it will spread again and again.    
(Israel Hayom Nov 28) 
The writer is the author of "Jihad -- Fundamentals and Fundamentalism." 
 

Israel's Security and Syria's Conflict         By Shaul Shay 
 Russia's involvement in the fighting in Syria has led to a turning point 
in the civil war, cumulative success for the Syrian army, Hezbollah and Iran 
in their battle against the Syrian opposition and the impending fall of 
Aleppo. At the same time, the campaign against Islamic State on several 
fronts in Iraq and in Syria is nearing an end. It seems that the civil war in 
Syria is reaching a watershed moment when it comes to the continued 
survival of the regime of Syrian President Bashar Assad. 
 It is within this reality that the various parties are trying to shape the 
future rules of the game. 
 Under these circumstance, it seems the attempt Tuesday to transfer 
weapons from Syria to Hezbollah in Lebanon was meant to test Israel's red 
lines. This week's shooting incident in the Syrian Golan Heights should also 
be examined according to the shaping of the new rules, in this instance by 
an Islamic State affiliate in the southern edge of the Syrian Golan Heights. 

 Israel is working to 
prevent the transfer of 
weapons to Hezbollah 
pursuant to the cease-fire reached in 
the 2006 Second Lebanon War and 
U.N. Resolution 1710. In the absence 
of the ability to completely prevent 
weapons transfers to Hezbollah, Israel 
chose to focus on preventing the 
transfer of advanced weapons that 

would hinder the IDF's freedom of action or provide the organization with 
enhanced capabilities to attack targets in Israel. Since 2010, Israel relayed 
messages to the Assad regime, telling it to refrain from transferring 
advanced weapons from Syria to Hezbollah, and to remove any traces of 
doubt as to the seriousness of its intentions, Israel also stated publicly that 
it would prevent the transfer of advanced weapons to Hezbollah. 
 Airstrikes meant to prevent the transfer of foreign weapons from Syria 
to Hezbollah and attributed by foreign sources to Israel began in 2013, and 
most of them occurred on Syrian territory. Israel has systematically 
avoided addressing these allegations. Attacks attributed to Israel have 
targeted deliveries of high-quality weapons systems: long-range precision 
anti-ship Yakhont missiles, advanced anti-aircraft missiles, and mid-range 
precision Fateh-110 rockets. 
 Syria and Hezbollah have generally avoided responding to these 
attacks, even though Assad has in some cases accused Israel of being 
directly responsible and threatened retaliation. In 2014, Hezbollah did 
perpetrate an attack in the Golan Heights in response to what it claimed 
was an Israeli attack in Lebanon. In the majority of cases in which an 
attack was reported to have been carried out on Syrian territory, all sides 
have preferred to maintain room for denial that allows Israel to not relate 
directly to the attacks and Assad and Hezbollah to continue to gloss over 
them. It seems Israel believes that under the current conditions of the civil 
war in Syria, Assad and Hezbollah will continue to prefer to avoid an 
escalation, and the policy of denial seems to serve this purpose. 
 Israel should be alert to attempts to change the rules of the game and 
needs to continue its wise policy to avoid any direct involvement in the 
civil war in Syria while standing firmly by its interests. The destruction of 
the weapons convoy, assuming it was perpetrated by Israel, as foreign 
sources have reported, is a clear message that despite Russia's military 
presence and the success of Assad's coalition, Israel will work with 
determination to effectively ensure its security. This policy was 
successfully demonstrated a few days earlier to an Islamic State affiliate in 
the southern Golan Heights.    (Israel Hayom Dec 1) 
The writer is a lecturer at the Interdisciplinary Center Herzliya. 
  

 
Pay Fire Victims without Delay      By Hezi Sternlicht 
 Hundreds of homes have been reduced to rubble as result of the 
massive wildfires in Israel over the past week. Thank God, no lives were 
lost, but many had to experience the trauma of seeing their homes burned 
to the ground. 
 Israel now has to deal with an insurance headache. The cabinet 
meeting on Sunday was supposed to help pave the path forward in that 
regard. But the shape of the solution is still unclear. 
 On the one hand, there is no doubt that some of the fires were the 
result of arson; namely, they were a terrorist attack perpetrated by Arabs 
against Jews. This is hardly anything new in Israel. 
 But the causes of other fires are not so clear. The investigation is still 
ongoing, but people are still homeless and need temporary 
accommodation. I suspect the government will follow the same approach 
it does when it deals with rocket fire from Gaza. If it does so, it could 
declare fires in certain areas as terrorism but not others, or use some other 
geographical metric based on the distance from the blaze. 
 We still do not know who will be eligible for compensation from the 
state and who will not, but the government must show utmost care in this 
regard, because this is part of our ongoing struggle to defend our national 
home. The state must also show sensitivity by relaxing some of the usual 
criteria for proving eligibility, particularly in light of the footage showing 
the perpetrators at work. 
 Of course, the state shouldn't just suspend all the rules by letting 
anyone claim compensation, lest someone be tempted to take advantage 
and set their home ablaze. Wary insurance companies understandably 
want to minimize fraudulent payments, and a line must be drawn to 
protect the insurers, but it must be done so carefully. 
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 Even though Israel's security situation has always been complex, a 
disaster on this scale is not very common, and we should learn the 
necessary lessons for the future. Israel is likely to experience a major 
earthquake in the coming decades -- they usually happen once every 100 
years or so and the last one struck in 1927 --- and if the epicenter is in the 
Mediterranean Sea, it may result in a tsunami. Since most Israelis live in 
coastal areas, we must take action ahead of time. 
 The government must draw a line to help determine what constitutes 
terrorism and what does not; it must create infrastructure to deal with 
natural disasters, and above all, it must set criteria to cut as much red tape 
as possible for anyone who needs immediate help after disaster strikes.    
(Israel Hayom Nov 28) 
 

 
Will Mahmoud Abbas Pay Salaries to the Arsonists? 
By Itamar Marcus  

While Palestinian Authority leader Mahmoud Abbas was accepting 
praise for sending Palestinian firefighters to help put out fires in Israel, the 
PA Finance Ministry was busy doing the paper work to start paying salaries 
to the Palestinian arsonists who were arrested for setting many of those 
same fires. So far Israel has arrested 23 suspected arsonists connected to the 
hundreds of fires that raged across Israel last week burning more than 500 
homes and 32,000 acres of forests and national parks. According to 
Palestinian law anyone imprisoned for “resisting the occupation” receives a 
high monthly salary. Therefore, all of those convicted and imprisoned for 
arson will receive PA salaries “from the day of arrest until the day of 
release.” 
 Of course, it is not only arson-terrorists who receive a PA salary. All 
Palestinian, Israeli Arab and Arab terrorists from any country who are 
imprisoned are rewarded with high salaries from the PA. According to PA 
law and practice, “resisting the occupation” includes any Arab imprisoned 
for attacking Israelis by any means, including throwing a stone at a car, 
driving a car into people at bus stops, building bombs for suicide bombers 
to blow up at cafes, or shooting and stabbing civilians to death in their 
sleep. Since the PA automatically includes anyone who attacked Israelis or 
their possessions as “fighters” who are “resisting the occupation,” there is 
no justification under Palestinian law and practice not to include last week’s 
arsonists among the Palestinian “heroes” who receive monthly salaries. 

Significantly, these salaries for terrorists rise the longer terrorists are in 
jail. Terrorists convicted of murder and serving life sentences will reach a 
high salary of NIS 12,000 a month – more than four times the average 
Palestinian salary. 
 The PA has already paid the five Hamas terrorists who murdered Eitam 
and Naama Henkin in front of their four children last October in total NIS 
91,000 as reward for their murders. And terrorist Abdallah Barghouti has 
already received NIS 645,000 for building the bombs that murdered 67 
Israelis at the Sbarro pizza shop, Sheffield Club, Moment Café, the triple 
bombing at the Ben Yehuda pedestrian mall, Hebrew University and No. 4 
bus in Tel Aviv. 
 Today there are approximately 7,000 Palestinian prisoners on the PA 
payroll. The PA rewards them every month for terrorism, and this generous 
arrangement will cost the PA NIS 488 million in 2016 alone, according to 
the PA’s publicized budget. 
 If Abbas was ever serious about stopping the PA’s ongoing support for 
terrorism, he now has the perfect opportunity to make a difference. Instead 
of merely enjoying complimentary headlines and nice photo ops of 
Palestinian firemen with Israelis, Abbas should decree that the arsonists 
will not receive PA salaries. 
 Even though this is contrary to current Palestinian law and practice. 
 Should Abbas insist on adding the imprisoned arsonists to the PA 
payroll, his hypocrisy in sending a few fire engines to Israel will be exposed 
to the world. 

Should Abbas decide to deny salaries to the arsonists this may indicate 
the beginning of a fundamental change in the PA attitude toward terrorism. 
However, if Abbas cancels salaries only to the arsonists, it will not be 
enough. If he says to the world that the PA will not pay salaries those who 
burned trees, rocks and homes while it continues to pay salaries to 
murderers of men, women and children, his values and behavior, which 
cause many to see him as a terrorist leader, will remain unchanged. 
 If Abbas’ act of sending fire trucks to help Israel was a sincere act 
indicating that he is no longer a terrorist leader, he now has a great 
opportunity to prove it. 
 Right now while he has the world’s attention, having made this small 
gesture in the direction of peace, let him take a serious step. Abbas should 
announce that not only will the arsonists not be rewarded with PA salaries, 
but he is changing Palestinian law and canceling the payments to all 
imprisoned terrorists altogether. 
 And what better opportunity than to announce this at Fatah’s upcoming 
Seventh General Conference. 
 If Abbas continues to pay salaries to murderers and arsonists, his 

gesture of sending fire trucks to Israel must be seen as an act of 
contemptuous hypocrisy.     (Jerusalem Post Nov 30) 
 

 
Why is France Again Labeling Jews?       By Michael Freund  

Last week, as Palestinian and Arab terrorists were busy setting fires all 
across Israel, France decided to join the fray by committing an act of 
diplomatic arson against the Jewish state. 
 In a move as hateful as it is hypocritical, French President Francois 
Hollande’s government chose to become the first European Union state to 
begin to enforce guidelines which single out Jewish-owned businesses in 
the Golan, Judea and Samaria by requiring that their products bear special 
labels of origin. 

French authorities published the guidelines in the official government 
gazette, and they require that items state, “product originating in the Golan 
Heights (Israeli settlement),” or “product originating in the West Bank 
(Israeli settlement),” a move they claim is intended merely to provide the 
consumer with more information. 
 That, of course, is complete hogwash. 
 To begin with, the requirement applies only to factories owned by 
Jews, whereas Palestinian Muslim-owned enterprises would not have their 
merchandise similarly labeled. In other words, at its root, the criteria being 
applied by France is the religious and ethnic identity of the manufacturer, 
and these conditions apply only to followers of Moses and not those of 
Muhammad. 
 If that’s not racist and discriminatory, what is? Furthermore, as 
Israel’s Foreign Ministry correctly noted, there are plenty of other 
“disputed territories” around the world, yet neither France nor the EU are 
considering applying a similar policy in those cases. 
 Hence, there will be no special labels to single out Chinese products 
made in Tibet, Russian items manufactured in Crimea or Spanish goods 
from Catalonia. Nor will Turkish products made in occupied Cyprus, 
Moroccan goods from Western Sahara, or British merchandise from the 
contested Falkland Islands be affected. 
 It is Jews, and only Jews, those living in areas such as Judea and 
Samaria, who will be subjected to “special treatment” by the French. 
 This is not merely an act of treachery; it is antisemitic bigotry, pure 
and simple. 
 Adding to the irony is the fact that it was just a year ago, in early 
November 2015, that Israel joined the rest of the civilized world and stood 
in solidarity with France, which had just endured a series of coordinated 
jihadist terrorist attacks in the streets of Paris that left 130 innocent people 
dead. 
 Thousands of Israelis gathered for a rally in Tel Aviv to show support 
for the City of Light, holding aloft signs that read “Tel Aviv stands with 
Paris” and even singing the national anthem as city hall was bathed in the 
red, white and blue tricolors of the French flag. 
 Now, it appears that France has decided to return the favor by showing 
solidarity with those who seek Israel’s demise. 
 The French move will add fuel to the fire of the anti-Israel Boycott, 
Divestment and Sanctions (BDS) movement, as well as create an opening 
for other EU countries to adopt similar policies. 
 Similarly, it will encourage the Palestinians to continue in their 
obstinate refusal to negotiate with Israel. 
 Of course, all this comes at a time when France and the rest of Europe 
are witnessing a surge in antisemitism. And that is what makes the move 
so morally repugnant and obscene. After all, have the French forgotten 
what happened the last time they decided to dish out “special treatment” to 
the Jews? In case they have, here’s a quick reminder. 
 In October 1940, the French collaborationist Vichy regime, which was 
happily allied with Nazi Germany, passed legislation known as the Jewish 
statute, which not only barred Jews from various professions but also 
“aryanized” Jewish- owned businesses. The restrictions continued to be 
tightened, and culminated in one of the darkest moments in French 
history, when French police began rounding up Jews in July 1942, before 
handing them over to the Nazis to be shipped off to Auschwitz. 
 Among those arrested by the Vichy French were Isaac Kottler, my 
grandmother’s first cousin, and his wife, Anna. A journalist and book 
lover, Isaac is said to have amassed a large collection of volumes. Though 
he had been born in St. 
 Petersburg in 1902, he chose to leave behind the chaos of Russia and 
settled in France. 
 When my grandmother visited him in Paris before the war, he showed 
her his most prized possession: a family tree that stretched back to the 
expulsion of the Jews from Spain in 1492. 
 It showed that our ancestors had lived in Toledo, and traced the 
journey of their wanderings across Europe down through the centuries. 
But that mattered little to the Germans and their French collaborationist 
allies, who saw the Jews as aliens not worthy of living on European soil. 
 The lessons of the past should be clear: singling out Jews and labeling 



them is a recklessly dangerous move, one that can open up a Pandora’s box 
of hatred and fury. 
 By adopting such a step, France has not only betrayed Israel, but it has 
turned its back on the values of ““liberté, égalité, fraternité” (“liberty, 
equality and brotherhood”) which it so loudly claims to uphold. 
 The French plan to label Israeli products from the Golan, Judea and 
Samaria cannot be allowed to stand, and we must all raise our voices in 
protest against this repugnant scheme. 
 It is time to remind them of a very simple point: seven decades after the 
Holocaust, France and other European governments have no right to tell 
Jews where they can or cannot live. Especially in our ancestral homeland.    
(Jerusalem Post Nov 30) 
 

 
Israel’s Constitutional Identity Crisis        By Caroline B. Glick  

Israel’s coalition crisis over the settlements regulation bill is not a 
normal power struggle between overweening politicians. It is not popularity 
contest between Finance Minister Moshe Kahlon and his Kulanu Party and 
Education Minister Naftali Bennett and his Bayit Yehudi Party. 
 It is also not about contenders for the helm challenging Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu’s political primacy. 

The settlement regulation bill proposes to extend the authority of the 
Military Government in Judea and Samaria to seize privately owned land. 
That authority is now limited to seizure for military purposes. The bill 
would allow the Military Government to seize land for the purpose of 
private construction as well. 
 The political fight over the bill is not merely a fight over the 
community of Amona, which will be destroyed by order of the High Court 
if the law isn’t passed before December 25. 
 The fight over the law is a fight about the character of Israel. 
 Opponents of the bill argue that the law undermines the power of the 
Supreme Court and endangers Israel’s international standing. Proponents of 
the bill argue that Israel needs to ensure the primacy of the Knesset. They 
further argue that there is no point in bowing to the will of an international 
community that is constitutionally incapable of ever standing with Israel. 
 In case you were wondering, proponents of the bill have it right. 
 The settlement regulation bill is not a radical bill. It is a liberal reform 
of a legal regime that harms the civil rights of both Palestinians and Israelis. 
 Palestinians today are denied their full property rights. Shortly after its 
establishment in 2004, the Palestinian Authority made selling land to Jews 
and Christians a capital offense. Dozens of Palestinians have been 
murdered over the past two decades in extrajudicial executions by both 
Palestinian security forces and by terrorist militias working hand in glove 
with Palestinian security forces for the “crime” of selling their land to Jews. 
 Earlier this year, the Israeli group Ad Kan documented employees of 
the European-financed far-left groups Ta’ayush and B’Tselem conspiring to 
hand over to Palestinian forces a Palestinian landowner who expressed 
interest in selling his land to Jews. During surreptitiously recorded 
exchanges, they acknowledged that the PA would likely execute him. 
 The settlement regulation bill empowers the military commander to 
seize privately owned land and compensate the owners. In other words, it 
provides a means for willing Palestinian sellers to sell their property to 
willing Jewish purchasers without risking the lives of the owners. 
 As I noted in a column on the subject of the bill last week, the legal 
opinion published by Attorney- General Avichai Mandelblit opposing the 
settlement regulation bill included four arguments. 
 Prof. Avi Bell from the Bar-Ilan University School of Law rebutted all 
of Mandelblit’s claims in an article published two weeks ago in Yisrael 
Hayom. 
 As Bell showed, Mandelblit’s claim that the proposed law breaches 
international law is both irrelevant – since Knesset laws supersede 
international law, and at best arguable. 
 Mandelblit further argued that the Knesset has no right to pass laws that 
supersede international laws pertaining to the belligerent occupation of land 
seized in war. But Bell demonstrated that the opposite is true. For instance, 
Israel’s Golan Heights Law from 1981 canceled the military government on 
the Golan Heights and applied Israeli law to the area. 
 Mandelblit claimed that eminent domain cannot be used to seize land 
for private construction projects. But as Bell showed, there are dozens of 
decisions by US courts permitting eminent domain to be used in just such 
cases. 
 Finally, Mandelblit argued that the Knesset doesn’t have the authority 
to pass laws that contradict High Court decisions. Here too, Bell showed 
that the opposite is the case. 
 Israel’s constitutional order is based on its Basic Laws. Basic Law: 
Knesset defines the Knesset as the highest legislative authority. In line with 
this, the Knesset has passed numerous laws over the years that have 
overturned High Court decisions. 
 On the basis of Mandelblit’s last argument, on Monday, Kahlon 
announced that Kulanu would not support the settlement regulation law. 

 Kahlon insisted that his party would not support any law that 
undermines the court’s authority and since the court ruled that Amona 
must be destroyed and its residents rendered homeless by December 25, 
Kahlon will take no action to save the community. 
 Kahlon insists that he is motivated by a desire to protect the court’s 
prerogatives. But when assessed in the context of actual laws, it is clear 
that his position doesn’t primarily defend the court. Rather it undermines 
the Knesset, and through it, Israeli democracy. 
 If the Knesset doesn’t have the right to pass laws that run counter to 
Supreme Court decisions, then the public that elected the Knesset is 
effectively disenfranchised. Far from securing Israel’s democracy and 
constitutional order, opposition to the settlement regulation bill 
undermines both. 
 Then there is the issue of Israel’s international standing. 
 On Monday the security cabinet convened to discuss the settlement 
regulation bill. According to leaked accounts of the six-hour meeting, 
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu warned Bennett that passage of the 
bill is liable to cause the International Criminal Court’s Prosecutor Fatou 
Bensouda to indict Netanyahu as a war criminal. 
 He also warned that passage of the bill is liable to induce US President 
Barack Obama to enable an anti-Israel resolution to be adopted by the UN 
Security Council. 
 Netanyahu’s claims are deeply problematic. 
 Insofar as the ICC is concerned, three points counter Netanyahu’s 
argument. First, Bensouda is already conducting an investigation of Israel. 
 She opened her investigation shortly after she wrongly admitted 
“Palestine” as a state member of the ICC. 
 The ICC will continue to investigate Israel whether or not the Knesset 
passes the settlement regulation law. And the merits of the bill will have 
no impact on the ICC’s decision to prosecute or close the investigation. 
 The second problem with Netanyahu’s claim is that just by making it – 
and leaking it to the media – he empowered the ICC. 
 The ICC is becoming weaker by the day. Angry over the political 
nature of its prosecutions, African states are abandoning it. Russia also has 
announced it is walking away. 
 Israel should welcome this development. 
 The Treaty of Rome which established the ICC made clear that one of 
the court’s purposes is to criminalize Israel. 
 By arguing that the ICC will respond to the passage of the regulation 
bill by indicting Israel, Netanyahu is lending credence to the false claims 
that there is something unlawful about the bill on the one hand, and that 
the ICC’s politically motivated investigation of Israel is legally defensible 
on the other hand. Indeed, by claiming wrongly that passing the bill will 
expose Israel to ICC investigation, Netanyahu is effectively inviting the 
ICC to persecute him. 
 The ICC, like its comrades in the lawfare campaigns worldwide, 
always target those perceived as vulnerable to pressure. This is why 
leftists like former justice minister Tzipi Livni are targeted for war crimes 
complaints while current Justice Minister Ayelet Shaked is left alone. 
 The most extraordinary example of this sort of political targeting came 
on Monday. The same day Netanyahu was making the case for the ICC 
and Obama in the cabinet, word came that Palestinian immigrants in Chile 
have filed a war crimes claim against three High Court justices. Former 
Palestinians from Beit Jala, south of Jerusalem, filed war crimes charges 
against retired Supreme Court president Asher Grunis and sitting justices 
Uzi Vogelman and Neal Hendel, all being accused of committing war 
crimes for their decision last year regarding the route of the security 
barrier around Jerusalem. 
 There is no governing institution in Israel more sensitive to war crimes 
accusations than the Supreme Court. To avoid just such charges, justices 
routinely second-guess military commanders and the government and 
deny them the right to use their best professional judgment to defend the 
country. 
 In the decision for which they are accused of war crimes, the three 
justices gave qualified approval to the IDF to complete the security barrier 
around Jerusalem on land owned by the petitioners in Beit Jala. In their 
ruling, the justices actually sided with the petitioners’ claim that the 
proposed routes harmed their rights and insisted that the IDF prove that it 
had no means of defending the capital without building the barrier along 
the proposed routes. 
 And for their efforts, the justices are now being accused of war crimes. 
 The same flawed premise at the heart of Netanyahu’s claim that 
approving the bill will cause Israel to be prosecuted for war crimes stands 
at the heart of his claim that passing the law will increase the possibility 
that Obama will allow an anti-Israel resolution to pass in the UN Security 
Council. 
 The problem with this argument is that it ignores the basic fact that 
Obama’s desire to stick it to Israel at the UN Security Council has been a 
consistent feature of his presidency for eight years. Obama has wielded 
this threat against Israel without regard for its actual policies. He has 



threatened us when the government froze Jewish building rights. He has 
threatened us when the government respected Jewish building rights. If 
Obama decides to enable an anti-Israel resolution to pass through the UN 
Security Council during his remaining seven weeks in office, he will do so 
regardless of whether the Knesset passes or scuppers the settlement 
regulation bill. 
 The only thing likely to prevent Obama from harming Israel at the 
Security Council at this point is a clear message to the UN from the 
incoming Trump administration. 
 For instance, if President-elect Donald Trump announces directly or 
through an intermediary that Security Council action against Israel over the 
next seven weeks will induce the Trump administration to withhold US 
funding from the UN, UN officials will likely stuff draft resolutions to this 
effect into a drawer. 

Netanyahu’s actions do more to harm his future relations with Trump 
than advance his current relations with Obama. If Netanyahu blocks 
passage of the settlement regulation bill, he is likely to enter the Trump era 
as the head of a government on the verge of collapse. Rather than be in a 
position to reshape and rebuild Israel’s alliance with the US after eight 
years of Obama’s hostility, Netanyahu may limp to his first meeting with 
the new president, the head of dysfunctional government beyond his 
control, and at the mercy of a legal fraternity and an international judicial 
lynch mob that he will have just empowered.     (Jerusalem Post Dec 1) 
 

 
Castro’s Greatest Victory     By Caroline B. Glick  

The Palestinians are loudly mourning the passing of Cuban dictator 
Fidel Castro. PLO chief and Palestinian Authority leader Mahmoud Abbas 
ordered flags in the PA to be flown at halfmast on Sunday to honor Castro. 
 They are right to celebrate him. 

The Cuban Communist dictator, who murdered tens of thousands of his 
own people, imprisoned tens of thousands more, caused a million Cubans to 
flee their homeland and transformed an island paradise into a water 
enclosed prison was a key ally of Palestinian terrorists in their war to 
destroy Israel. 
 Castro’s support for the PLO and its longtime terrorist master Yasser 
Arafat spanned five decades. Castro’s secret police, the DGI, trained 
Palestinian terrorists both in Cuba and in the Middle East. 
 According to the CIA, several hundred Palestinian terrorists were 
trained in Cuba in the 1970s. Cuban trainers also worked with the PLO in 
Algiers and Damascus and later in training terrorists from around the world 
at PLO training camps in Lebanon in the 1970s and early 1980s. 
 Military training in terrorist tactics wasn’t the only way that Castro 
helped Arafat. He also provided the PLO with diplomatic cover and 
political guidance. Palestinian terrorists, including Arafat, began routinely 
visiting Cuba in the early 1960s. Castro welcomed the formation of the 
PLO in 1964. His military and intelligence officers met with Arafat and 
other senior Palestinian terrorists in Algiers and Damascus as early as 1965. 
 In 1974 the PLO adopted the Phased Plan for the annihilation of Israel. 
The Phased Plan committed the PLO to a piecemeal strategy of destroying 
Israel rather than calling for the terrorist group to work with Arab states to 
destroy Israel in an all-out war. 
 According to the Phased Plan, the PLO committed to take control over 
every inch of territory under Israeli control that it could and use those areas 
as launchpads for expanding the war whose ultimate goal was Israel’s 
eradication. 
 Shortly after signing the initial Oslo peace deal at the White House in 
September 1993, Arafat told an audience at a mosque in South Africa that 
the Oslo process was the first step toward the implementation of the Phased 
Plan. 
 The Phased Plan was trumpeted by the Soviet bloc and their supporters 
in the Western Left as a sign of PLO moderation. Following its adoption, 
with Soviet support and Cuban sponsorship, the PLO began winning major 
diplomatic battles over Israel. 
 Arafat was invited to address the UN General Assembly later in 1974 
where he spoke with a gun strapped to his hip. The PLO was then granted 
“observer status” at the UN. 
 Arafat paid a triumphant visit to Havana following his UN appearance 
where he was warmly greeted by Castro. The next year, the General 
Assembly passed Resolution 3379 defining Zionism as a form of racism. 
Cuba was the only non-Arab state to sponsor the resolution. 
 Resolution 3379 set the stage for the diplomatic war against the Jewish 
national liberation movement and the Jewish state that has raged ever since. 
 Cuban partnership with the PLO was part of a larger political war 
waged through Third World leaders by the KGB against the US and the 
Western world. Both the KGB archive spirited out of the Soviet Union by 
Vasili Mitrockhin and the revelations of former Romanian Communist spy 
chief Ion Mihai Pacepa, who defected to the US in 1978, have demonstrated 
the nature of that war. 
 The KGB used the language of human rights and national liberation as 

a means to deny the US-led West the moral legitimacy to fight the Cold 
War against the Soviet Union and its satellites. Castro and Arafat were 
leading fighters in this propaganda war. 
 The basic concepts behind this war were developed shortly after the 
end of World War II. Under the KGB, the US and its allies were 
deliberately smeared as colonialist and imperialist powers. Every 
liberation group and every state that was supported by the US was 
castigated as reactionary. On the other hand, every terrorist group and 
regime that were supported by the USSR were celebrated as authentic, 
democratic revolutionary movements seeking to free their peoples from 
the yoke of Western imperialism. 
 The political war placed the US and its allies into an intellectual trap. 
Inside the closed intellectual jail of liberation theory, every action the 
West took was necessarily reactionary and imperialistic. As a result the 
US and its allies could do nothing to defend themselves since every 
argument they made was simply dismissed as imperialist propaganda. 
 The political successes won by the Soviet propaganda war were 
extraordinary. For instance, in 1969, the Non-Aligned Movement 
comprised of newly independent post-colonial states sided with the 
Vietnamese Communists against the US at its fourth conference. The 
NAM was silent about the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia the previous 
year. 
 Vilifying Israel was a major component of the Soviets’ political 
warfare strategy. Israel was viewed as a key enemy of the USSR. 
 It wasn’t always this way. 
 Until 1949 the Soviet Union viewed the Zionist movement and the 
nascent Jewish state as a potential client. The Truman administration 
recognized Israel just moments before the Soviet Union did. And unlike 
the US, the Soviets supplied arms to Israel during the 1948-49 War of 
Independence. Without Soviet help, it is doubtful that Israel would have 
survived the joint invasion of five Arab armies the day it declared 
independence. 
 The Soviets soured on Israel for three reasons. First, Israel’s first 
prime minister, David Ben-Gurion, decided to side with the US against the 
USSR in the Cold War despite the State Department’s hostility toward 
Israel. 
 Second, Ben-Gurion moved to purge Communists from the IDF and 
other power centers immediately after the War of Independence. 
 Finally, the Soviets soured on Israel because the birth of Israel awoke 
the yearnings of the Jews of the Soviet Union. In 1949, Israel’s first 
ambassador to Moscow, Golda Meyerson – later Meir – was mobbed by 
Soviet Jews when she visited the main synagogue in the city. 
 A wave of antisemitic repression followed the event. It was in 1949 
that the Soviets began castigating Zionism as a form of imperialism and 
racism. Zionism became a code word for Jewish and prominent Jews in 
the Soviet Union and the Soviet bloc were arrested, tried in show trials and 
murdered for alleged “Zionist” sympathies. 
 The Soviets also viewed their ideological assault on Zionism as a 
means of demonizing the US. The Jews’ native rights to the land of Israel 
were as old and wellknown as the Bible. If Westerners could be convinced 
that the Jews were colonial usurpers in Israel, they could be convinced that 
Western civilization was evil. 
 According to Pacepa, by 1968 the KGB completed its control over the 
PLO. It used Castro and his DGI agency as a means to promote the 
Palestinian political war against Israel. According to Cuban American 
researchers, Castro was a conduit for promoting anti-Zionism and support 
for Palestinian terrorists among Western radicals. For instance, the DGI 
introduced PLO terrorists to African American radicals like the Black 
Panthers, who were trained by Castro’s forces. 
 Castro’s lionization by the Palestinians and the international Left alike 
shows that 25 years after the collapse of the Soviet Union, the legacy of 
the Soviets’ political war against the US-led West was not only successful 
during the Cold War, but is still very much a part of our world. 
 Castro never taught the Palestinians how to live in peace. He never 
taught them how to raise crops. He taught them how to murder and libel. 
He taught them how to indoctrinate others to believe lies about themselves 
and about their perceived enemies. 
 The fact that these lies are still believed by so many in the Left shows 
that Castro died a victor. The fact that the terrorist methods he developed 
with Arafat under the guiding hand of Moscow are still viewed by 
Western intellectuals as legitimate “tools of resistance” shows that he 
won. 
 And the fact that Palestinian murderers who learned the trade at his 
knee are still viewed as legitimate forces in world politics shows that 
together with his KGB bosses, Castro was able to get away with his 
crimes. 
 The West managed to defeat the Soviet state, but not the Soviet cause. 
And the flags at half-mast for Castro in Ramallah are proof of the Castro-
executed Soviet victory over morality and over truth.  
(Jerusalem Post Nov 28)  


