
סכות המועד חול שבת ערב   
19 Tishrei 5776     
October 2, 2015 
Issue number 1069 

   

Jerusalem 5:44 

Toronto 6:39 
 

Commentary… 

 
Abbas, Call Us When You're Serious       By Dror Eydar 
 It is worth it to take the time to read the full text of the speech 
Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas gave at the U.N. General 
Assembly on Wednesday. The speech symbolized the Arab view of the 
history of our region over the past century. According to this view, the 
Arabs have been innocent lambs, responsible for nothing. They never 
rejected any peace proposals. In their eyes, the Jews came out of nowhere 
and destroyed a prosperous, democratic, righteous and culturally advanced 
state that supposedly existed peacefully here from the creation of the world 
until 1948. 
 So Abbas is threatening that he has run out of patience and Israel will 
bear the consequences? What consequences? What will happen that has not 
already happened? This reminds me of the story of Hershel of Ostropol, 
who threatened an innkeeper. Hershel said, "You know what happens if you 
refuse me? I do what my father did when someone said no to him!" After 
acceding to Hershel's demands, the innkeeper bravely asked, "What did 
your father do?" Hershel replied, "He'd go to bed hungry!" 
 After enumerating all of Israel's "crimes," Abbas said, "We do not 
respond to Israel's brutality with the same." Instead, Abbas claimed, "We 
are working on spreading the culture of peace and coexistence between our 
people and in our region." How beautiful! As the Russian writer Aleksandr 
Solzhenitsyn once said, "In our country, the lie has become not just a moral 
category, but a pillar of the state." 
 Abbas also asserted that Israel is preventing Muslims from worshipping 
on the Temple Mount in Jerusalem. In fact, what has won out on the 
Temple Mount is the "worship" of rocks, firebombs and shrill gangs of 
Muslim guards who thwart the utterance of even one biblical verse at the 
holiest site of the Jewish people. Abbas complained about Israel's alleged 
"violation of the status quo since before 1967 and thereafter." Until 1967, 
Jews were forbidden from even entering the Old City. Is that the status quo 
Abbas wants to return to? And how come Abbas did not talk at the U.N. 
about the "dirty feet" of the Jews, like he did on Palestinian television? 
 Abbas called the Jewish people an "occupying power" in Jerusalem. 
U.N. member states are familiar with the bible. We are an "occupying 
power" in the place that is the center of our being? Abbas, what is your 
connection to Jerusalem? What would Jerusalem be without the Jews? The 
sanctity of Jerusalem for Muslims stemmed from its importance to Jews. 
 In his speech, Abbas called for the protection of Christian holy sites in 
Jerusalem. Yet, it is extremely fortunate that Abbas does not have 
jurisdiction over these sites. Most Christians have already fled Palestinian 
Authority-controlled areas. And let's not even talk about the fate of 
Christians in Hamas-ruled areas. 
 Abbas has requested economic independence (be careful, this means no 
more European grants) and security independence (be my guest!). Does he 
really think he would last even a minute without Israel protecting him from 
Hamas and the Islamic State group? 
 Here is another Abbas gem: "Those who want to fight terrorism must 
start with solving the Palestinian issue." Sure -- an independent state for the 
gang in Ramallah will end up like Hamas-ruled Gaza and the Islamic State-
controlled areas of Iraq. We in Israel are fed up with people experimenting 
with our future. By the way, Mr. Abbas, let's say your flag (how is it 
different from Jordan's?) is raised and you get an independent state. Would 
your situation be better or worse than it is now? Just look around the region 
to get your answer. Until then, you know our phone number. Call us when 
you are serious.   (Israel Hayom Oct 1) 
 

 
Incitement is a Weapon      By Ephraim Herrera 
 The recent unrest in Jerusalem is characterized by the enormous 
number of minors acting alongside adults. The parents of those youngsters 
don't have to make any effort to persuade them to throw rocks and Molotov 
cocktails at Jews, Jewish cars, or Jewish homes. From the time they are in 
nursery school, Palestinian children learn to hate Jews and aspire to 

eliminate them and 
their state. 
 Here is an excerpt 
from one of the songs taught in 
Palestinian Authority kindergartens: 
"You [Jews] are destined for 
humiliation and suffering. Sons of 
Zion, you are the worst creatures, 
barbaric monkeys, pathetic pigs. ... 
Jerusalem will vomit you up because 

you are impure and it is pure; it is clean and you are dirty. ... I'm not afraid 
of your barbarism as long as my heart is my Quran and my city, as long as 
I hold weapons and rocks in my hand." 
 PA schools are often named after despicable murderers. No fewer than 
three schools are named after Dalal Mughrabi, the Fatah terrorist who took 
part in the 1978 attack on an Israeli bus that killed 38 Israeli civilians, 
including 12 children, and left 71 wounded. And now Palestinian 
newspapers are praising the "brave" Palestinian children and running 
cartoons showing parents supporting their children who throw rocks. It 
need not be said that Israel has been erased from the maps used in PA 
textbooks. 
 These all stem from the policy of PA President Mahmoud Abbas, who 
said last week that Jews "desecrate Al-Aqsa with their filthy feet." The 
word "desecrate," a religious term, is almost never used in the Israeli 
media. In the same speech, Abbas referenced the shahids (martyrs) who 
have fallen for Al-Quds (Jerusalem), their promised place in Allah's 
Paradise, and the reward Allah will give to those who have been wounded 
by Israeli security forces. 
 This approach signifies that the PLO is lining up with the Islamists 
and abandoning the idea of a Palestinian national home as a second 
ideological line. The Muslim perception sees the very existence of Israel 
as a triple desecration: first, Israel controls part of Dar al-Islam, which was 
conquered in the seventh century C.E. by the caliph Omar and therefore 
belongs to the Muslim nation forever; second, Jews must be subservient to 
Muslims; and third, in the state of Israel Jews rule over Muslims, Israeli 
Arabs. Therefore every individual has an obligation to throw off the triple 
defilement and annihilate the state of the Jews. 
 Israel invests a fortune in intelligence and security forces in an attempt 
to contain the youngsters' intifada, but puts much less effort into stopping 
the education of hatred. The best way to stop an overflow is to shut off the 
taps, and the main tap of hate in the Palestinian home is education children 
receive to eliminate Jews and their state. Only when we remove the bottle 
of religious hatred from the Palestinian children's diet will we be able to 
get rid of the burning Molotov cocktails. A demand to stop Palestinian 
anti-Semitic incitement might win the support of the international 
community. Israel could link the issue to services and benefits it provides 
to the Palestinians and bring international attention to the issue of hatred 
of the Jews, forcing the PA to stop its anti-Semitic education. 
 Moreover, the government should look into the education at Arab 
schools and mosques in the capital, the Galilee, and the Negev, where it 
does have the authority to root hatred out of the curriculum.   (Israel 
Hayom Sep 30) 
The writer is the author of "Jihad -- Fundamentals and Fundamentalism." 
 

 
Jews Against Themselves       By Gabriel Schoenfeld 

J Street is an organization that describes itself as “pro-Israel” and 
proclaims itself “devoted and committed to Israel’s future.” Yet, as 
Edward Alexander observes in an important new book, J Street “misses no 
opportunities to blacken Israel’s reputation and very few opportunities to 
encourage campaigns to delegitimize it.” 
 And J Street is not alone. Similar Jewish organizations, some without 
J Street’s pretensions to Zionist commitment, have been proliferating in 
recent years both here and abroad. In the United States, they include, 
among others, Jews for Justice for Palestinians, Jewish Voice for Peace, 
Jews against the Occupation, Jews for Free Palestine, Jews for Justice in 
the Middle East, and a multitude of local chapters, offshoots, and 
branches. 
 In Jews against Themselves, Alexander takes up the curious and 
disturbing phenomenon of his volume’s title. A professor emeritus at the 
University of Washington, Alexander is a distinguished student of 
American and English literature and an essayist whose erudition is 
ornamented by a coruscating wit. Among his highly regarded books is The 
Jewish Idea and Its Enemies (1988), an examination of the various 
intellectual strands—liberalism, rationalism, relativism—that, emerging 
from the Enlightenment, have long been in tension with, or in outright 
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opposition to, central tenets of the Jewish tradition. 
 In Jews against Themselves, Alexander engages in a related project but 
one that entails turning over a rock. His inquiry examines the disfiguring 
yet critical subject of Jews who defame their own people. Over the 
centuries, Alexander writes, there has been “fruitful interaction” between 
Jewish apostates and the world’s anti-Semites, making for a distinctive 
Jewish contribution to “the politics and ideology of anti-Semitism” itself. 
 The pattern recurs with uncanny persistence. In the 13th century, 
Nicholas Donin of Paris left Judaism for the Franciscan order, where his 
first act was to help stir up Crusaders against his French coreligionists; 
thousands perished as a result. In the aftermath of Donin’s testimony 
against the Talmud in the so-called Disputation of Paris (1240), the Jews of 
France were compelled, on pain of death, to surrender their sacred rabbinic 
volumes to the flames. Later in the same century, the apostate Pablo 
Christiani prevailed upon King Louis IX to compel his former brethren, per 
papal edict, to wear an identifying badge. At the dawn of the 15th century, 
another apostate, Johannes Pfefferkorn, came to prominence preaching the 
message that “Who afflicts the Jews is doing the will of God, and who 
seeks their benefit will incur damnation.” Terrible afflictions followed. 
 But Alexander’s principal focus in Jews against Themselves is modern 
times, beginning with the 19th century. By that juncture, the route to 
treachery via the stations of the cross had been supplanted by the easier but 
still thorny route of assimilation. Alexander dwells on the example of Karl 
Marx. Born a Jew, baptized at the age of six into the Lutheran church, 
militant atheist by conviction, yet contemptuously regarded by many as 
“the Jew Marx,” the revolutionist unleashed his fury first and foremost on 
his former kinsmen, particularly if they happened to be his political or 
intellectual rivals. To Marx, the social democrat Eduard Bernstein was “the 
little Jew Bernstein,” the socialist Ferdinand Lassalle was “a descendant of 
the Negroes who attached themselves to the march of Moses out of Egypt 
(assuming his mother or grandmother on the paternal side had not crossed 
with a nigger”), and Polish Jews, who multiplied like lice, were the 
“filthiest of all races.” 
 In the 20th century and especially in our own, the self-repudiation of 
earlier Jewish apostates has taken a novel turn. Even while retaining its 
trademark spite against the Jews, with the state of Israel most frequently 
serving as a convenient stand-in, it often does so while waving the banner 
of Judaism or Jewish “values” themselves. Alexander quotes Cynthia 
Ozick’s pithy summary of the phenomenon: whereas “the Nicholas Donins 
and Pablo Christianis of ages past ran to abandon their Jewish ties even as 
they subverted them, . . . the Nicholas Donins and Pablo Christianis of our 
own time run to embrace their Jewish ties even as they besmirch them.” 
 Much of Jews against Themselves is an excursion through the various 
ways the historical inversion identified by Ozick has played out in our own 
time. Thus, “Zionists against Israel” is the ironic oxymoron that Alexander 
employs to describe Jews who proclaim their love of Israel even as they 
slander it. One of his targets is Peter Beinart, dubbed by an acolyte “the 
soul of J Street” and author of The Crisis of Zionism (2012), which argues 
that Israel’s worst (and sole) enemy is itself. “Beinart calls himself a 
Zionist, but a ‘democratic’ one,” writes Alexander, with the latter phrase 
giving him license to lambaste Israel at every turn. For instance, although 
Israel withdrew from Gaza in 2005, uprooting its own citizens in a national 
trauma and at great expense, Beinart insists that the territory remains 
“occupied” because Israel maintains a “blockade” from the sea. Alexander 
is scathing: 
 Could Beinart possibly be unaware that Hamas goes to war against 
Israel every two to three years not because it is “resisting” a non-existent 
occupation or that it expects military triumph by firing thousands of rockets 
at Israeli civilians? Rather, it goes to war because it knows that Israeli 
counterattack to stop the rockets and destroy the tunnels will inevitably 
bring civilian Arab deaths and the ensuing propaganda triumph provided by 
liberals (especially Jewish ones), for whom all Palestinian barbarities are 
proof of Israeli malevolence. 
 Alexander also devotes several chapters to the Boycott, Divestment, 
and Sanctions (BDS) movement, which has singled out Israel, of all the 
world’s countries, as the only one deserving expulsion from the family of 
nations. Some of the Jews spearheading this boycott exhibit with 
astonishing fidelity, writes Alexander, “the outer trappings of medieval 
apostasy.” Thus, Marc Ellis, an avid BDSer of the academic persuasion, 
and formerly the director of Jewish studies at Baylor University, proudly 
spent a Yom Kippur repenting not his own transgressions in the sanctity of 
a synagogue but “publicly confessing the sins of (other) Jews against 
Palestinian Arabs” in front of a Christian audience. 
 The Jewish apostate of the Middle Ages, writes Alexander, “was 
especially useful to his new church if he was learned and could read Jewish 
texts, or had himself been a practitioner of what Christians deemed Jewish 
treachery, and therefore knew it from the inside. Moreover, according to 
Jewish law (halakhah) itself, he was still a Jew despite having forsworn his 
old loyalty and identity, and so brought a powerful authenticity and 
reliability to his slanderous revelations about Jews.” 
 The Jewish apostates of our modern age, with varying degrees of 
accomplishment and Jewish identification, play an analogous role toward 

Israel, the Jew of the nations. To the Israel-haters multiplying in the 
Muslim world, in Europe, and in academic precincts here in the United 
States, the Ellises, the Noam Chomskys, the Judith Butlers, the Glenn 
Greenwalds, and others are the “good Jews,” those whose written and 
spoken words are “evidence” proving the most fantastical claims about 
satanic Israel: that “Tel Aviv” (according to Richard Falk) was behind the 
Boston Marathon bombing; that Israel (according to Norman Finkelstein) 
has performed Mengele-like medical experiments on Palestinian prisoners; 
that Israel (according to Philip Weiss) is a “blot on civilization,” its very 
existence an act of aggression and a cancer that must be extirpated from 
the face of the earth. 
 What accounts for such pathology? One can understand the impulse 
that led some to abandon the faith of their fathers when, in the medieval 
world, Jews were confronted with the demand to convert at the point of 
the sword. The miracle is how many stood firm, and how few even of 
those who chose baptism over death went on to betray their former 
kinsmen. Modern apostasy-cum-betrayal is more of a mystery. 
 Alexander has no single explanation, and for good reason: there is no 
single explanation, though fleeting clues reside in the fog of individual 
human psychology. Here and there, we are able to gain a glimpse of the 
nature of the derangement. Karl Marx offers one. “Self-contempt,” he 
wrote as a young man, “is a serpent constantly gnawing at one’s breast. It 
sucks the lifeblood out of the heart and mixes it with the venom of the 
hatred of man and of despair.” These revealing words, as Alexander notes, 
“prefigure [Marx’s] own psychic fate.” 
 A far lesser figure in the history of Western thought, the late New 
York University professor of history Tony Judt, offers a glimpse from 
another direction. Not long before his death in 2010, Judt had 
magisterially called in the New York Review of Books for the dissolution 
of the Jewish state, as if its disappearance would be of no moment to the 
millions of living, breathing Jews dwelling in that land. “Today,” Judt 
wrote in justification of his proposal, “non-Israeli Jews feel themselves 
once again exposed to criticism and vulnerable to attack for things they 
didn’t do. . . . The behavior of a self-described Jewish state affects the way 
everyone else looks at Jews.” 
 This is apostasy rooted not in dread of death by saber or fire but in the 
anguish of social ostracism, the agonies of awkwardness at a dinner party 
or in the faculty lounge. Alexander comments mordantly: “Judt saw 
nothing ‘disproportionate’ in recommending politicide—the end of 
Israel—as the cure for his insecurity”—or, one might add, as a prop for his 
self-esteem. 
 After reading chapter upon chapter of Alexander’s account, one puts 
down this volume in a mixture of alarm and revulsion. We live in an era 
when survivors of the greatest catastrophe ever to befall the Jewish people 
are still living among us, yet a small but influential cadre of Jews, 
mimicking the disreputable conduct of a smaller number of their 
forebears, are fortifying the intentions of today’s most virulent anti-
Semites, including the genocidal among them. Hatred of Jews, a lengthy 
history suggests, has an infectious character. By the evidence compiled 
here, the virus has found a ready host even in some of those whom it 
would first destroy.   (Mosaic Sep 24) 
 

 
Will Obama Call Abbas’s UN Bluff?        By Jonathan S. Tobin  

Palestinian Authority sources told the media that Mahmoud Abbas’s 
speech to the United Nations General Assembly would be a “bombshell” 
and he did his best to live up to that claim. The PA leader told the world 
body that he no longer considered the Palestinians bound by the Oslo 
Accords. Israel’s violations of that pact rendered it null and void, and he 
therefore demanded that the UN vote to accept the Palestinians as a full-
fledged member rather than its current observer status. That sounds like a 
very big deal since — in theory — the PA abandoning Oslo means that it 
would end security, economic, and civil cooperation with Israel. That 
might force the Jewish state to administer the West Bank directly as it did 
before Oslo set up the autonomy regime that first Yasir Arafat and now 
Abbas have ruled. But those expecting such a revolution on the ground 
shouldn’t hold their breath. Even the Palestinians are conceding that any 
changes on the ground will be put on hold as Abbas pursues UN 
recognition without the PA being forced to first make peace with and 
recognize Israel. Which is to say that it is a gigantic rhetorical bluff since 
Abbas benefits as much if not more from that cooperation than the Israelis. 
The only real question about this stunt, which was delivered in a speech 
that ignored the reality of routine Palestinian terror and the PA’s refusal to 
make peace, is whether the Obama administration will fall for it. 
 Let’s first dispense with the notion that, as Abbas claims, the failure to 
convert the Oslo Accords into a two-state solution with a peace treaty is 
solely the fault of Israel. 
 The chief claim that Israel has violated the Oslo terms is the “growth” 
of Israeli settlements in the West Bank. It is true that the Israeli population 
in the West Bank has grown since 1993. But when people hear of growth 
and the Palestinian claims that their land is being “stolen” they assume 
that means the number of Jewish towns and villages in the West Bank has 



grown along with the population. But that is a lie. The actual number of 
settlements in the West Bank has remained largely unchanged. No new vast 
areas of land to which the Palestinians can assert ownership have been 
taken from them. All that has happened is that new houses have been built 
inside existing settlements or in Jerusalem, which Israelis consider their 
united capital city. The Palestinians may not like the fact that there are more 
Jews in the West Bank, but with few exceptions Israeli governments of both 
the left and the right have maintained the status quo in the West Bank in 
terms of land under their control. 
 Israel’s record isn’t perfect but it kept its side of an Oslo bargain that 
was based on the idea that it could trade land for peace but instead brought 
only terror. The deal signed on the White House Lawn 22 years ago brought 
the PLO back from exile. It handed it control of the West Bank and Gaza, 
allowing first Arafat and now Abbas to rule as unaccountable and corrupt 
autocrats, replete with numerous “security” services and the ability to skim 
billions in American and European aid into the bank accounts of the Fatah 
leadership and their families. In exchange, the Palestinians were supposed 
to cease terrorism and promote peace rather than foment hatred for Jews 
and Israelis in the official media and schools they control. 
 That is something they have consistently refused to do. 
 Of course, Abbas’s obituary for Oslo is 15 years too late. The accords 
collapsed in 2000 when then Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Barak and 
President Bill Clinton offered Arafat an independent state in almost all of 
the West Bank, a share of Jerusalem, and Gaza. Arafat turned them down 
and launched a terrorist war of attrition known as the second intifada. He 
turned down another such deal in 2001, and Abbas fled the negotiating 
table in 2008 when Ehud Olmert made an even more generous offer in 
2008. In 2014, Abbas blew up another round of negotiations when he 
trashed Oslo again by seeking to go around the U.S.-led talks by asking the 
UN to recognize Palestinian independence. 
 So there’s nothing actually new here except for the incendiary nature of 
Abbas’s rhetoric. Nor did Abbas mention that fact that his Fatah Party 
hasn’t governed part of the putative Palestinian state in eight years. Israel 
withdrew completely from Gaza in 2005 as part of Ariel Sharon’s 
disastrous peace experiment. Hamas seized control of the strip in 2007 and 
has since used it as a terrorist launching pad for rocket and cross-border 
attacks. Those wondering what an independent Palestinian state would look 
like in practice need only ponder the reality of Gaza which operates as such 
a sovereign entity in all but name, albeit under the rule of an Islamist terror 
group backed by Iran. If the Palestinian goal was just statehood, they could 
have had it a long time ago. Instead, they have stuck to their refusal to 
recognizing the legitimacy of a Jewish state no matter where its borders are 
drawn because to do so would mean ending a conflict they intend to 
continue so long as Israel exists. 
 Nor do the other alleged Israeli outrages detailed in Abbas’ speech 
amount to a reason for the international community to grant Abbas’s 
wishes. 
 Contrary to his assertions, Israel has not altered the status quo on the 
Temple Mount in Jerusalem. To the contrary, it is the Palestinians who are 
seeking to exclude Jewish visitors to the holiest site in Judaism. Abbas has 
cynically sought to exploit this issue in order to whip up Palestinian 
resentment of Jews as part of his failing effort to compete with Hamas. 
Though he is doomed to always fall short in a contest based on which group 
is more hostile to Israel, he has nonetheless not hesitated to endorse 
terrorism and to encourage the upsurge in small-scale attacks on Jews in 
Jerusalem and the West Bank. 
 Nor do his complaints about checkpoints in the West Bank (which 
Israel relaxed in the last year) or the blockade of the Hamas terror state in 
Gaza ring true. Those measures, along with the construction of the West 
Bank security fence, are a response to the constant threat of Palestinian 
terrorism that was supposed to cease in 1993. 
 But the real reason why the international community should yawn at 
Abbas’s threat is that he will never cease cooperation with Israel because, 
without it, he and Fatah are finished. Now serving the 11th year of the four-
year term as president of the PA, Abbas relies on Israel for security to 
ensure against a Hamas coup as well as for the money he needs to keep his 
kleptocracy propped up. Though he is always threatening to resign or to 
dissolve the PA, it will never happen because that would mean the end of 
Fatah’s ability to control West Bank life and leave the area open to Hamas. 
 But though none of this will change the situation on the ground, 
Abbas’s bluff might influence President Obama to abandon Israel at the 
United Nations. If the United States signals that it will no longer veto a 
resolution recognizing Palestinian independence in the Security Council 
that would fit nicely with Obama’s desire for more daylight between the 
U.S. and Israel as well as constitute revenge for the Netanyahu 
government’s stand on the Iran nuclear deal. But it would also pave the way 
for more chaos and violence as well as undermine America’s dwindling 
prestige since it is the guarantor of an Oslo process that Abbas and the PA 
have consistently flouted. Tempting as it may be for an administration that 
is increasingly hostile to Israel, being fooled by Abbas in this manner 
would be a disaster for American diplomacy and not advance the cause of 
peace one bit. 

 It remains to be seen whether Obama is sufficiently motivated by 
animus for Netanyahu to fall for Abbas’s bluff. But other than that 
dangerous possibility, the world would do well to ignore Abbas latest 
attempt to avoid doing the one thing that might bring the Palestinians a 
state: negotiate in good faith with Israel and recognize Israel’s legitimacy 
as a Jewish state.    (CommentaryMagazine.com Sep 30) 
 

 
The Iran Deal Isn’t Stabilizing       By Michael Rubin 

Both President Barack Obama and Secretary of State John Kerry have 
suggested that they believe the Leadership of the Islamic Republic of Iran 
will use its $100+ billion windfall to the benefit of its citizens. After all, if 
the United States received a windfall equivalent to one-third of its Gross 
Domestic Product, Obama and the Congress would be like little kids in a 
candy store, pumping money into all sorts of pork and projects. Such a 
belief, however, reflected a combination of ignorance and naïveté about 
Iran. Between 2000 and 2005, the European Union tried to cultivate and 
moderate Iran with trade. At the same time, the price of oil skyrocketed. 
Hassan Rouhani, as chairman of the Supreme National Security Council, 
helped divert almost 70 percent of the hard currency windfall into Iran’s 
then-covert nuclear enrichment and ballistic missile programs. In addition, 
much of Iran’s manufacturing and heavy industry is under the control of 
the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC) or its proxies. The IRGC 
cares little for the livelihood of ordinary Iranians; its mission instead is to 
promote and guard the Islamic Republic’s revolutionary fervor. 
 Perhaps this debate was academic. Kerry’s staff wanted so hard to 
believe that they were the vanguard of a new era. They ignored previous 
efforts at peace, and the lessons learned by failed outreach during the 
Carter, Reagan, George H.W. Bush, Clinton, and George W. Bush 
presidencies. Kerry and team were too busy imagining who might play 
them in the movies to consider that Supreme Leader Ali Khamenei and 
Rouhani, the regime’s “Mr. Fix-It” might instead be playing them for 
fools. 
 There is no longer any doubt. Empowering the Islamic Republic 
brings not peace and reconciliation, but rather weapons proliferation and 
regional instability. Less than a month ago, in a single day, the Iranian and 
Russian press were full of stories about new arms deals and military 
cooperation. That has become, unfortunately, the rule rather than the 
exception. 
 The Russian press has now announced almost $21 billion in sales of 
aircraft and space equipment by Russia to Iran. Iran’s space program has 
long been cover for ballistic missile development. Even if Tehran’s 
intentions were pure, such a large purchase, if true, suggests that Iran’s 
first post-sanctions priority is not bettering the lives of ordinary people. 
 Then, of course, there has been Khamenei and the Iranian regime 
leadership’s response to the tragedy in Mecca. Make no mistake, Saudi 
authorities deserve blame for the stampede that killed more than 700 
pilgrims, including more than 100 Iranians. Saudi attempts to blame 
undisciplined African pilgrims are about comforting as a Saudi pledge 
never to make the same mistake four times. But rather than mourn the 
victims and come together at a time of tragedy, Iranian authorities have 
sought to pour fuel on the fire. Substitute Tehran Friday Prayer Leader 
Ayatollah Mohammed Kashani suggested that the Organization of Islamic 
Cooperation should strip Saudi Arabia of authority to coordinate the Hajj, 
in effect erasing Saudi sovereignty over Mecca and Medina. Kashani, of 
course, speaks not as an individual but instead as an appointed 
representative of Khamenei himself. 
 So, Iran reportedly purchases billions of dollars in arms and, before 
the ink is dry on its agreements, declares its intention first to eradicate 
Israel and then to erase Saudi authority over two of its largest cities. That’s 
about as much a formula for stability as the 1938 Anchluss — Germany’s 
annexation of Austria — was. 
 Regardless, the deal is done. Obama gambled, and lost. It’s time to 
cease the insistence that the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action will 
usher in a new era of peace in the Middle East and recognize that Obama 
and Kerry have effectively lit the fuse. Alas, political spin and denial 
simply pours fuel on the fire.    (CommentaryMagazine.com Sep 27) 
 

 
Cheap Populism is not an Alternative       By Haim Shine 
 Isaac Herzog, leader of the so-called "Zionist Union," has begun 
showing signs of distress from his seat as leader of the opposition. Many 
Israelis feel that there is no true opposition to the government and what 
passes as an opposition is mired in a battle between Herzog and Yesh Atid 
leader Yair Lapid as each tries to create the most headlines in the shortest 
amount of time. 
 The virtual media world is apparently more important to Herzog and 
Lapid than reality itself. If the media elected the prime minister, the two 
would have a much easier time. But in Israel, the public elects its leaders 
and the media does not have much impact. How else can one explain the 
Right's repeated electoral victories, despite the media's clear preference for 
the Left? 



 Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu is engaged in significant moves 
regarding the future of our region and the results of these initiatives will 
soon materialize. New tunes are being heard from near and far, giving hope 
for some order in the Middle East. This will not be Shimon Peres' vision of 
a "new Middle East," but rather a new reality guided by logic and shared 
interests. 
 In a rapidly changing world, all Herzog can do is worry about the 
predicament of farmers, who, he claims, suffer from high water prices and 
excessive bureaucracy. Also, according to Herzog, there is an acute 
shortage of food products in grocery stores throughout Israel. 
 True, the government should help the agricultural sector, but Herzog's 
decision to make this his main focus illustrates his deficiencies in 
judgement and sense of proportionality. 
 Herzog's statements give the impression that he does not live in Israel 
and is not familiar with daily life here. According to him, the citizens of 
Israel are desperately roaming grocery stores in search of fruit, vegetables 
and meat. From his words, one might think Israelis are like the famished 
Syrian and Libyan refugees waiting on the borders of Hungary and Croatia, 
begging for food. 
 I recommend that Herzog use the intermediate days of Sukkot to visit 
one of the many grocery stores across Israel and be astonished by the 
abundance of products on the shelves. He will see people pushing carts, 
heavily loaded with the finest products from Israel and the world. There are 
not many countries that can measure up to Israel's standard of living. 
 It is too bad that Herzog is smearing our country's image just for the 
sake of making the delusional demand that the governing coalition should 
be ousted over a fictitious shortage. 
 Indeed, it is very tough to lead the opposition. One needs to be a true 
leader to present a real alternative to the governing coalition. Before 
becoming prime minister in 1977, the late Menachem Begin patiently led 
the opposition for several decades and always placed the good of the 
country above all else. 
 Begin would never slander the country, not for all the money in the 
world. He criticized the government when there was a need to and 
presented a real alternative. Begin was never interested in newspaper 
headlines. 
 The role of the opposition is not to repeat the same empty slogans, day 
in and day out, urging the resignation of the governing coalition or the 
establishment of commissions of inquiry. A lack of a true opposition 
represents a danger to democracy. 
 I suggest that Herzog and Lapid quit their petty tactics and instead build 
themselves up as real alternatives to Netanyahu. They will not achieve 
victory by the number of headlines they produce. The Israeli public is wise 
enough to discern between meaningful statements and cheap populism. 
Unfortunately, the Left has become an expert in cheap populism. This only 
distances it from ever again regaining power.    (Israel Hayom Sep 29) 
 

 
Israel's Christian Ambassadors        By Jürgen Bühler 
 Israel has no diplomatic relations with Iran or Iraq. On the contrary, 
these countries are in a state of war with Israel. Israel also has no 
diplomatic relations with Indonesia and Malaysia, and this is the situation 
between Israel and other predominantly Islamic or Arab nations, such as 
Guinea. But even so, quietly and under the radar, millions of citizens in 
these countries have become evangelical Christians adopted admiration and 
appreciation to Israel for the Jewish people. The Feast of Tabernacles of the 
International Christian Embassy, held annually in Jerusalem, will host for 
the first time tourists from Egypt and Iraq and give Christians a direct 
connection to the State of Israel and the Jewish people. 
 For most of us, evangelism is identified with the Bible Belt in the 
United States. This picture was true in the 1970s, when evangelical 
Christianity began to grow in the United States. But since then, millions of 
people in Africa, Latin America and Southeast Asia have embraced 
evangelical Christianity. Today, over a third of evangelicals live in sub-
Saharan Africa. And this fact has significance for Israel: A survey 
conducted by the BBC revealed that support for Israel is highest in the 
world in African countries (Ghana, Nigeria and Kenya participated in the 
survey). In addition, some African countries have avoided supporting anti-
Israel resolutions at the U.N. And if that were not enough, a huge 
delegation of 25 lawmakers from the Ivory Coast -- one-tenth of all 
members of parliament -- will come to Jerusalem to attend the Feast of 
Tabernacles. 
 And this trend does not stop in Africa. Malaysia, an Islamic state hostile 
to Israel, is one of the world's largest evangelical centers. In this devout 
Muslim country, the International Christian Embassy is active. This is 
without mentioning the growth of evangelism in China, where there are tens 
of millions of Christians. And all of those Christians have become ardent 
supporters of Israel and ambassadors of the Jewish people. 
 Brazil, the world's largest Catholic country, is also undergoing dramatic 
changes. Evangelicals are gaining in strength and power. In the last 
presidential election, there was an evangelical candidate for the first time -- 
Marina Silva. In the last presidential election the country has faced for the 

first time evangelical candidate, Marina Silva. And also remember the 
"Temple of Solomon," a replica of the Jewish temple, built by a Brazilian 
Christian leader. 
 The International Christian Embassy, of which I am the executive 
director, has an important role in strengthening the relationship between 
tens of millions of believers in countries around the world and Israel. Over 
the years, the International Christian Embassy has organized massive 
support rallies in Israel with audiences of tens of thousands of enthusiastic 
people. Heads of the International Christian Embassy, who have visited 
many African countries, have managed to create personal relationships 
and had opportunities to mediate between leaders of Muslim-majority 
African countries and Israel. All of this could not have happened without 
the changing demographics of Christian Zionism. 
 Thousands of Christian tourists, with diverse cultural backgrounds, 
come every year to Israel from dozens of countries around the world. They 
are all united by one thing -- their love for Israel. It is worth remembering 
this fact, particularly when Israel faces international criticism.    
The writer is the executive director of the International Christian Embassy 
Jerusalem.     (Israel Hayom Sep 30) 
 

 
Canada Should Welcome Syrian Refugees, Carefully    By Tarek Fatah 

The Syrian migrant famously tripped by a Hungarian TV 
camerawoman on September 8 has been identified by Syrian Kurdish 
rebels as a member of Al-Qaeda's Syrian franchise. 
  The video showing a Hungarian camerawoman tripping a Syrian 
refugee as he ran across an open field on the Hungary-Serbia border sent a 
wave of revulsion across the world. 
 Her television network fired her. On the other hand, her victim was 
offered a job by the football club Real Madrid in Spain. This was poetic 
justice unfolding in real life. 
 However, what appeared to be a happy ending has now taken a new 
twist. No sooner did his name and picture flash across social media then a 
Kurdish-based political party in Syria identified him as a member of the 
jihadi Nusra Front. 
 The Syrian Democratic Union Party (PYD) is one of Syria's major 
opposition parties and is banned by the government of dictator Basher al-
Assad. It said on its website the refugee had fought alongside the Nusra 
Front before leaving Syria with his family, earlier this year. 
 I reached out to him for comment through his new employer, Real 
Madrid, but the club's public relations office told me: "We receive all kind 
of opinions concerning these matters, and we acknowledge them, but we 
cannot nor should (we) take a stance on any of them." I was not able to 
reach him directly for comment. 
 To be clear, no country has laid any charges against him in relation to 
allegations he belonged to a terrorist group, and I have no knowledge if 
they are true. 
 That said, this does illustrate the concerns of those advocating for 
thorough background security checks of all future Syrian refugees coming 
to Canada. 
 40% of British Muslims support introducing sharia in parts of the UK. 
  Many in Canada have invoked the 1956 Hungarian refugee crisis, the 
1968 Czech refugee crisis, and the 1978 Vietnamese Boat People crisis as 
shining examples of how Canada reached out to those fleeing dictatorial 
regimes. 
 But this is different. In those crises we knew the people we welcomed 
to Canada hated our enemies and were committed to the West's values of 
democracy, freedom, and individual liberty. They embraced our values 
while retaining their own faith and cultures. 
 This may also be true of the Kurds, Iranians, Yazidis, Darfuris, and 
Baloch who wish to flee the tyranny of Islamism and embrace Canada and 
the West, and of the vast majority of Muslim refugees. But it cannot be 
said of any radical Islamists who seek refuge in the West. 
 We must not allow Syrian refugees to be manipulated by Islamists 
already in our midst. 
  Take Britain. Despite the fact many were born in the UK, 40% of 
British Muslims surveyed by the Telegraph newspaper said they backed 
introducing sharia in parts of Britain, while 20% felt sympathy with the 
motives of the London July 7 bombers. 
 We will now rightfully open our doors to 10,000 Syrian refugees. 
 But let us not repeat the mistakes made by other countries and allow 
our refugees to be manipulated by Islamists already in our midst. 
 Let us make sure that before Islamist organizations and mosques 
poison their minds, they are introduced to Sir Wilfrid Laurier, Sir John A. 
Macdonald, Pierre Trudeau, Tommy Douglas, and to Voltaire and 
Rousseau. 
 Let us help them understand the futility of armed jihad and sharia as 
public law. Let us heed the warning by Hans-Georg Maassen, president of 
Germany's domestic intelligence services, who said Tuesday: "There is a 
big worry that Islamists in Germany, on the pretext of offering 
humanitarian help, could try to take advantage of the migrants' situation to 
convert and recruit those seeking asylum."    (Toronto Sun Sep 22)  


