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Events… 

 
Sunday, November 15, 7:30pm 
 Rav Yosef Zvi Rimon, founder of JobKatif, and Rabbinic Head of the 
Jerusalem College of Technology, will speak on “IDF, Ethics and the 
Fight Against Terrorism”, at Shaarei Shomayim. 
 
Sunday, November 29, 7pm 
 Event commemorating 40 years of Jewish resettlement of Judea and 
Samaria, featuring Daniella Weiss and Malachi Levinger, at Shaarei 
Shomayim. 
  

 

Quote of the Week… 

 
"The labelling of products of the Jewish state by the European Union 

brings back dark memories. Europe should be ashamed of itself. It took an 
immoral decision. Of the hundreds of territorial conflicts around the world, 
it chose to single out Israel and Israel alone, while it's fighting with its back 
against the wall against the wave of terror. The European Union is not 
going to hurt the Israeli economy. It's strong enough to weather this, but it's 
the Palestinian workers in Israeli enterprises in Judea and Samaria that will 
be hurt. This will not advance peace; it will certainly not advance truth and 
justice. It's wrong. Europe should be ashamed of itself."    

- Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu    (PMO Nov 11) 
 

 

Commentary… 

 
The EU's Immoral Move        By Gerald M. Steinberg 
   The new product labeling guidelines published by the European Union 
on Wednesday will not bring down businesses in Judea and Samaria, the 
Golan Heights and east Jerusalem. These businesses may lose a few 
European customers, but the economic damage will not be significant. 
Britain has had such guidelines in place for several years already, with no 
visible economic consequences. So why did the Europeans do what they 
did, and why is it vital that Israel respond?  
 The move was a political and ideological one, part of a strategy crafted 
by several European officials, in collaboration with political NGOs, to 
impose the EU's will on the Israeli public. Europe's discriminatory 
campaign to label products, based on the claim that Israel "violates 
international law," began many years ago. In 2001, the EU supported the 
U.N.'s infamous World Conference against Racism in Durban, South Africa 
-- an event at which hundreds of NGOs adopted the boycott, divestment and 
sanctions strategy against Israel, which they deemed to be an apartheid state 
deserving of complete international isolation. 
 As part of its effort to dictate Israeli policies, the EU funds groups, 
often with one-sided political agendas, who involve themselves in the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict. In exchange for EU funding, these groups 
produce "reports" and "analyses" related to human rights and international 
law that reflect the virulent biases of their leaders and employees. Via this 
funding, which is provided both directly and indirectly (through aid 
organizations), European governments enable the continued actions of the 
same BDS movement they officially oppose. 
 These groups, such as Christian Aid and the International Federation 
for Human Rights, engaged in a massive lobbying campaign to push the EU 
to label Israeli settlement products. This is part of a broader "stages" plan. 
In their eyes, the labeling of settlement products is the initial move toward a 
wider boycott of all entities that conduct activities in Judea and Samaria, 
the Golan Heights and east Jerusalem. The ultimate goal of these groups is 

a comprehensive 
boycott of Israel, 
regardless of its 
borders. 
 The groups that promoted the 
product labels have already described 
it a "first step" and called for "tougher 
sanctions." Some have said the 
labeling was not enough and the EU 

was legally obligated to do more. The European Council on Foreign 
Relations (an EU-linked think tank) went the furthest, calling for the 
policy to be extended to additional business sectors and the realm of 
sports. According to this view, "differentiation" must be reflected in EU 
policy, even though the idea was discussed and rejected in negotiations 
between Israel and the EU. 
 It took Israeli governments a long time to realized the EU's strategy 
was mostly political, not economic, and to figure out an effective 
counterstrategy. As in any form of warfare, the counteroffensive must be 
multi-dimensional. Israel must mobilize allies in the EU -- lawmakers, 
journalists and academics who oppose the cynical exploitation of human 
rights values. In the U.S., a bipartisan effort has been launched against the 
EU's move, and this effort must be supported by Israel. International 
bodies, such as the World Trade Organization, can be used as platforms to 
exact a heavy price from the European officials and NGOs (including 
perhaps even fines on the EU) behind the immoral product labeling move.   
(Israel Hayom Nov 12) 
  

 
What Ordinary Palestinians Think about Jews, Israel and Violence 
By Daniel Polisar 

Since early last month, more than 80 attacks by Palestinians have 
claimed the lives of a dozen Israelis and wounded nearly 200. The 
perpetrators, generally "lone wolves," have commandeered kitchen knives 
or cars en route to stabbing or running over as many civilians and soldiers 
as they could until being disabled or killed themselves. 
 Struck by the difference between these incidents and the well-
orchestrated shootings, suicide bombings and rocket attacks aimed at 
Israelis over the last decade and a half, commentators have focused on the 
motivations of the individual attackers or on a campaign of incitement by 
Palestinian leaders. Glaringly absent from the discussion, however, is a 
serious attempt to understand the perspectives of ordinary Palestinians, 
and how those views might shape the atmosphere in which teenagers 
decide to become "suicide knifers," and politicians and clerics who feel 
comfortable leveling seemingly outrageous accusations against Israel. 

Yet Palestinian public opinion is not a mystery. Many reputable 
experts have conducted surveys in the West Bank and Gaza Strip since the 
Israel-PLO accords of 1993. Over the last year, I headed a research team 
that analyzed public opinion about Jews, Israel, peace and violence as 
reflected in more than 350 surveys carried out by four Palestinian 
institutes and half a dozen international pollsters. 
 The bottom line is all too easy to state: The recent attacks reflect a 
perspective widely shared in Palestinian society, which sees such actions 
as morally justified and worthy of support. 
  This worldview is built in part on a fundamental rejection of a Jewish 
connection to the historical land of Israel. In a 2011 Greenberg Quinlan 
Rosner survey conducted for the Israel Project, Palestinians were asked 
whether it was morally right or wrong to deny that "Jews have a long 
history in Jerusalem going back thousands of years." Seventy-two percent 
said it was right. In parallel, 90% deemed it wrong to deny that Palestinian 
history in Jerusalem goes back thousands of years. In a 2015 survey by 
David Pollock of the Washington Institute for Near East Policy, 83% of 
Palestinians asserted — regarding the area from the Jordan River to the 
Mediterranean Sea — that "this is Palestinian land and Jews have no rights 
to it"; only 12% agreed that "both Jews and Palestinians have rights to the 
land." 
 Most Palestinians also believe Israel wants to drive them out entirely, 
especially from the Temple Mount in Jerusalem, where the Al-Aqsa 
mosque and the Dome of the Rock stand. Since Israel captured this area in 
1967, Muslims have been allowed to visit it and pray at its mosques 
regularly, while Jews are restricted in their visits, have no place for group 
worship and are forbidden from praying there. Last year, a few Israeli 
politicians proposed relaxing these restrictions, but Prime Minister 
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Benjamin Netanyahu repeatedly declared the status quo would not change, 
and his government has acted accordingly. 
 Yet when the Palestinian Center for Policy and Survey Research, 
known as PSR, asked on four occasions about Israel's intentions, 20% of 
Palestinians said Israel would allow Jews to establish a synagogue next to 
Al-Aqsa mosque, and a stunning 51% declared that Israel would "destroy 
Al-Aqsa and Dome of the Rock mosques and build a synagogue in their 
place." 
 The combination, as Palestinians see it, of a lack of a Jewish claim to 
the land with Israel's imagined, diabolical plans to dispossess the Arabs 
provides fertile ground for justifying radical actions. This helps explain 
Palestinian rejection of the pejorative "terrorism" to describe Arab attacks 
on Israelis. 
 In a December 2001 poll, 98% labeled as terrorism Baruch Goldstein's 
killing of 29 Palestinians in Hebron in 1994, but only 15% applied that term 
to Palestinian suicide bombings that killed 21 Israelis at a Tel Aviv 
nightclub in 2001. This attitude carries over to attacks on Westerners more 
generally, as 53% of Palestinians declined to call the 9/11 attacks terrorism. 
And, according to the Arab Barometer, a project of American and Middle 
Eastern universities and research centers, similar majorities refused to apply 
that term to the deadly attacks by Islamists a few years later in Madrid and 
London. 
 Palestinians' readiness to justify attacks on civilians also emerges from 
surveys of Muslim countries by the Pew Research Center. In six polls 
during the last decade, an average of 59% of Palestinians backed the view 
that "suicide bombing and other forms of violence against civilian targets 
are justified in order to defend Islam from its enemies" — making them the 
pacesetters on that question in every survey. 
 Since the Jerusalem Media and Communications Center began asking 
Palestinians in 2001, "How do you feel toward suicide-bombing operations 
against Israeli civilians?" support has exceeded opposition by an average of 
20 points. In a December 2014 PSR poll that prefigured the recent attacks, 
78% expressed support for the "increase in Jerusalem and the rest of the 
West Bank in attempts to stab or run over Israelis." 
 Depressing as they are, these results can neither be dismissed nor 
wished away. The pollsters responsible for them follow best practices in 
designing and carrying out their surveys, have replicated one another's 
findings and have revealed a pattern largely consistent for a decade and a 
half. Far from acting alone, today's perpetrators are reflecting attitudes in 
their communities that have become entrenched over time. The process of 
altering them can only begin once they are recognized for what they are: a 
potent obstacle to a peaceful resolution of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.    
(LA Times Nov 10) 
The writer, provost of Shalem College in Jerusalem, researches and writes 
on Palestinian society and politics. A longer version of this article, "What 
Do Palestinians Want?," was recently published in the online journal of 
Jewish thought and opinion, Mosaic Magazine. mosaicmagazine.com 
  

 
Europe is Marking us Again      By Boaz Bismuth 
 Let's hope the European Union's ambassador to Israel, Lars Faaborg-
Andersen, believes Israelis are naive, otherwise we might suspect he thinks 
they -- I mean, we -- are idiots. 
 Because there is no other way to understand his explanations that 
labeling Israeli products made across the Green Line and the Golan Heights 
is neither punitive nor discriminatory, but is a mere technicality, that could 
even increase their demand. That, Mr. Ambassador, is called the height of 
hypocrisy. 
 Ambassador Faaborg-Andersen wants to calm us down: The European 
decision on Wednesday has nothing to do, in his estimation, with the 
boycott, divestment and sanctions movement. No, Mr. Ambassador, it is 
worse than that. The decision was made by an official government body, 
the EU. The decision made by the hypocritical EU strengthens, incentivizes 
and encourages the BDS movement, some of whose members receive 
funding from the EU. 
 It's as if Europe doesn't understand the damage the BDS movement 
seeks to cause us. Europe also fails to understand just how much it is 
contributing to this movement with its decision to label Israeli products. 
Europe needs to remember that the BDS movement is fighting against the 
"occupation," for the return of refugees, and against the idea of a Jewish 
state. With its decision yesterday, Europe has fallen in line with the BDS 
movement. So, thank you Europe. You have marked us in the past; we're 
used to it already. 
 The honorable European ambassador needs to understand that Israelis, 
the overwhelming majority of them, are not willing to accept the marking 
of their goods, regardless of where they are made. The fate of the relevant 
borders will be determined through negotiations -- certainly not by Europe. 
Incidentally, history has taught us that the EU has had a hard enough time 
determining the borders of its own members. Let's make a deal, darling 

Europe: After you have finished solving the issue of Cyprus' borders and 
the non-violent conflict between Spain and Britain over Gibraltar -- which 
has persisted for over 200 years now -- then talk to us. 
 Let's get back to the BDS movement. Europe in recent years has 
funded the activities of various NGOs that have called on EU countries to 
impose economic sanctions on Israel. Some of these organizations have 
recommended, among other things, labeling settlement products as an 
initial step. That sounds promising. 
 My friend Professor Gerald Steinberg, president of the watchdog 
group NGO Monitor, was right to remind us yesterday that the Palestinian 
organization Al-Haq -- which receives funding from the governments of 
Great Britain, Germany, Sweden, Belgium, Holland, Switzerland, 
Denmark, Ireland, Norway, Spain, and the United Nations -- declares that 
labeling farm goods and cosmetics from settlements is a temporary 
measure ahead of comprehensively banning all goods made across the 
Green Line. The plan is first to label, then to boycott. 
 There are more than 200 territorial conflicts in the world today. For 
some reason Israel has the "privilege" of being the only country whose 
goods are marked. 
 Additionally, the EU is completely disregarding the fact that Israel is 
presently coping with a wave of terror, and that not only does such a 
decision fail to encourage negotiations, it fosters more radicalization. Has 
anyone over there in the EU, among the clerks working in their sterile 
laboratory conditions, sought for a moment to inquire who is employed at 
these factories in Judea and Samaria? 
 It needs to be understood that the EU decision is trivial. Israel won't 
fall because of it. The problems are primarily branding and political. 
Think for a moment how short a path it is between banning settlement 
products and banning Israeli products in general. 
 The Western Sahara, Tibet and Kashmir are disputed conflict areas. 
The fishing industry in the Western Sahara provides Europe with quality, 
tasty fish, including wonderful grouper. Pray tell, Mr. European 
Ambassador, when is the EU planning on labeling its first Western 
Saharan grouper?    (Israel Hayom Nov 12) 
 

 
Destruction is not the only option     By Avi Mimran 
 The sad story of Ayelet Hashachar synagogue began 20 years ago. 
Givat Ze'ev, a community northwest of Jerusalem, then numbered a few 
hundred religious and traditional families. A group of residents decided to 
build another synagogue for the growing community, and found land at 
the bottom of the hill that gives the place its name ("Givat Ze'ev" means 
"Ze'ev's hill").  
 The land belonged to one Raba al-Latif from the nearby village of Jib. 
The synagogue founders claim that they bought the land from al-Latif in 
1991 for 67,000 shekels (then about $29,000, equivalent to $50,600 
today).  
 Construction of the synagogue began in 1998, and it was inaugurated 
two years later. After eight quiet years, al-Latif and members of the Yesh 
Din rights organization petitioned the High Court of Justice, claiming that 
the synagogue had been built on stolen land. The High Court rejected the 
petition and the case was closed, but Yesh Din filed an appeal, and the 
police re-opened the investigation and discovered that the signatures of the 
purchaser and the seller were the same. That discovery sent the petitioners 
back to the High Court, which in 2014 issued demolition orders for the 
synagogue.  
 Worshippers tried to buy the land from its owner, but al-Latif died that 
year and his heirs refused to sell it, possibly because they were being 
pressured, and the court order remained in place.  

Even if the High Court ruling is correct from a legal perspective, the 
petition itself is rooted in a deep desire to see the synagogue destroyed. 
The land will remain uncultivated, since it remains under the jurisdiction 
of the Israel Land Authority and within the Givat Ze'ev fence. 
 Al-Latif will never be able to work it or build on it. But the Yesh Din 
organization's desire to see the synagogue razed has overcome the desire 
to restore "stolen land" to its owners.  
 The venerable court could have ordered that the land be legally 
purchased, a process the synagogue members tried to launch, with funds 
equivalent to the value of the property being transferred to al-Latif's heirs 
and the worshippers paying the legal costs, a fine and interest, which 
would leave the synagogue in place and end the matter to everyone's 
satisfaction. But Yesh Din, which encouraged and helped with the 
petition, repeatedly demanded "demolition." Even if the land will never be 
used and will yield only weeds and thistles, the "demolition" must be 
executed.  
 My heart goes out to you, my dear worshippers. You have ties to the 
holy place you built. The names of your parents and loved ones are carved 
into its stones. You built its walls, you kissed the Torah scrolls and the 
holy ark every day. You celebrated bar mitzvahs and circumcision 



ceremonies there. The sound of the shofar rang out inside those walls every 
Rosh Hashanah, and your tears fell onto the prayer books. And when a 
bulldozer rolls over your life's work, the heart of the people of Israel will be 
with you. Senseless destruction. Here, in the Jewish state, a synagogue is 
being demolished as if it were a terrorist's home.  
 However, despite the sobbing, the broken cries of the elderly and the 
silent tears from the women's section of the synagogue, never forget that we 
are brothers. That Torah scroll, being taken out for the last time, is what 
teaches us that our way is the way of kindness and our path is the path of 
peace. Violence is not an option. Together we will funnel the energy of pain 
and destruction into hope and positivity, and within a few days a new 
synagogue will go up next to the old one. It will stand proudly and 
commemorate its fallen brother. Even when there is no justice, there is a 
judge.   (Israel Hayom Nov 11) 
The writer is a presenter on ultra-Orthodox radio station Kol Chai 
 

 
The Rise of the Child Terrorist        By Boaz Bismuth 
   Wars have never been pretty. People are maimed and killed. Children 
are orphaned and spouses are widowed. It is precisely for this reason that 
wars, over time, have been relegated to the adult sphere: because children 
need to be children. Indeed, some are less innocent than others. But they are 
still children. 
 The Palestinian Authority still has not internalized what the role of the 
child should be in a conflict. In the Palestinian Authority, just as in the 
Gaza Strip, they don't understand that children shouldn't play any role at all. 
 A child has the privilege of being a child, regardless of origin, religion 
or skin color. A child is supposed to be innocent. So why in hell did we see 
two children trying to stab Jews to death again on Tuesday? 
 The video from the Jerusalem light rail on Tuesday shows two children, 
one of whom less than 12 years old, assaulting a Jewish security guard with 
knives. It is an appalling and terrifying sight. 
 In the video we can see everything, except for the innocence of a child. 
We don't see two children. We see two terrorists. We see two murderers. 
 Those who try to excuse this grave incident by blaming the 
"occupation" are wrong and misleading. It isn't the "occupation" sending 
children with knives to kill Jews. Palestinian incitement is sending them, 
efficiently and persistently. 
 Those who send their children to summer camps where they learn about 
defending mosques and becoming shahids need not feign surprise that they 
have raised a terrorist in their home. This is what the children are taught at 
the Al-Aqsa summer camp, for example. And there are many others just 
like it, run by mosque preachers who don't exactly devote time to things 
like sports and games. At the same time, Hamas-run summer camps have 
been a huge success in Gaza. So is anyone really surprised to see child 
terrorists? 
 It's abundantly clear already that the Israeli-Palestinian conflict isn't the 
root of all the Middle East's afflictions. In truth, the violence in Syria, Iraq 
and Yemen fan the flames of violence here. Is the knife wielded by an 
Islamic State thug any different than the knife wielded by a 12-year-old 
boy? To our sorrow, both knives are aimed to kill. 
 Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, during his meeting with U.S. 
President Barack Obama at the White House on Monday, reiterated his 
commitment to the two-state idea. True, there are conditions: recognition of 
Israel as a Jewish state and a demilitarized Palestinian state. It's hard to 
argue that these demands are so unreasonable as to justify the other side 
sending children to kill. 
 Before he signed the Oslo Accords, Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin 
demanded of Yasser Arafat that he put an end to incitement in Palestinian 
schools. 
 Rabin understood why. Evidently, ending the incitement was just one 
more thing that never came to pass. All we can do now is wonder whether a 
state can actually be built on child terrorists.    (Israel Hayom Nov 11) 
 

 
Netanyahu Tries Bringing Back the Dems        By Richard Baehr 
   On the most important foreign policy vote in a decade, on an issue with 
enormous consequence for Israel, Republican members of Congress were 
100% opposed to the Iran nuclear agreement.  
 On the other hand, almost all of AIPAC's supposed great Democratic 
friends in Congress did not have the guts to oppose their fellow party 
member, President Barack Obama, and the ministrations of his "whips," 
Sen. Dick Durbin and House Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi. In the Senate, 
only four of 46 Democrats voted against the nuclear agreement, and only 
one, New Jersey's Robert Menendez, risked the wrath and vindictiveness of 
the administration by also speaking out in opposition.  
 This week, Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu was in the United 
States for the Jewish Federations General Assembly in Washington. It was 
also his first visit with Obama following the Iran nuclear deal and his 

controversial appearance before a joint session of Congress, which was 
boycotted by about a quarter of all Democratic House and Senate 
members. Netanyahu has a sophisticated understanding of American 
politics, and is aware that damage has been done to the historic bipartisan 
support for Israel.  
 A strong argument can be made that since Obama became president 
the two major parties have grown further apart, and that Israel has become 
just one more issue on which the partisan divide has sharpened. Obama 
clearly has accelerated this development. 
 The president welcomed the growth of the left-wing anti-Israel group J 
Street and supported its goal of pulling leftist Democrats away from 
AIPAC. J Street calls itself pro-Israel and pro-peace, but its official 
positions and public presentations at its conferences are always critical of 
Israel and supportive of Palestinian, or at times Iranian, demands of Israel. 
J Street and Saeb Erekat of the Palestinian Authority are on the same page 
regarding the settlements in Judea and Samaria and the "occupation." The 
boycotters of Netanyahu's talk to the joint meeting of Congress were 
almost all Congressional Black Caucus members (who have supported 
every Obama directive and initiative since he took office) or J Street-
supported Democrats, who have become much more pronounced in their 
distancing themselves from AIPAC and the traditional bipartisan pro-
Israel consensus. The J Street Democrats have been happy to play both 
sides in one arena of course -- claiming their allegiance to both AIPAC 
and J Street for the purpose of collecting campaign funds from supporters 
in each group.  
 On his current trip to the U.S., Netanyahu has been trying to make it 
easier for Democrats to come back into the fold. One might think the 
Democrats would look for ways to do this, rather than have to follow 
Netanyahu's lead, especially given the upcoming presidential elections in 
2016. America in 2016, however, is not the America of a few decades ago, 
and as the Democratic Party moves ever further to the left, the criticism, 
and in some cases outright hatred of Israel, has become more pronounced 
among an increasing portion of the party. Now pro-Israel Democrats have 
to explain why they continue to hold that position in a party dominated by 
appeals to other ethnic groups (sometimes referred to as "rising 
America").  
 Jews comprised 4% of all Americans half a century ago, but are now 
2% of the population and have a declining share with each passing 
election. Powerful groups on the Left provide funding and manpower to 
Democratic campaigns: labor unions, especially public sector unions; the 
entertainment industry; environmentalists; the gay community; pro-
abortion groups; and a significant number of very wealthy corporate and 
Wall Street individuals who are either solidly liberal themselves or 
hedging their political bets (think Goldman Sachs and the big banks). 
Jewish campaign support for the Democratic Party remains significant, but 
only a modest portion of this can be identified as pro-Israel funding.  
 In Republicans campaigns, pro-Israel identification is associated with 
a much higher share of Jewish funding, particularly among the biggest 
financial backers of the party. In essence, Jewish Democrats may 
contribute to Hillary Clinton, but support for Israel is issue number nine in 
their constellation, if it is on their radar at all. Meanwhile, among Jewish 
Republicans, support for Israel is often the primary reason for their 
support of the party. 
 During his trip to the U.S., the prime minister told the federations 
assembly that he supports a bigger role for the Conservative and Reform 
movements in Israel. These movements, the largest among the American 
Jewish community, are quite small in Israel, and there is much friction 
between them and the Orthodox, who dominate the religious sphere in the 
country. In a recent vote, which on its face appeared totally 
uncontroversial, Reform and Conservative World Zionist Congress 
delegates voted against a resolution stipulating that Jews are indigenous to 
the land of Israel. 
 A prominent Conservative rabbi explained to me after the vote that if 
the Orthodox line up one way, Reform and Conservative delegations tend 
to line up the other way at the WZC, and that is a good part of the 
explanation for what happened (the resolution was also submitted very late 
at the meeting). One hardly needs external enemies, who are of course 
everywhere and growing, when major religious groups within Judaism 
engage in this type of contrarian behavior. The Reform and Conservative 
movements are largely made up of liberals and supporters of the 
Democratic Party (probably 75-80% in each case, maybe higher among 
Reform Jews). Orthodox Jews are about as solidly in support of 
Republicans, and while their numbers and share of all Jewish Americans is 
rapidly growing, they are a much younger population and probably 
represent no more than 10% of Jewish American voters. Netanyahu's fig 
leaf of peace to the two movements at the assembly will make it easier for 
some on the Left to forgive him for his alleged transgressions -- like not 
working hard enough for peace and for his supposed disrespect toward 
Obama.  



 Netanyahu's meeting with Obama was also a calculated effort to "bury 
the hatchet" (words no longer acceptable on college campuses), with both 
the leaders recommitting to the stale bromide of an unachievable two-state 
solution. Netanyahu also spoke Tuesday at the Center for American 
Progress, a left-wing think tank closely associated with Hillary Clinton. 
Some staffers were unhappy Netanyahu was invited (the building was no 
longer a "safe space" for Israel haters). Clinton herself penned an article 
that appeared in The Forward, trying to reclaim her pro-Israel credentials. 
 Clinton's history with Israel, while not as obviously problematic as 
Obama's before he took office, has consisted of three distinct periods. These 
include a typically caustic leftist attitude towards Israel before she was 
elected senator in New York in 2000; eight years of "beating the drum" for 
Israel as a senator from America's most Jewish state; then a loyal Obama 
disciple as secretary of state, often as the one to berate Netanyahu, usually 
over some announcement regarding new houses for Jews in some 
community that no one expects Israel to leave even if a peace agreement is 
reached. Just as Clinton lacks her husband's vast political skills, she also 
lacks any of the affection for Israel that Bill Clinton often demonstrated in 
his two terms. 
 What we are seeing now is an attempt to temporarily bandage a wound 
that is new and deep. It serves Netanyahu, and AIPAC and Obama, and 
Hillary Clinton and the Democratic Party, to lower the heat between the 
two countries and paper over their disputes for a while. In reality, 
Netanyahu would be happy to run out the clock and watch these next 14 
months speed by with no more damage to U.S.-Israel relations or to Israel. 
However, if Hillary Clinton wins in 2016, don't be surprised if things don't 
go so smoothly.    (Israel Hayom Nov 12) 
  

 
A Call for Unity and Expressing Outrage        By Isi Leibler 
   The world is experiencing a clash of civilizations, with satanic forces 
seeking to revert to the Dark Ages. The behavior of the Palestinians has 
now descended to such barbaric depths that in a rational world Israel should 
have the unequivocal support of all civilized people. 
 However, hypocritical global leaders, devoid of moral compass, have 
abandoned us. They relate to Israel and those seeking its destruction with 
moral equivalence and opportunistically collaborate with rogue states. 
Moral relativism has paved the way for a realpolitik in the democratic 
world, which no longer relates to concepts such as good and evil.  
 George Orwell undoubtedly could have devoted another book to the 
doublespeak adopted in relation to Israel. Global leaders are not merely 
indifferent to the fact that innocent Israeli citizens are targeted for 
assassination by youngsters transformed into frenzied religious lunatics by 
their leaders. They even condemn Israelis for defending themselves. 
 Western leaders refuse to recognize that in the same way the Nazis 
successfully transformed Germany into a society endorsing genocide, 
Palestinian leaders have inculcated children, from kindergarten onward, 
with the notion that being killed in the process of murdering Jews is the 
highest form of religious martyrdom.  
 Our "peace partner," Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas, 
"blesses the blood" shed in killing Jews, glorifies debased murderers, and 
provides millions of dollars of funds received from foreign governments as 
monthly salaries to those murderers in jail and pensions for their families. 
The blood lust generated by frenzied lies about Jews threatening to destroy 
Al-Aqsa mosque and substituting it with a Jewish temple is promoted 
through the mosques, schools, the media, and via Facebook and other social 
media. 
 Yet, while mayhem prevails as millions of people have been displaced 
from their homes and hundreds of thousands have been butchered in Syria, 
the European Union carries a resolution effectively paving the way for 
sanctions against Israeli products produced over the Green Line. It is a 
shocking reflection on the cynicism of Europeans, whose soil was drenched 
with Jewish blood during the Holocaust, that they so cravenly betray Israel, 
the only democratic state in the Middle East, an oasis of tranquility in a sea 
of barbarism, surrounded by neighbors openly baying for its destruction. 
 Even the president of the United States, our purported ally, contributes 
toward this poison by calling on Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and 
Abbas to reduce the incitement.  
 Israel is on the front lines and must seek more effective means of 
publicizing the fact that the current Palestinian Authority is a criminal 
regime that promotes a culture of death, a barbaric society whose feral 
hatred of Jews and Israel is on a par with Hamas and the Islamic State 
group. 
 We must repeat again and again that the Arab-Israel conflict is not a 
dispute between two peoples over land. The reality is that the Palestinian 
Authority (no less than Hamas) adamantly refuses to recognize Jewish 
sovereignty, as evidenced when both Yasser Arafat and Abbas declined 
even to make counteroffers when Prime Minister Ehud Barak and 
subsequently Prime Minister Ehud Olmert offered 97% of the territories 

previously occupied by the Jordanians.  
 To make the world understand, Israel must focus on two issues: 
national unity and a far more aggressive presentation of our narrative and 
exposure of the criminal nature of our adversaries. 
 National unity is crucial and will immensely strengthen us. It is 
scandalous that in the current circumstances, our government operates on 
the basis of a hairline majority of one, virtually neutralizing any flexibility 
of the prime minister. 
 The fact is that today there is a genuine consensus among Israeli Jews, 
the vast majority of whom believe that to annex the territories and absorb 
millions of additional Arabs would result in a binational state and the end 
of the Zionist dream. In addition, with the absence of a peace treaty and 
security, there is also firm opposition to ceding additional territories to the 
corrupt Palestinian Authority whose hatred of Israel is indistinguishable 
from Hamas, which in the absence of the IDF, would in all likelihood have 
assumed control over territories. 
 Even the prominent left-wing ideologue Professor Shlomo Avineri and 
one of the key architects of the Oslo Accords, Dr. Yossi Beilin, admit that 
those proposals no longer apply as the PA's present leadership has proven 
to be utterly opposed to the existence of a sovereign Jewish state. There is 
also a broad consensus concerning the disastrous agreement consummated 
by the Obama administration with Iran. 
 Under these circumstances, the Zionist political parties should unite to 
face the challenges. Zionist Union leader Isaac Herzog, Yesh Atid head 
Yair Lapid and Yisrael Beytenu chief Avigdor Lieberman all share 
ambitions to become prime minister. But now, if they share any concern 
for the national interest, they should temporarily set aside their personal 
ambitions and unite. Likewise, Prime Minister Netanyahu should make 
every effort to enable them to join his government with dignity.  
 Needless to say, Herzog, Lapid and Lieberman would actually 
enhance their status with voters if they demonstrated a willingness to act 
in the national interest during these critical times instead of behaving like 
petty feuding politicians. 
 A unity government would curtail the continuous calls on Netanyahu 
to be more accommodating when he has already reached a total stalemate 
with the duplicitous Abbas. No other opposition leader has a realistic 
formula for moving beyond Netanyahu's current policies until such time as 
Palestinian leaders arise who are genuinely committed to coexistence. This 
is currently not on the horizon. Indeed, Netanyahu has ceded far beyond 
what the late Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin had repeatedly personally 
pledged were red lines beyond which he would not cross. 
 A unity government would largely neutralize the poisonous 
propaganda emanating from delusional Israeli and Jewish leftists who, 
despite being fringe elements, inflict tremendous damage on Israel's 
standing by dismissing all of Netanyahu's policies as emanating from the 
extreme Right. 
 Such a government would also unite Jews in the Diaspora, many of 
whom are reeling under the pressures they face and would be reassured 
that their support for Israel is not for a narrow government or right-wing 
group, but rather effectively endorses the consensual will of the nation. 
 The second component is a need for the government to revolutionize 
foreign policy and cooperate with Jews and friends of Israel to promote 
Israel's narrative, which is distorted by Arabs and extreme leftist 
propaganda. 
 The Palestinians' cult of death and their ongoing determination to 
destroy Israel must be exposed; they are the underlying reasons why 
negotiations are doomed to fail in the foreseeable future, despite the fact 
that Israel has undertaken to conduct talks without preconditions. 
 We must also repeatedly expose the hypocrisy and double standards 
displayed by Western nations.  
 Many may argue that it is not worth the effort because the power of 
the Arab bloc, anti-Semitism and the prevailing cynical and immoral 
approach adopted by most Western countries in relation to foreign policy 
will transcend truth and morality. Yet, ultimately truth is invariably 
vindicated, and we must exert major efforts to prevent our narrative from 
being distorted and ensure that our own future generations retain their 
national pride and appreciate the morality of our cause. 
 Let us be clear: Israel is confronted by painful challenges. But don't be 
influenced by the prophets of doom. Life goes on in Israel. We have faced 
far greater threats in the past and overcome them. Terrorism dates back 
long before the state was even established and has never ceased.  
 We must also retain a sense of perspective. While each casualty is a 
human tragedy that impacts on the entire nation, far more Israelis are 
killed regularly in road accidents than in terror attacks. It is also important 
to be assured that Israel has never been as strong as it is today, and it has 
the capacity to defend itself and deter the combined forces of all the 
barbarians seeking our destruction.   (Israel Hayom Nov 12) 
 

 


