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Voting on the Basic Issues       By Haim Shine 
   Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu proved on Tuesday evening that 
courage is necessary in public life as well as on the battlefield. There are 
moments in the life of a nation when a leader must look the people squarely 
in the eyes, take a personal risk, and lead a large camp toward fixing what 
is wrong with the state. A government in which ministers' power to 
undermine is inversely proportional to their abilities cannot function. A 
government in which ministerial egos overcome their public responsibilities 
loses its right to exist.  
 The question of who is to blame for the early Knesset elections is 
irrelevant. Elections will cost much less than the economic damage that 
could have been caused had Yair Lapid continued to serve as finance 
minister and the diplomatic and political damage that could have been 
caused had Tzipi Livni continued courting Palestinian Authority President 
Mahmoud Abbas in her attempt to please the American administration. 
Hearing Livni describe herself as "Zionist" and members of the Right who 
are bringing the Zionist vision to fruition as "extremists" is laughable. I 
would pay a fortune to see Lapid's emissaries running after MKs from the 
ultra-Orthodox parties and promising them that they will not have to 
perform military service. Thus passes the momentary glory of big promises 
that aren't kept. Lapid's Yesh Atid party has lost its moral compass and its 
values.  
 After nearly 70 years of independence, it's time for the citizens of Israel 
to decide the basic questions of the state's vision, path, and future. In every 
Knesset election thus far, the real discussion has been pushed aside by 
marginal issues. The true debate is between the Right and the Left -- all 
those people who are stalled at a crossroad and refuse to make a decision 
about how to proceed.  
 In the upcoming elections, Israelis will decide whether their country is 
the national home of the Jewish people or just another country like any 
other; whether Jerusalem will remain united under Israeli sovereignty or 
function as the capital of a Palestinian state, a branch of an Islamic 
caliphate that is growing ever stronger; and whether the Left has its way 
and Zionism is at an end, or whether the Land of Israel will continue to be 
built, as the Right envisions. Housing prices or the cost of living can be 
dealt with through simple administrative decisions if all the ministers share 
a sense of responsibility.  
 According to the latest polls, the right-wing bloc will doubtless 
continue to govern. Most Israelis have a connection to Jewish tradition and 
legacy, love their homeland, and are ready to give their lives to protect it. 
Only a government capable of governing can address the issues of security, 
society, and what is best for citizens from all sectors.  (Israel Hayom Dec 3) 
 

 
No “Legacy” Is Asset for Netanyahu    By Jonathan S. Tobin  

By firing two of his coalition partners from his Cabinet today, Israeli 
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu set in motion a chain of events that 
will likely result in new elections next March. Since polls show that both 
Yair Lapid and Tzipi Livni would be badly weakened by a new vote and 
Netanyahu strengthened, the move seems likely to result in a more stable 
coalition. But though even his critics must give him credit for outsmarting 
Lapid and Livni, the end of this government is likely to engender a new 
round of Netanyahu-bashing in both the Israeli and the foreign press. The 
prime minister is good at politics, they will argue, but the decision to press 
forward with what most Israelis rightly consider unnecessary elections 
shows that he has accomplished nothing but political survival and lacks a 
legacy, such as a peace treaty with the Palestinians, to justify his long stay 
at the top. But while the critics will be right when they say Israel didn’t 
need another election, they’re wrong about Netanyahu’s legacy. As he 
heads toward his fourth term as prime minister, Netanyahu is showing that 
what his country needs is a competent leader not someone in search of a 
dubious place in history. 
 As the Times of Israel reported, in speaking to his nation today, 
Netanyahu justified his decision to oust Lapid and Livni from office by 

saying “I believe that 
you, the citizens of 
Israel, deserve a new, 
better, more stable government, a 
broad-based government that can 
govern,” he said. 
 And in order to give Israelis that 
“unified and strong” government, 
Netanyahu said, “one needs a strong 
ruling party.” 

 That means more votes for Likud in order to assure the prime minister 
of a stronger base within the next coalition. With the parties of the left still 
marginalized by the aftermath of the Oslo disasters, Netanyahu is 
effectively competing only against his rivals/allies on, as he put it, on the 
“right” and the “center right.” Those parties will, if the polls are correct, 
have between them nearly a majority of the Knesset even before they seek 
coalition partners from either the religious parties or what remains of the 
centrists that were just ousted by Netanyahu. 
 As even those least enamored of Netanyahu must concede he has no 
credible rivals for the post of prime minister, either among his partners or 
the opposition. But what Netanyahu’s domestic and foreign critics don’t 
understand about his dominance of Israeli politics is that it is precisely his 
eschewing of a vainglorious try for a historic legacy that has earned him 
the confidence of his people. 
 This is in marked contrast to every other prime minister since Yitzhak 
Shamir left office in 1992. Yitzhak Rabin, Shimon Peres, Ehud Barak, 
Ariel Sharon, Ehud Barak, and Ehud Olmert all took stabs at unraveling 
the Gordian knot of Middle East peace with peace initiatives. But every 
one of these efforts, whether it was the Oslo Accords of Rabin and Peres, 
Barak’s Camp David offer of 2000, Sharon’s Gaza withdrawal, or the 
third offer of statehood to the Palestinians put forward at Annapolis, 
Maryland by Olmert, all failed spectacularly. Even worse, each of these 
efforts weakened Israel’s position for future negotiations while leading to 
more bloodshed and violence, rather than less. 
 President Obama and his foreign-policy team consider Netanyahu a 
cowardly failure (or a “chickensh*t” as he was famously labeled by 
anonymous senior administration officials) because he won’t match the 
follies of his predecessors and risk the country’s security with a new 
territorial withdrawal that could result in the creation of another terror 
state on Israel’s doorstep. But the people of Israel understand that 
Netanyahu’s willingness to say no to Obama is all that stands between 
them and another fiasco like Sharon’s Gaza gambit. 
 Netanyahu may never do anything that will earn him the applause of 
his liberal American critics that would be labeled a “legacy” even if it did 
nothing to achieve a lasting peace. That long-sought goal must await not 
another bold Israeli but a sea change in Palestinian political culture that 
will allow their leaders to recognize the legitimacy of a Jewish state no 
matter where its borders are drawn. 
 But what Israeli voters value is his ability to stand up to his country’s 
friends as well as its foes and to avoid more such bold disasters. If he has a 
legacy it will have to rest on the fact that he presided over a period of 
unprecedented economic strength and an avoidance of the kind of 
mistakes that men who hunger for the applause of an amorphous posterity 
can’t seem to resist. What Netanyahu’s predecessors proved is that the last 
thing a nation under siege needs is a leader more concerned with legacy 
than the safety of its citizens. As Israelis prepare to elect him prime 
minister for a fourth time, his lack of such foolish ambitions is an obvious 
qualification, not a drawback.    (CommentaryMagazine.com Dec 2) 
 

 
Livni’s Lamentable Lawlessness          By David M. Weinberg  

Tzipi Livni’s fanatic stance against the Jewish Nation State law is 
grounded in hypocrisy and political desperation. None of the objections to 
the law justify Livni’s self-serving antics and inflammatory rhetoric. 
 Hypocritical and hysterical – there is no other way to describe the 
rhetoric thrown around this week by Justice Minister Tzipi Livni in 
opposition to the government’s plans to pass a basic law on Israel’s status 
as the Jewish Nation State. 
 According to Livni, the proposed law “harms democracy and would 
subject the Israeli population to a theocracy.” It would drive Israel 
“backwards” to a “fundamentalist and discriminatory reality.” 
 I can only chalk up such hyperbolic drivel to Livni’s increasingly 
desperate search for political relevancy. The polls shows that Hatnua, 
which is essentially a one-woman party, would probably be wiped off the 
map were elections to be held now. 
 Livni’s fanatic ravings about the Jewish Nation State bill – which have 
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little basis in reality – are clearly meant to reclaim some Leftist leadership 
role for herself. 
 After all, what else does Livni have to say for herself? The peace 
process with the Palestinians, that she championed and led, crashed 
unceremoniously and violently. (Livni, of course, haughtily rejects any 
responsibility for that disaster). 
 So now she’s running up a different flagpole. Livni to the rescue of 
Israeli democracy. Hallelujah. 
 There is so much hypocrisy here, because it was Livni’s colleagues in 
Kadima, when she led that party, who first introduced into Knesset the 
“Basic Law: Israel as the Nation State of the Jewish People.” Avi Dichter 
tabled it in August 2011, and it was co-sponsored by 40 MKs, including 
two thirds of Kadima and several members of the Labor Party. 
 Signed onto Dichter’s proposed bill were MKs considered “moderate” 
like Einat Wilf, Eli Aflallo, Meir Shitreet, Nahman Shai, Otniel Schneller, 
Roni Bar-On, Ronit Tirosh, Shai Chermesh, Shaul Mofaz, Yaakov Edri, 
Yisrael Hason, and Zeev Bielski. 
 Funny that some of the paragons of democracy who supported 
Dichter’s law (like Shitreet and Shai) are now are in the forefront of calling 
the very notion of a Nation State bill “dangerous.” Their political hypocrisy 
screams to the heavens, especially since Dichter’s legislation was more 
categorical and constitutionally far-reaching than the soft version now 
being promoted by Prime Minister Netanyahu. 
 Yet Livni shamelessly fulminated this week the lie that the proposed 
Basic Law is rooted in “radical nationalism” and sponsored by “extremist 
elements of the right wing.” 
 Livni is also signed onto the current government’s coalition agreement, 
which stipulated that a Basic Law on this matter be passed. The bill was 
watered down in negotiation between Yesh Atid and Bayit Yehudi to 
eliminate the issue of language and that of Jewish settlement, and to add 
provisions reinforcing Israel’s commitment to personal rights of all citizens 
and a specific reference to the Declaration of Independence. (Again, this is 
in the coalition agreement which Livni signed). 
 Yet suddenly and so very urgently, blocking this law has become the 
raison d’etre of Livni’s political career and the most important defense of 
democracy known to mankind. Otherwise the “barbarians of medievalism” 
in Likud, Bayit Yehudi and Israel Beiteinu might “destroy” Israel with their 
retrograde and impure visions of reinforced Jewish sovereignty. 
 Well, enough of Tzipi Livni’s execretions. I’ll grant that there are 
legitimate objections to some aspects of the bill, or to the law in its entirety, 
but none of these differences of opinion justify Livni’s self-serving antics 
or inflammatory rhetoric. 
 Let’s remind ourselves why this law is at all necessary, and consider 
whether it has any chance of achieving its direct and implied goals. 
 As has been pointed out by the Kohelet Forum, which provided 
research backing for the Nation State law, the previous Basic Law on 
“Human Dignity and Freedom” passed the Knesset in the middle of the 
night, as a private members bill. 
 It passed with an under underwhelming minority of votes: 32 in favor 
and 21 opposed. 
 But that didn’t stop the Aharon Barak-led Supreme Court from 
transforming the law into a central pillar of Israeli jurisprudence. Since 
1993, the Court has maximized use of “Human Dignity and Freedom” to 
rule on the constitutionality of a variety of statutes and government policies 
involving Israel’s Jewish character. 
 These include laws regarding allocation of JNF land, the primacy of 
Hebrew as Israel’s language, rights to residency and citizenship, draft 
deferments and stipends of yeshiva students, commerce on Shabbat, and 
immigration/deportation. 
 In principle, these cases called for delicate balance between Israel’s 
democratic character and its Jewish character. But in fact no such balance 
was achieved, precisely because Israel’s Jewish character, unlike its 
democratic character, is not anchored in any Basic Law. The proposed 
“Basic Law: Israel as the Nation State of the Jewish People” is intended to 
address this asymmetry and to encourage a more sophisticated legal 
discourse regarding the tension between universal and national/Jewish 
considerations. 
 It’s true that Israel’s Jewish character is referenced several times in the 
Declaration of Independence, but so are the many liberal rights later 
enshrined in a concrete Basic Law on Human Dignity and Freedom. That’s 
why they were codified into law; only laws can be used by the courts to 
adjudicate cases. 
 So now it’s time to enshrine our Jewish and national values in a Basic 
Law too. This is especially true since the Israeli state’s identification with 
Jewish nationhood is under attack from Israeli Arabs, Palestinians, and 
post-Zionist and anti-Jewish Jews. 
 The infamous Arab Higher Coordinating Committee “vision” document 
of 2007 demanded an end to Israel’s Jewish national identity, and declared 
Israeli Arabs to be an “indigenous minority” with autonomous national 
rights. Mahmoud Abbas’ refusal to recognize Israel as the national 
homeland of the Jewish People is partially an extension of this, as well. 
 Does the law, if passed, stand a chance of achieving its goals? 
Regrettably, I am doubtful. 

 Firstly, the provisions within the law have been so thinned out in the 
course of the political debate that all that’s left is declaratory. Perhaps 
that’s fine and good for international diplomacy over the long term, but 
still insufficient. 
 It’s hard to see how the version of the Basic Law being proposed by 
Netanyahu will have any concrete impact on Supreme Court decision-
making, certainly not until the composition of the Court changes 
dramatically. 
 Because the law has been diluted and denuded of specificity, I don’t 
believe that the Court will find itself constitutionally circumscribed by this 
law in any practical way. No one has yet found a way to halt the Court’s 
unilateral vast expansion of its own authority in matters of ideology and 
morality. 
 Secondly, because the debate over the law has become so partisan and 
antagonistic, the damage done to Israel’s global reputation in the course of 
this debate may outweigh any concrete benefit. 

As long as there are insincere figures like Tzipi Livni barking out 
defamatory iniquities about Israel, international perceptions of Israel as 
legitimately democratic and inherently Jewish can only be weakened.  
(Jerusalem Post Nov 28) 
 

 
Did the Chief of Police Overstep his Authority?        By Michael Freund  

Amid the political drama regarding the fate of the governing coalition, 
a spectacle no less crucial to the future of the Jewish state has gone largely 
overlooked. 
 In a series of public statements over the course of four consecutive 
days, Police Chief Yohanan Danino brazenly overstepped his position and 
authority, launching unprecedented verbal attacks on the attorney general, 
the Israeli Right and members of the Knesset. 
 Under heavy criticism in recent weeks for his failure to curb 
Palestinian violence on the Temple Mount and in eastern Jerusalem, 
Danino did what any bungling bureaucrat would do: he tried to pin the 
blame on everyone else but himself. 
 Speaking at a conference in Sderot, Israel’s top cop denounced visits 
to the Mount by right-wing parliamentarians, suggesting that they had 
prompted Palestinian rioting. Furthermore, he asserted that anyone seeking 
to change Israeli policy at Judaism’s holiest site should not be allowed to 
set foot there. 
 “Anyone who wants to change the status quo on the Temple Mount – 
it should be forbidden for him to go up there,” Danino said, adding that, “I 
banned [Likud MK Moshe] Feiglin from ascending the Mount until I had 
no backing from the attorney general. This is a mistake, to allow someone 
who is a symbol of the movement to change the status quo [to ascend the 
Mount].” 
 In effect, our esteemed chief of police has just declared that those who 
support government policy on the Temple Mount may visit the site, while 
opponents should be barred from doing so. In other words, the exercise of 
one’s fundamental rights and freedoms, at least in Danino’s mind, should 
be directly linked to one’s political views, and woe unto him who wishes 
to alter government policy. 
 This is an absolute outrage and it demonstrates that Danino doesn’t 
understand the first thing about how a democracy functions. A person’s 
inalienable rights, such as freedom of speech and worship, do not belong 
to Danino, the police or even the state. They are natural, God-given rights, 
and the state’s role is to protect and uphold them. A Knesset member or 
ordinary citizen has the right to visit the Temple Mount regardless of his 
personal views vis-à-vis government policy. This is so obvious and self-
evident that it should not need to be pointed out, particularly to the man 
who serves as Israel’s chief law enforcement officer. 
 Not surprisingly, Danino’s outrageous comments led MK Yuli 
Edelstein, the speaker of the Knesset, to send a letter to Public Security 
Minister Yitzhak Aharonovitch in which he rightly noted that “these 
statements are grave and inappropriate coming from a police 
commissioner about elected public officials. It is unacceptable that a 
public servant – as senior as the position may be – would question the 
freedom of movement of Knesset members.” 
 And yet that is exactly what Danino did – and he didn’t stop there. 
 On Friday, in response to Edelstein’s letter, Danino told a public 
forum in Ashkelon that, “Knesset Speaker Yuli Edelstein does not 
understand at all what the role of the commissioner is.” Furthermore, he 
declared, “Not only do I not retract the things I said, but I add the 
announcement that I will not allow these Knesset members to visit the 
Temple Mount.” 
 If you aren’t incensed and scandalized by Danino’s behavior, then you 
aren’t paying attention. 
 His task as police commissioner is to carry out government policy and 
maintain public order. How dare he wade into policy questions and 
publicly bully elected officials. 
 In response, the Movement for Democracy and Governance demanded 
that Danino apologize or be relieved of duty. Its chairman, Yehuda 
Amrani, stated that while the police chief is free to offer his opinions to 
decision-makers in closed forums, it is completely unacceptable for him to 



publicly challenge the legally formulated policies that he is sworn to carry 
out. 
 Nonetheless, Danino continues to restrict the rights of Jews to visit and 
pray freely at the Temple Mount, treating the site as if it were his own 
personal fiefdom rather than the patrimony of the entire nation. He stresses 
the need to keep the peace at the Mount, but seeks to do so by caving in to 
Palestinian intimidation and threats. 
 Here too he is in error. Rather than preventing Jews from exercising 
their basic rights, Danino should be redoubling his efforts against those 
Palestinians who seek to infringe upon those very same rights. 
 As Thomas Jefferson once said, “I would rather be exposed to the 
inconveniences attending too much liberty than those attending too small a 
degree of it.” 
 But it would appear that our police chief simply misunderstands his role 
and is in over his head. So let’s spell it out for him as simply as possible: as 
a public servant, Mr. Danino, you are supposed to be serving the public, not 
the other way around.    (Jerusalem Post Dec 1) 
 

 
The Consolation of Zion and Jerusalem       By Yitzhak Klein  

Ten Jews have been murdered since the latest wave of Palestinian 
terrorism began. The victims range from a three-month-old baby girl to a 
prominent rabbi, struck down in the midst of his prayers. Not for the first 
time, orphans and parents mourn their bereavement at the hands of 
murderers who, by their own admission, venerate death while their relatives 
distribute sweets to celebrate their crimes. 
 How does one console the victims of such bereavement? Can any 
human words soften the blow, assuage the heartache? It would be foolish to 
think so. Yet Jewish tradition forbids the community to allow mourners to 
lapse into silence. During the shiva one visits the bereaved, forces them to 
acknowledge social obligations to acquaintances and well-wishers – to 
speak. The visitors, too, are required to speak, and what they say is 
prescribed: “May you be consoled through the consolation of Zion and 
Jerusalem.” 
 The current wave of terrorism has deep roots. It stems back to the war 
with Hamas this past summer, and beyond that to the inevitable breakdown 
of Palestinian-Israeli negotiations last year, and beyond that to the 
irreconcilable conflict between Jew and Arab since the beginning of 
Zionism. 
 Yet one of its proximate causes is the growing demand in Israeli society 
for Jews to be allowed to worship, and Israel to assert its sovereignty, on 
the Temple Mount – Zion. 
 On one level the government has reacted to the recent wave of terrorism 
as it should, beefing up security, pursuing terrorists and warning against 
Jewish vigilantism. Yet on a deeper level the reaction of Israel’s 
government and chattering classes has been disappointing, if predictable: 
Why stir up trouble? Why anger the goyim? It’s true that the Jewish people 
have rights to the Temple Mount, but is now the time to make an issue of 
it? Or tomorrow? Or any time in the foreseeable future? The airwaves are 
full of the sound of pundits and politicians clucking their tongues over the 
antics of Temple Mount radicals who ostensibly got us into this mess. Last 
week the prime minister flew to Jordan to give its king assurances that a 
change in the status of Jewish worship on the Temple Mount will never 
happen. One cannot imagine an undertaking less consonant with the spirit 
of Zionism. 
 One of the assumptions underlying Jewish existence in exile was that, 
in the last analysis, one could always run away. This turned out not to be 
true. 
 One of the principles of Zionism is that the Jewish people is done 
running. 
 Shivat Zion, the return to Zion, places us in a position where, as a 
national community, we have nowhere to run. 
 This is an incredibly bold position, and it’s also the only one possible. 
 The challenge of Zionism is for us, as a people, to exhibit the courage 
of our convictions. This isn’t easy. And yet if we fail, sooner rather than 
later we end up confronting the truth that the seeming safety of flight is 
illusory because we have nowhere to run. This was the case in 1967 and in 
2002. Running away from the Temple Mount is wrong in principle and self-
defeating in practice. The people who murdered 10 Jews in the past couple 
of months didn’t really need the Temple Mount as an excuse. When the 
Temple Mount is no longer an issue they will find another excuse to kill 
Jews, as they did last July, as they have for the past 100 years. When one 
realizes this, it puts the moralizers and tongue-cluckers over the Temple 
Mount in proper perspective. They aren’t really wise or prudent. They 
simply have a moral-fiber problem, for which perhaps they are to be pitied. 
 I don’t mean to suggest that there is never a place for prudence in 
handling the Temple Mount. Prudence is always advisable, as long as it 
isn’t used as a cover for lack of courage or conviction. 
 What Israel ought to be saying, to the King of Jordan, to the Arabs of 
Jerusalem and to Hamas terrorists, is that Jewish worship on the Temple 
Mount is ours by right. We can discuss modalities, and we can discuss 
timetables. But the principle is not up for discussion. 
 We dare not surrender principles if we hope to survive. 

 One presumes that Israel will now mount a campaign similar to 
Operation Defensive Shield from 12 years ago: Establish a dense network 
of intelligence sources in Jerusalem’s Arab neighborhoods, and go house 
to house, neighborhood by neighborhood, cleaning up terrorists, their 
networks and their supporters. When that process is completed there will 
no longer be a security excuse to delay the assertion of Jewish rights and 
sovereignty over the Temple Mount. 
 What then? Official waffling on Jewish rights on the Temple Mount 
have probably set back the realization of those rights by years. So it is 
appropriate to give notice that not everyone in Israel accepts this, and that 
the policy adopted by Israeli official classes in response to the current 
wave of terrorism is wrong. Temple Mount activists will continue to assert 
the rights of the Jewish people to the Temple Mount, even if they suffer 
official disapproval and official violations of their individual rights. 
Ultimately, the consolation of Zion and Jerusalem will be their consolation 
as well.    (Jerusalem Post Dec 1) 
The writer founded the Israel Policy Center, a public policy think tank in 
Jerusalem. 
 

 
Look who's Talking       By Dror Eydar 
1. The closer early elections appear to come, the crazier the media and the 
prominent political figures will become. Judging by their grand 
declarations, democracy will be in "more danger than ever"; the entire 
state will be "stagnant"; a "window of opportunity" will open for a brief 
moment than cannot be missed; the Arab League will be painted as a user-
friendly bunch volunteering to protect Samaria from Hamas and Islamic 
State (the way Arab nations are doing in Syria and Iraq); politicians will 
come out of the woodwork with grandiose diplomatic plans (that will 
disintegrate soon afterward, like pollen in a spring breeze), consisting of 
yet another Jewish invention that the Arabs will never accept, but the 
media will adore.  
 More than anything else, we will be hearing more of the usual 
mudslinging at Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and everything that 
he represents. Nothing to get worked up about. Just business as usual.  
2. Over the weekend, at a left-wing demonstration, former Shin Bet 
security agency chief Carmi Gillon announced that "the State of Israel is 
currently being led by a bunch of pyromaniacs and egomaniacs toward its 
final destruction."  
 Where the average Israeli sees blossoming, building, development and 
creativity, the embittered Left sees wilting, destruction, stagnation and 
apocalypse.  
 Mr. Gillon, the current coalition is not a "right-wing" government. If 
only. Tzipi Livni's Hatnuah and Yair Lapid's Yesh Atid star in it. On 
second thought, Gillon headed the Shin Bet when Prime Minister Yitzhak 
Rabin was murdered -- possibly the greatest embarrassment to the Shin 
Bet since its inception. Before the murder, the Shin Bet, by way of 
undercover agent Avishai Raviv, disseminated pictures of Rabin in a Nazi 
uniform and staged fake ceremonies to malign Oslo opponents. In any 
enlightened country, a security chief who failed so badly would crawl into 
a bunker and stay there in shamed silence for 30 years.  
3. Another former Shin Bet chief, Yuval Diskin, reiterated the tired old lie 
about the "insane wave of incitement in 1995, led by the Right and namely 
the Likud, against Prime Minister Rabin."  
 The irony is that Diskin specifically referred to an article in Haaretz 
that called on the public to "make the right-wing government's life a living 
hell" and to "learn from the enemy," and to "take the gloves off" (in the 
fight against the Right) because there is "no room for politeness in the war 
over our existence" and "the streets need to become a battleground. ... 
With them, you have to fight dirty."  
 Fighting words, indeed. And that is exactly what the Right did in the 
early 1990s, while the Left destroyed the Right's vision -- allowed a gang 
of murderers into the western Land of Israel under a shady deal, gave them 
weapons and painted the settlement enterprise as an enemy of "peace." 
 In contrast, right-wing speakers have consistently warned of the great 
dangers of irresponsibly clamoring for a peace agreement, one whose 
inevitable outcome is clear to all. And they were right. Just take a look 
around. The battle for the future of the state, and against the fatal mistakes 
of the Oslo Accords, was not pure "incitement." No rewriting of history 
will ever change that fact.  
4. If there was any decency in Israeli journalism in Israel, someone with 
courage would have risen up and said, enough. We've had it. The public 
doesn't want this anymore. The public is convinced that we don't care 
about the fate of the nation, and that we only care about internal politics 
and kickbacks. If we continue in this way, in the coming years only die-
hard left-wingers will read us, and even they will not be willing to pay for 
the daily dose of masochism that we supply.  
 The thing that will kill Israeli media is not the talk about the "loss of 
democracy" and the "growing incitement" on the Jewish street (with nary 
a word about the Arab street) and how bad, bad, bad, everything is here. 
The thing that will kill the Israeli media will be our daily breach of the 
public's trust. We have run our course, the courageous person would say. 
And you, Yedioth Ahronoth columnist Nahum Barnea, and your left-wing 



colleagues, are done. We have had enough of your weekly poison 
injections. Whatever it is you are trying to do, if it hasn't succeeded over the 
last 30 years, it won't succeed in the future either.     (Israel Hayom Dec 1) 
 

 
Why the U.S. Can’t Influence Israel’s Vote     By Jonathan S. Tobin  

The reaction from Washington to Israel’s decision to move to new 
elections in March was fairly circumspect. Secretary of State John Kerry 
claimed that the U.S. had no intention of trying to influence an “internal 
matter” and reaffirmed support for its ally, though he also said he hoped the 
next government would be one that could negotiate a peace accord with the 
Palestinians. But the subtext was obvious. As former peace processor Aaron 
David Miller wrote today in Foreign Policy, “thoughts of a new prime 
minister are now dancing in the heads” of President Obama and Kerry. The 
early vote gives the administration’s ceaseless quest to oust Benjamin 
Netanyahu from office one last chance. Yet with Netanyahu on track to 
emerge even stronger from the election that he is today, it might be time for 
Obama and Kerry to re-examine their argument with Jerusalem. The fact 
that they seem incapable of doing so speaks volumes about how out of 
touch Washington is from the realities of the Middle East. 
 From the moment that Netanyahu took office only weeks after Obama’s 
inauguration, the administration has been seeking the Israeli’s downfall. In 
his first months, Obama seemed to harbor hopes that Tzipi Livni might 
supplant him. But that idea flopped as Netanyahu outmaneuvered the 
former Kadima Party leader and gained strength every time Obama picked 
fights with the Israeli government on issues like Jerusalem where the prime 
minister represented the Israeli consensus. After a pause for a Jewish charm 
offensive designed to enhance Obama’s reelection prospects, the feud was 
back in force in the last year as he and Kerry chose to wrongly blame 
Netanyahu for the failure off their futile attempt to revive peace talks with 
the Palestinians. 
 As Miller writes, American governments have intervened in Israeli 
politics before in 1992 and 1996 when they openly supported Labor Party 
efforts to defeat the Likud. But Miller cautions against trying again in no 
small measure because the only possible alternative to Netanyahu might be 
the Jewish Home Party’s Naftali Bennett, who is very much to the right of 
the prime minister. While I think Netanyahu doesn’t have to worry about 
Bennett supplanting him for the moment, his point is well taken. As I wrote 
on both Monday and Tuesday of this week about the move to new elections, 
the balance of Israeli politics has dramatically shifted to the right and the 
next Knesset is likely to be one in which left-wing parties favored by the 
administration will be weaker. 
 This is a source of great frustration for the president who lamented in 
his speech to the United Nations General Assembly about Israelis no longer 
being willing to do the hard work to make peace. But in saying that, he 
didn’t examine fully why it was that Israelis felt that way. Israelis want 
peace more than ever especially in the aftermath of another conflict with 
Hamas that saw much of the country’s population spending the summer 
dashing to and from bomb shelters as thousands of rockets rained down on 
their heads. 
 But what they have noticed and what the administration and liberal 
American critics of Netanyahu are determined to ignore is the fact that the 
Palestinians have consistently rejected peace offers from Israel. Even their 
so-called moderate leader is unwilling to recognize the legitimacy of a 
Jewish state no matter where its borders are drawn and incites hatred and 
violence against Israel. With no peace partner in sight, Israelis rightly 
understand that the best they can hope for is an attempt to manage the 
conflict, not to solve it. 
 Unlike his predecessors and Kerry, Netanyahu isn’t driven to create a 
legacy by negotiating a peace accord. He knows that making more 
concessions to the Palestinians will lead, as did all the attempts by his 
predecessors to make peace, to more violence and suffering, not peace. 
Unlike the administration, Netanyahu grasps the fact that peace won’t be 
possible until the Palestinians undergo a sea change in their political culture 
that will enable them to give up their dreams of Israel’s destruction. That is 
why his party and its right-wing allies/rivals are likely to emerge victorious 
in March. Indeed, the latest polls show that the right led by Netanyahu will 
gain enough votes for a Knesset majority even without seeking a coalition 
with centrist or religious parties. 
 Yet for the U.S. the disillusionment of the Israeli electorate with the 
discredited peace process remains inexplicable or a function of what 
liberals claim is a drift toward extremism in the Jewish state. But instead of 
attempting to force Israel to make more dangerous concessions to a peace 
partner that doesn’t want peace, Washington should be signaling the 
Palestinians that if they truly do want independence, they are going to have 
lose their delusions about Israel’s impermanence. They must stop lauding 
PA leader Mahmoud Abbas as hero for peace even though he has become a 
primary obstacle to its achievement. 
 If the U.S. does stay out of the Israeli campaign it will not be because 
Obama and Kerry respect Israeli democracy—they do not—or oppose 
interventions of this sort. It will because the administration understands that 
Israelis hold their premise about the conflict to be utter bunk. But instead of 
resenting this, as both Obama and Kerry obviously do, they should be 

wondering what it is that the people of Israel know about the situation that 
they can’t grasp. 
 But if there is anything we’ve learned in the past six years about this 
president and his administration, it is that it is not overly fond of admitting 
mistakes or rethinking cherished, if failed, ideologies about the world. 
While Israelis rightly care about their essential alliance with the United 
States and don’t personally love Netanyahu, they know better than to trust 
Obama’s judgment rather than their own lying eyes. 
(CommentaryMagazine.comDec 3) 
 

 
Enough is Enough        By Annika Hernroth-Rothstein 
   I'm on Facebook, looking at a picture of thousands of ultra-Orthodox 
Jews attending the funeral of police officer Zidan Saif, and the photo 
caption reads: "Look: Religious Jews mourning a Druze officer. Is this 
what you call an apartheid state?"  
 And that's when I realize that we have a problem. Not a problem with 
Arabs, with anti-Semites or with an unforgiving world, but with ourselves. 
 On Nov. 18, four people were murdered in cold blood while they were 
praying, and another died trying to save them. The very next day, we went 
on the defensive. As we always have, as we always do, even in the midst 
of tragedy. The seven-day mourning period has barely started and we are 
already explaining why we have the audacity to want to survive. 
 Since the morning after these heinous murders, I have read so many 
posts addressing the outside world, saying that now that we have bled so 
publicly, you must see, right? Now that our enemies have moved from 
rockets to hatchets, you must understand that we deserve to be here, right? 
That we are not to blame for them seeking our death and destruction? 
 Well, shame on us. 
 I'm so tired of this crap. I'm exhausted from having to give the same 
old shpiel a million times. We all know it, right?  
 "Israel is the only democratic state in the region." 
 "Israel is safe for minorities." 
 "Israel embraces gay rights." 
 "Israel has the right to self-defense." 
 For Pete's sake, I'm pretty sure I yell "startup nation" in my sleep by 
now. 
 But why? Why do I keep doing this to myself? Why do any of us? 
Why do we Jews act like a needy kid on the playground handing out 
cookies and asking the bullies politely not to kick him too hard?  
 When I see the pictures of tefillin-wrapped arms resting in a pool of 
blood next to a defensive speech, I want to scream. When I see Naftali, 
Eyal and Gil-ad, the three Jewish teens who were kidnapped and murdered 
by Hamas operatives in June, being described as "innocent boys and 
definitely not soldiers," I feel sick. Every time I see yet another brightly 
colored infographic on why we retaliate to fire, I wonder if we have it in 
us to help ourselves. 
 The slaughter of these men should not be part of any defense and the 
suffering of the Jewish people is not material for public relations. The 
lives and personalities of Naftali, Eyal and Gil-ad do not have to be 
quantified or made cute for their murders to be acts of terror. When people 
hit us, we hit back -- twice as hard. 
 It should be simple. Yet it's not. 
 Do we not believe in what we are? Does our right to exist, to live 
freely and to inhabit the land not resonate within us for us to yell it aloud 
to those who could not care less? If we truly know that we own it, would 
we try to earn it so desperately? It makes me so angry.  
 People died that day. They were people with families, histories and 
legacies. Yet for every story about their lives I have seen 20 about what 
someone else may think about them, about us, or whatever response we 
choose for the slaughter of our citizens in our streets. That is simply slave 
mentality.  
 We house our own killers, provide for our attackers, save the world, 
protect the weak and invent the uninventable, and we stand there begging 
for the world to see that hey, it's kind of hard to make peace with someone 
who insists on chopping us up, running us over, and bombing our citizens 
into permanent post-traumatic stress disorder. 
 Well, I'm done. Seriously. I will never again give that shpiel. I will not 
discuss what may or may not be necessary force or hand out cookies in the 
hope they may lay off. Nah. 
 Instead I will learn what I can about Advanced Staff Sgt. Maj. Zidan 
Saif and Rabbis Kalman Zeev Levine, Moshe Twersky, Aryeh Kupinsky 
and Avraham Goldberg, may God avenge their blood, and I will know 
their stories and pay respect to their lives. I will not give a pound of flesh 
to the wolves at our door and I will not, ever again, be a public relations 
machine for the deaf. 
 Enough. 
 Enough. 
 Enough. 
 We have survived too much to recommit to slavery. We have too 
much to lose to be locked up in this prison of our own making. 
 Enough.     (Israel Hayom Dec 3) 
 


