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The People Say No to Bad Vibes        By Ze'ev Jabotinsky 
   Zionist Union leader Tzipi Livni dictated the general tone and style of 
the recent election, which ended with another defeat for her and her 
colleagues. No one will soon forget how she referred to Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu as "trash" when in an unprecedented display of vitriol 
she told television audiences that she and Zionist Union co-leader Isaac 
Herzog would "take out the trash" together.  
 It turns out that the people were not willing to buy into Livni's and 
Herzog's campaign slogan -- "Anyone but Bibi" -- and voted otherwise in 
the polls. Ultimately it was "anyone but Herzog" and "definitely anyone but 
Livni."  
 Excluding the people in the Tel Aviv bubble (and the media that feeds 
off this bubble), a majority of the public did not fall for the character 
assassinations of Netanyahu and his wife. The way things turned out, 
contrary to the bad vibes and condescension coming out of the 
aforementioned bubble, it was this majority that decided the election, and in 
a big way. Moreover, the people instinctively understood that Netanyahu 
has a good crew of ministers, a group that can be trusted. Over the last six 
years, in two Netanyahu-led governments, there have been a good number 
of achievements (more than 60, if you're counting) that have improved the 
lives of Israelis and lowered the cost of living for each and every citizen. 
 So why are there so many bad vibes? Mainly because the Netanyahu 
governments' most notable achievement was the fortification and protection 
of Israel, which created a strong sense of personal security among its 
citizens. This allowed the people to focus their attention on other issues that 
need to be addressed in a more serious fashion, and I have no doubt that 
they will in fact be properly addressed during Netanyahu's next term. But a 
small minority of people, under the leadership of one publisher of one 
newspaper (worried about losing his slipping media monopoly) and one 
advertising guru (who, in the past, managed to effect a withdrawal from 
Gaza and to exile thousands of citizens just so former Prime Minister Ariel 
Sharon would not be indicted for corruption) took advantage of this 
situation. This group made sure to force-feed a daily dose of poison to the 
public during the election campaign instead of focusing on the real issues.  
 This strategy proved ineffective because the people of Israel 
fundamentally feel that their personal security is in good hands. This is 
manifested by the minimal number of terrorist attacks and a general sense 
of security even when the enemy is trying to obliterate Israeli cities with 
thousands of rockets. The public knows that when the delusion of peace 
was being marketed by Herzog's and Livni's predecessors, under the 
orchestration of the exact same group of string pullers, terror attacks took 
the lives of 1,500 Israelis, tens of thousands were wounded and the 
economy suffered tens of billions of shekels in losses.  
 The public knows very well that this sense of security is not a 
coincidence. It is the product of careful planning and execution carried out 
by an experienced and wise leadership. It was only thanks to the prime 
minister's initiative to divert massive budgets away from social endeavors 
and pour them into enhancing Israelis' security, knowing that doing this 
would hurt his electoral attractiveness in future elections, that Israelis have 
such a strong sense of security today.  
 Another reason for this feeling is the successful implementation of the 
government decision to block illegal African labor migrants from entering 
Israel. The influx of migrants had threatened to drown the Zionist dream in 
a sea of insurmountable problems and threats. But that is in the past, again, 
thanks to a government decision, supported by a huge budget designed to 
get the job done.  
 All this is not to say that the average Israeli citizen is without problems. 
These problems need to be addressed with more vigor now. My 
grandfather, after whom I was named, was the first person in the Western 
world to define the minimal conditions required for the individual security 

of every citizen (food, 
housing, clothing, 
education, health). He 
was a champion of capitalism but 
realized that competition, on which 
capitalism is based, creates both 
winners and people whose livelihood 
is harmed by being dependent on the 
losers in this competition. He 

demanded the installment of a safety net of these basic requirements for a 
dignified existence.  
 To his five, I would add a sixth -- information. The next government 
needs to make sure to implement my grandfather's vision, and I have no 
doubt that it will.      (Israel Hayom Mar 19) 
 

 
U.S. Should “Re-Evaluate” Peace Process      By Jonathan S. Tobin  

Swallowing hard, White House spokesman Josh Earnest said that 
President Obama would be calling Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu to congratulate him on his victory in yesterday’s Knesset 
election. But it’s likely that the conversation, which may be their first in 
months after Obama shut down direct communications with the prime 
minister after his decision to directly challenge the administration’s Iran 
policy in a speech to a joint session of Congress earlier this month will 
center on their disagreements and not on expressions of good will. Earnest 
said the president remains committed to a two-state solution to the Middle 
East conflict that Netanyahu said he wouldn’t accept during the last days 
of his campaign. The spokesman said that would mean the U.S. would “re-
evaluate our approach” to the conflict with the Palestinians. If so, it’s good 
advice since President Obama’s approach to the Middle East has been 
flawed since the day he took office. 
 The talk of re-evaluating was, no doubt, intended as a warning to 
Israel not a sign of much-needed introspection. The White House is 
hoping that Netanyahu will see it as a warning that if he doesn’t do as he is 
told, the administration might cease defending Israel at the United Nations 
and instead join European efforts to isolate the Jewish state by recognizing 
Palestinian independence without first making them make peace with 
Israel and granting them sovereignty over borders that should be 
negotiated rather than imposed on the parties. 
 This is neither an idle threat nor one that wouldn’t hurt Israel. If the 
Palestinians were to realize their fantasy of getting the UN Security 
Council to pass a resolution recognizing their independence in the 
territories taken by Israel during the Six Day War, including Jerusalem, it 
would do more than to relieve them of any obligation to negotiate peace 
with Israel. It would also put the United Nations officially behind a 
campaign to isolate Israel that could do real damage to the Jewish state’s 
ability to defend itself. 
 The administration could also seek to cut back on military aid to Israel 
and pursue other efforts to downgrade the alliance. 
 But if that’s what Obama is contemplating as he prepares for the third 
act of his stormy relationship with Netanyahu, he needs to step back and 
think long and hard about the implications of a policy that would be based 
more in spite than in the interests of either the United States or the cause 
of peace. 
 Should the U.S. use Netanyahu’s comments about a two-state solution 
to abandon Israel at the UN, it will do more than create a diplomatic 
problem. Just as they have since January 2009, the Palestinians will 
interpret efforts by the administration to distance itself from Israel as an 
invitation to further intransigence and perhaps violence. In particular, 
Hamas, which has been rapidly re-arming after last summer’s war in Gaza, 
may think it time to start another terrorist offensive in which Israeli cities 
will be targeted by missiles. The Islamist group, under pressure from 
Egypt, which is held in as long regard by the administration as Israel, may 
hope that this time around President Obama will use the violence not only 
to heighten pressure on Israel but also to cut off arms re-supplies again. 
 As for Palestinian Authority leader Mahmoud Abbas, a U.S. 
diplomatic offensive against Israel would remove any incentive on his part 
to budge from his past refusals to give up the right of return or to 
recognize the legitimacy of a Jewish state no matter where its borders 
might be drawn. If progress toward peace, rather than venting his spleen at 
Netanyahu is the actual objective of U.S. policy these days, he might take 
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a deep breath today and step back from the brink. 
 An honest re-evaluation of U.S. policy during the past six years would 
recognize that the key mistake made by President Obama has been his 
obsessive focus on pressuring Israel and pushing negotiations with a 
Palestinian leadership that has no interest in peace talks. 
 While his left-wing critics have claimed that Netanyahu’s statement 
about preventing a Palestinian state means he has been deceiving the world 
the past six years about his support for a two-state solution, the truth is that 
it is the Palestinians who have rendered that stand obsolete. During the 
years in which he did back two states and even observed a settlement freeze 
and agreed to U.S. frameworks about the talks, the Palestinians never once 
budged off their refusal to negotiate in good faith. 
 Indeed, Obama’s focus on opposing Israeli policies has been so myopic 
that he has failed to hold Abbas accountable for his actions such as signing 
a unity deal with Hamas terrorists or violating his Oslo Accords 
commitments not to make an end run around direct talks by going to the 
UN. It must be understood that Netanyahu’s rejection of a Palestinian state 
is as much a commentary on the refusal of the Palestinians to negotiate or to 
accept one as it is on the prime minister’s ideology. Most Israelis want 
peace and two states more than the Palestinians. But they understand that 
merely wishing for it won’t make it happen if the Arabs continue to say no. 
 A serious re-evaluation of America’s Middle East policy might be one 
that realized that until a sea change in Palestinian politics that will permit a 
leader like Abbas to make peace, an investment of U.S. time and energy on 
negotiations is a fool’s errand. 
 A U.S. abandonment of Israel in international forums will do American 
interests as much harm as it does the Jewish state since such actions will 
have the effect of marginalizing U.S. diplomacy and interests. But more 
than that, American signals that will be interpreted by Hamas and perhaps 
even Hezbollah that it is open season on Israel, could start wars that will 
further destabilize the Middle East. 
 A re-evaluation is in order but doing so should involve Obama’s 
admitting error more than Netanyahu. Much of the commentary about 
President Obama’s final two years in office have focused on his intention to 
do as he likes and build his legacy without regard to the political constraints 
imposed him by the bipartisan coalition backing Israel. But given the likely 
cost in blood that such a course may involve, the president might do well to 
consider that such a course of further pointless confrontation with the 
Netanyahu government may do more harm to his place in history than 
good.   (CommentaryMagazine.com Mar 18) 
 

 
The Defeat of the Media and Pollsters          By Haim Shine 
   In the recent clash of the titans between the media and the citizenry, the 
citizens finally came out on top, and in a big way.  
 Collective wisdom overcame a sophisticated and well-oiled deception 
machine that has dealt significant damage to Israeli democracy. At the onset 
of the elections the majority of the media outlets, including journalists and 
commentators, decided to rally to a cause they found holy and to take down 
the Right in any way possible.  
 Under the banner "Anyone but Bibi," journalistic tenets were jettisoned. 
Facts were manipulated, biased analyses tried to brainwash the masses, and 
facts and opinion were often merged. But between 7 a.m. and midnight on 
Tuesday, those lies and spins were cast to the wind. In short, the public 
understood that people were trying to lead it astray and steal the elections 
for Isaac Herzog and Tzipi Livni. The disgust led to a disconnect between 
the public and the media that is supposed to serve it. 
 The height of the manipulation was in the polls, which seemed to have 
designs behind it, and, in my opinion, was a constant failure. The goal of 
the polls was obvious, to create an atmosphere in which it seemed that 
Likud and Benjamin Netanyahu were going to lose, and so the right choice 
would be to join the winning side, the Zionist Union. Good proof of this 
were the exit polls, which turned out to be way off the mark by the time the 
final results came in. The near identical exit polls by the three main 
television channels is something that calls for investigation. The 
explanations I have been given thus far by statisticians and experts in the 
field have not convinced me. 
 I expected that the day after the elections, members of the media would 
stand up before people and apologize for trying to steal their votes. The 
majority did not do that, and continue their propaganda and manipulations 
as if the campaign was still continuing. It is known that there is no revenge 
as bitter as that of a journalist proved wrong. 
 The leftist demagoguery to which we have grown accustomed is now 
trying to promote a unity government that would spare Herzog and Livni 
defeat, and has been a Labor party go-to move over the years. The Left is 
also trying scare the Israeli public by forecasting future crises with other 
nations, especially the U.S., and by increasing friction within Israel between 
Jews and Arabs, as if a Likud victory was based on a fear of the Joint Arab 

List and not the fear that Herzog and Livni would run the country. 
 Yedioth Ahronoth will continue finding headlines to hurt Netanyahu 
and his family, and will give a stage to all "cultural" figures who make 
suggestions such as replacing the Israeli populace. Ynet will continue try 
to convince Israelis that life here is full of danger and poverty. The 
commentators on Channel 2 will try to stir things up during the formation 
of the government and to throw a wrench in it. 

How sad it is for democracy in Israel that people no longer trust even 
the weather forecast or traffic reports, because they too can be 
manipulated to place the blame for rain and traffic jams on Netanyahu. If 
the media does not do some serious soul searching, much of it will become 
irrelevant. Until that happens, though, I see many citizens happy that it 
was defeated so soundly.   (Israel Hayom Mar 19) 
 

 
Will Obama Concede?     Editorial      The New York Sun  

It may be too soon to say who won the election in Israel but it’s not 
too soon to say who lost — President Obama. The President threw his 
personal prestige, and that of his office, into undermining and defeating 
Prime Minister Netanyahu. Acolytes of the president were thronging to an 
electioneering operation called V15 in the hopes of delivering the 
premiership to anyone but the leader of the Likud. 
 That was the least of it. Mr. Obama gave Mr. Netanyahu the cold 
shoulder when the prime minister came to town to address a joint meeting 
of Congress. He belittled the speech. To describe Mr. Netanyahu, Mr. 
Obama’s aides used gutter language never before used by an American 
presidency in respect of a foreign ally. Yet as the exit polling comes in, it 
looks like Mr. Netanyahu made a fool of the pollsters and may well have 
gained a new mandate. 
 No one would call it a landslide, and the final election results could 
always bring in a surprise. This point is being made by nearly every 
analyst, and the potential king maker in the race to form a coalition — 
Moshe Kahlon of Kulanu — is playing his cards close to his vest, saying, 
according to the Jerusalem post, that his decision will depend on official 
ballot results. A center-right figure, he eyes the finance ministry, at least 
for now. 
 More broadly though, it looks like what happened is that a hardheaded 
electorate, in a vibrant democracy, endorsed two broadly centrist factions. 
Mr. Netanyahu of Likud and Isaac Herzog of the Zionist Union both were 
buoyed by that instinct. So, as we see it, no matter what happens, Mr. 
Obama’s attempt to paint Mr. Netanyahu as a marginal, rejectionist figure 
is shown for what it is — a mark of disrespect for Israel itself. He should 
have stood on the sidelines. 
 Will Mr. Obama concede his error? One thing for Americans to keep 
in mind as the maneuvering begins is that neither the right of center nor 
the left of center Israeli faction is enthusiastic about the Obama-Kerry 
negotiations with Iran. The pact is being called by the American editor of 
Israel’s leading liberal newspaper, Haaretz, in an interview on MSNBC, a 
deal “which most Israelis are opposed to.” No matter how it turns out, the 
thing for Mr. Obama to do would be to credit and to work with whoever is 
given a mandate by the Mideast’s only real democracy.   (NY Sun Mar 17) 
 

 
Netanyahu’s Historic Win — and Obama’s Humiliating Loss 
By Peter Wehner  

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s stunning victory 
yesterday — polls at the end of last week had people writing off his 
chances — means he will become only the second person to be elected 
prime minister for a third term (the other being Israel’s founder David 
Ben-Gurion). “King Bibi” has established himself as one of the dominant 
figures in the history of the modern state of Israel. Mr. Netanyahu is 
hardly a person without flaws. But for those of us who admire his 
toughness and moral clarity on world events — and who appreciate his 
obvious love for his nation and for ours — it was a splendid turn of events. 
 As for the current occupant of the White House, it was a disastrous 
one. 
 Barack Obama has an obsessive animosity when it comes to Prime 
Minister Netanyahu, which he has demonstrated time and again. So much 
so that Obama and his aides did everything they could to influence the 
Israeli election, from smearing Mr. Netanyahu — referring to him as a 
“coward” and a “chickens***” — to childishly elevating a difference over 
Netanyahu’s speech to a joint session of Congress into a foreign policy 
crisis to perhaps illegally funneling money to oust the sitting leader of 
Israel. We know that Jeremy Bird, who served as Obama’s deputy national 
campaign director in 2008 and his national campaign director in 2012, 
arrived in Israel in January to help unseat Mr. Netanyahu. This is all quite 
astonishing, even unprecedented. Benjamin Netanyahu may have won 
without the outside interference by Obama — but what Obama & 



Company did certainly helped. 
 I’m reminded of the self-inflicted “stunning setback” Mr. Obama 
suffered in 2009, when he and Mrs. Obama put their prestige on the line — 
they both flew to Copenhagen to make an appeal to the IOC — to get 
Chicago the 2016 Olympics. Chicago was eliminated on the first ballot. 
This time, the stakes were much higher and the damage done to Mr. 
Obama’s reputation far greater. . 
 There’s quite a pattern Mr. Obama has established in foreign policy 
during his presidency. He has failed in almost every instance, from his 
efforts at personal diplomacy to his policies. Remember the “new 
beginning” with the Arab and Muslim world? That claim now seems risible. 
Indeed, our relations with nation after nation — Syria, Iraq, Egypt, Saudi 
Arabia, Jordan, the United Arab Emirates, Turkey, Libya, Yemen, 
Afghanistan, Pakistan, Russia, Ukraine, Poland, the Czech Republic, Japan, 
Taiwan, South Korea, China, Canada, Israel, India, Australia, Honduras, 
Brazil, Germany, and Great Britain, to name just a few — are worse now 
than they were when Mr. Obama was sworn in as president in 2009. As for 
Mr. Obama’s claim that al Qaeda was “decimated,” in congressional 
testimony recently, Mr. Obama’s Director of National Intelligence James R. 
Clapper Jr. said that terrorism trend lines were worse “than at any other 
point in history.” And the terrorist group the president famously referred to 
as the “jayvee team” just last year is now the best-armed, best-funded 
terrorist group on earth, controlling “a volume of resources and territory 
unmatched in the history of extremist organizations.” 
 Mr. Obama’s clumsy and malicious mishandling of relations with 
Israel, then, is but one brick in a wall of failure and infamy. The fact that 
Benjamin Netanyahu emerged victorious in his confrontation with Barack 
Obama — a confrontation whose root cause can be traced to Obama’s 
hostility not just to Netanyahu but to Israel (a point I’ve elaborated on here) 
— is a heartening development in a world that is increasingly chaotic and 
violent.    (CommentaryMagazine.com Mar 18) 
 

 
The Pollsters' and Commentators' Darkest Hour       By Haim Misgav 
   I have always been taught that it is wrong to gloat. I was taught that one 
should be a gracious winner, generous toward a defeated opponent.  
 And generally I agree, but not this time. Not when it comes to the 
pollsters and media commentators, who have insinuated themselves into the 
political system as an integral part of the mudslinging and deligitimization 
of the Right.  
 As I look over the data, I can't understand how these people -- the 
pollsters and the media commentators -- thought they could fool us in such 
a humiliating manner. What were they thinking? That we are complete 
idiots? That we don't know where the filthy commentary in the various 
media outlets comes from? That we don't know who is funding their 
expensive ads? 
 Did anyone think that we would really believe them, that they are 
motivated purely by "concern for the state?" Did individuals such as former 
Shin Bet director Yuval Diskin, former Mossad chief Meir Dagan or former 
IDF chief of staff Dan Halutz think that we wouldn't figure out where their 
hatred comes from? Did prominent cultural figures raised on anarchistic 
leftist values think that we would sit idly by while they arrogantly look 
down their noses at us? Did they think that we would suddenly say to 
ourselves: "Hey, maybe they're right. Our camp really is comprised only of 
idol worshippers and mezuzah kissers"?  
 But the ones who make me angriest are the pollsters and alleged 
political commentators, the ones whose job it is to analyze the political 
arena all year round, not just during election season. The ones who feed us 
misinformation and seek only to please their masters, the owners of the 
media outlets that employ them. Take for example the false prophets at 
Yedioth Ahronoth, the authors of the smear campaign columns. Now that 
they have been proved wrong, do they recognize their mistake? Do they 
acknowledge that they tried to lead the public astray? Do they acknowledge 
that their false accusations did not reflect any true reality, but a fabricated 
one that someone manufactured for them in efforts to influence readers to 
hate the "other camp"?  
 I am convinced that none of them is sorry, not even now. They are not 
busy taking stock and learning from their mistakes. That is not their way. It 
is as though nothing happened. They are pretending that they did not go on 
and on, almost until the polls opened, about how desperation how the Likud 
party was despondent over their imminent defeat and how the ill-fitting 
partnership between Isaac Herzog and Tzipi Livni had effectively served its 
purpose and would soon unseat the government.  
 But the ones who were most humiliated in this election were the 
pollsters. Some of them, at least, are decent people who do their jobs to the 
best of their ability. But many of them simply enlisted to help advance the 
agendas of those who commissioned the polls. For example, none of the 
pollsters can possibly defend the bizarre polls that came out over the 

weekend. They could not have been true, even when they were made 
public. They were intrinsically biased to make the voting public think that 
the Israeli majority had already chosen the radical-social camp.  
 This makes me sad. The pollsters' public humiliation caused 
inexcusable damage. Neither the pollsters nor the so-called commentators 
(those who call themselves journalists and those who call themselves 
commanders) are up for re-election every couple of years, as we all know. 
They are exempt. Only public officials need to be re-selected every 
predetermined period of time. That is a shame, because in my opinion the 
vast majority of these bogus commentators and misleading pollsters 
should be out looking for different professions right now.  
(Israel Hayom Mar 19) 
  

 
The New Government's Security Challenges         By Efraim Inbar 
   A new Likud-led government will take office in Jerusalem in the 
coming weeks. The mantras of the election campaign are over and the new 
government will have to face the security challenges emanating from the 
strategic environment. 
 The most important issue for Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu is 
of course Iran. As the U.S. races toward an agreement that will legitimize 
the nuclear breakout status of Iran, the regional powers signal their 
displeasure, as well as their desire to develop uranium enrichment 
capabilities on par with Iran. The American attempt to offer a nuclear 
umbrella to forestall nuclear proliferation, a strategic nightmare, is 
doomed to failure. No Arab leader trusts President Barack Obama. Only a 
military strike to destroy the Iranian capability to produce fissionable 
material needed for nuclear bombs can stop nuclear proliferation in the 
region. 
 The only country with enough guts that can do so is Israel. This 
decision must be taken by the next Israeli government. The timetable for 
such a strike is not to be determined by additional Iranian progress on the 
nuclear path, but by the perceptions of regional leaders of Iranian 
ambitions and power. The expansion of Iranian influence to Iraq and 
Yemen, in addition to the grip over Syria and Lebanon, heightened threat 
perceptions. American willingness to accept a greater Iranian regional role 
undermines American credibility and underscores the need for Israeli 
action in the near future. 
 An Israeli strike is needed to prevent nuclear proliferation and to 
prevent imperial and Islamist Iran acquiring hegemony in the Middle East. 
History indicates that such Israeli actions will not be welcomed by 
American administrations, but will be highly appreciated later. It is Israel 
that will save the Americans from themselves. 
 Israel's main challenge is to maintain its freedom of action, while on a 
collision course with the current American policy designed to make Iran a 
partner for achieving stability in the Middle East. This is not an easy 
endeavor, but Israel has large reservoirs of good will in the U.S. to allow it 
to pursue its cardinal security interests against the will of an unpopular 
American president. 
 Despite the fact that some of the Arab armies that posed a threat to 
Israel have largely disintegrated and the power differential between Israel 
and its Arab neighbors grows constantly, the Jewish state still faces great 
hostility from Islamist sub-state armed groups. Hezbollah, Hamas and 
Islamic Jihad cannot conquer Israel, but have acquired impressive 
capabilities to cause massive damage. Large armored formations are still 
needed to tackle those challenges. Moreover, the active defense missile 
capability must be augmented.  
 Unfortunately, the IDF is underfunded, leading to cuts in ground 
forces and in training for the regular army and its reserves. Whoever will 
be the new defense minister, it is his task to secure a much larger military 
budget. Moreover, the unbearable situation that the IDF does not operate 
for a long period in accordance with a securely funded multiyear plan 
must end. Israel's strong economy can definitely sustain larger defense 
layouts. 
 Another area that needs attention is the navy. Over 90% of Israel 
exports go via the East Mediterranean. Moreover, this area is rich in 
energy resources that are vital for Israel's future prosperity. Yet, the 
eastern Mediterranean is increasingly becoming an Islamic lake. Turkey 
under Erdogan is gradually more hostile. Syria is an Iranian ally, and its 
civil war brings about the rise of Islamist militias of all kinds. Lebanon is 
largely ruled by Hezbollah, a Shiite radical organization aligned with Iran. 
It occasionally perpetrates attacks against Israel and threatened to hit 
Israel's rigs in the sea. Hamas, a radical Sunni terrorist group linked to 
Iran, has taken over Gaza. It launches thousands of rockets to Israel and 
staged attacks on Israeli gas installations in the Mediterranean. In Sinai, a 
plethora of Islamist armed groups are challenging the sovereignty of Egypt 
and even attacked the targets along the Suez Canal. Libya is no longer a 
real state and the Islamist militias are fighting to carve areas of influence. 



We may see soon piracy in the East Mediterranean. 
 Israel's responses must include a larger and stronger navy. This is an 
expensive project that has been started already. Hopefully, all budgetary 
problems will be overcome. Fortunately, some of the vessels needed are 
procured in Germany (not the U.S.), while others can be built in Israel if 
enough money is allocated. 
 The Middle East strategic landscape fosters new leaders and new ruling 
elites. Israel's intelligence agencies face a difficult job of identifying the 
important players and their modus operandi. Many of the devils we knew 
are no longer in power. This means greater uncertainty and higher chances 
for surprises. Since Israel cannot prevent all surprises (that is their nature), 
it must prepare for worst-case scenarios rather than be tempted by rosy 
dreams.    (Israel Hayom Mar 19) 
The writer is director of the Begin-Sadat Center for Strategic Studies, a 
professor of political studies at Bar-Ilan University, and a 
Shillman/Ginsburg fellow at the Middle East Forum. 
 

 
Netanyahu’s Mandate to Build       By Michael Freund  

What a remarkable turn of events. After months of unprecedented 
media attacks and unflattering polls, Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu 
emerged from Tuesday’s elections with a victory as resounding as it was 
incontestable. 
 You could almost hear the man in the White House yell in exasperation 
from across the ocean as the results came in throughout the night and the 
Likud’s lead continued to grow. 
 US President Barack Obama’s certain dismay at the outcome was 
exceeded perhaps only by that of the leftwing media, which could barely 
contain its shock at the realization that Israel’s voters have minds of their 
own and refuse to march to their monotonous drumbeat. 
 Netanyahu and his wife Sara, who endured unparalleled assaults on her 
character and reputation, are the clear winners of this electoral slugfest, 
defying the odds to lay claim to an unambiguous and decisive electoral 
triumph. All the hatred and vitriol directed their way, all the slander and 
sarcasm that was heaped upon them simply boomeranged, resulting in 
greater sympathy for the Netanyahus rather than less. In their obsession to 
drive Netanyahu from office, the critics and cynics overplayed their hand, 
pushing still more voters to side with the premier. 

The Likud’s success at the polls owed much to the brilliant campaign 
strategy that was implemented in the final week preceding the vote. 
Overseen by former journalist Nir Hefetz, the campaign effectively utilized 
Netanyahu’s time and talents, maintained solid message discipline, and 
sparked a strong turnout among the party’s traditional voters. 
 After weeks of sustained criticism, the campaign achieved its objectives 
far beyond most observers’ wildest expectations, and Hefetz deserves a 
great deal of credit for masterminding the positive outcome. 
 But the biggest winner of all, the true champion of these elections, was 
neither a candidate nor even a party on the ballot. It was, quite simply, the 
Land of Israel. The fact is that the surge of support for the Likud and 
Netanyahu in the final days leading up to the polls coincided with his 
renewed emphasis on preserving the integrity of our ancient homeland. 
 Netanyahu delivered a powerful speech at the rightwing pre-election 
rally in Tel Aviv earlier this week, spoke out against the establishment of a 
Palestinian state and reaffirmed his commitment to expanded Jewish 
housing construction in eastern Jerusalem. By reaffirming his fidelity to the 
Land of Israel, Netanyahu won over many right-wing voters who might 
otherwise have cast their ballots for other parties. 
 Standing strong for the land of our forefathers, and refusing to 
countenance additional withdrawals, has once again proven itself to be a 
winning platform in Israel’s elections. Though they are loath to admit it, the 
Left was, is and will remain a minority, albeit a noisy and troublesome one. 
 Take for example Meretz, which has been the cheerleader of 
compromise and capitulation throughout the years. The party barely 
squeaked past the minimum electoral threshold required to enter the 
Knesset, and its leader, Zehava Gal-On, resigned in despair. 
 The tale of Labor, which ran under the “Zionist Union” moniker, is not 
much different. Despite the millions of dollars that were reportedly 
funneled in from abroad to help its campaign, and a slavish media that 
served as its propaganda arm, the party came in a distant second and will 
now have to lick its wounds in the opposition. 
 If all goes well, Netanyahu will form a solid right-wing and religious 
coalition in the coming weeks with a healthy 66- or 67-seat majority in the 
Knesset. 
 The prime minister has received a clear mandate from the people of 
Israel to build and strengthen Judea and Samaria and Jerusalem, and it 
behooves him to move quickly on this front. A good first step would be for 
the new government to adopt the July 2012 Levy Report, which was 
authored by former Israeli Supreme Court Justice Edmund Levy. 

 The report concluded that Israel’s presence in Judea and Samaria is 
fully legal under international law and that the Jewish state has every right 
to build Jewish communities in the area. It also spelled out guidelines as to 
how to do so. Adoption of the report and its findings would send a clear 
and firm message to the world that the age of retreat is over and the era of 
renewed building and settlement is at hand. In addition, freeing up 
construction throughout the territories by issuing tenders for thousands of 
new homes would greatly impact the supply and price of available 
housing, thereby helping to address one of the public’s greatest economic 
and social concerns. 
 Netanyahu now has four more years to bolster and strengthen the 
Jewish presence in Judea and Samaria, tackle the Iranian nuclear threat 
and bring down the cost of living at home. Of course, it won’t be easy. He 
faces a hostile administration in Washington, growing anti-Israel 
sentiment in Europe as well as Palestinian rejectionism in Gaza and 
Ramallah. But the Left has been soundly defeated, and the people of Israel 
have spoken loudly and clearly: they want to see this land grow, flourish 
and prosper. And they have given Netanyahu the authority to do just that. 
 So let’s fill the hills of Samaria and the cities of Judea with Jews and 
give the people what they want. After all, that is what democracy is about.     
(Jerusalem Post Mar 19) 
 

 
The Sin of Condescension        By Efrat Jarufi 
   Good morning, dear left-wingers. 
 Yes, Wednesday morning was a great disappointment for those who 
hoped to wake up to a new reality. After all the whining and the crying 
and the posting of statuses saying, "The public is dumb, the public will 
pay," and "Tomorrow I'm buying a plane ticket out of here," and "This is 
Iran" -- the time has come to stop bellyaching and moaning. 
 Yes, I -- I, the Mizrachi [a Jew from an Arab country] woman who 
complains about what has been taken from her and who voted Meretz -- I 
am telling you people of the elitist Left to wipe away your tears and to try 
to understand why "they" -- as you love to call the people who have 
proved to be the majority of this nation -- voted to keep Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu in office. 
 "They" voted for Netanyahu because you do not even give them a 
second thought. "They" are the people who live outside the "state of Tel 
Aviv" and central Israel. Because you came to Givat Amal -- the Tel Aviv 
neighborhood where poor people are being ousted from their homes in 
favor of real estate development for those far more well off -- for a photo 
op, but you did not care what happened from then until when they were 
kicked out. You left the land to activists with no political ties who did not 
manage to create a solution. And the conscience of these people, whose 
grandparents were not card-carrying Mapainikim, did not allow them to 
vote Labor. "They" have been insulted again and again.  
 "They," whom you taught to repress everything Arab about 
themselves. Those same people who you filmed on your cellphones 
causing scenes about chocolate on the airplane, whom you called "kissers 
of amulets" from the podium in Rabin Square. Those people who 
embarrass you, they kissed their amulets and voted for the party that you 
claim is bad for them, but that knows how to speak to their hearts. 
 Because, just as former Education Minister Shay Piron said on 
Tuesday, politics is about our innermost desires. And that is why the prime 
minister's controversial act, when he called on "them" on election day to 
vote as that was what the Arabs were doing en masse, touched an open 
wound. An open wound that you are capable of seeing as the "Nakba" 
["Catastrophe"] of this country's minority (I am too, OK? The Joint Arab 
List's achievement also makes me happy), but to which you are blind 
when it refers to half the Jewish people, who have been marginalized and 
dispossessed for many long decades by the "white tribe." Netanyahu saw 
that wound, and he brought "them" out to vote.  
 You have four years now. All of you who say you are concerned about 
socio-economic issues; all of you who see yourselves as the enlightened 
Left; all of you who are horrified by a right-wing government: Think 
about how you can make "them" stop seeing the concept of the Left as the 
enemy.  
 The problem begins with your condescension. Get out of the Tel Aviv 
area, dear politicians, and even that is not necessary in order to find a 
whole pile of problems to deal with. Go from the opposition into the field 
and deal with the problem of public housing, deal with troubled 
neighborhoods like Kfar Shalem and Neve Shaanan, which are inside Tel 
Aviv. Deal with education in schools in the north and the south of the 
country, and definitely do not applaud artists who stand in city squares and 
call "them" superstitious amulet kissers. 
 Your loss depends on those words. And on your innermost desires. 
(Israel Hayom Mar 19) 
 


