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Events… 

  
May 21-28 
 2017 marks the 50th anniversary of the reunification of Jerusalem and 
to mark this extraordinary year the BAYT Brotherhood is running a second 
mission – in addition to its annual mission in December – to celebrate Yom 
Yerushalayim.  The BAYT Yom Yerushalayim Mission to Israel will 
incorporate the World Mizrachi mission, plus add additional touring and 
Shabbat in Jerusalem. For information email Larry Zeifman at 
LWZ@Zeifmans.ca  
 

 

Commentary… 

 
Our Nation Remains Strong        By Rabbi Eliezer Shenvald 
 It has been 15 years since Operation Defensive Shield, which, as far as 
the reality on the battlefield, was carried out exactly like a war. History 
teaches us that sometimes, we can only understand the significance of an 
event in retrospect. The campaign's strategic implications were already 
evident while it was under way, but the time that has passed allows us to 
look at the operation in a way that brings into focus aspects of it that point 
to unique characteristics of Israeli society in daily life and in emergency 
situations. 
 The campaign began at the end of the Passover holiday following the 
brutal terrorist attack at the Park Hotel in Netanya and a year and a half of 
regular suicide bombings. The deadly terrorist attacks targeted Israeli public 
consciousness and sought to repeat Hezbollah's accomplishment in 
Lebanon: To make Israel completely withdraw from areas 
B and C in Judea and Samaria, and to launch a Palestinian 
war of independence that would lead to a Palestinian state 
that would be a "right" and not a "gift." 
 The possibility of regaining control over towns in Judea and Samaria 
came up repeatedly in the months leading up to the operation. Some sectors 
of society saw this goal as illegitimate, as it essentially voided the Oslo 
Accords. These sectors further claimed that IDF control over these cities 
and warfare within them would cost the lives of hundreds of soldiers. They 
also said that if the IDF were required to carry out such a process and was 
forced to call up reservists to carry out the task, only 70% of those called up 
would report for duty -- an estimate that fit in with the overall feeling 
among the Israeli public, according to which the Israeli ethos had changed 
and society was no longer as devoted as it had been. The Palestinian 
Authority also assumed that the process would never happen, so it allowed 
itself to push boundaries. 
 The reality turned out to be completely different. The reservist 
recruitment was not only not "minimal," it reached about 120%. That is a 
dramatic figure. Reservists left their families during the holiday, fully aware 
of the dangers of urban warfare and the considerable chance that they 
would not return physically intact. It was an amazing display. We visited 
the reservists late at night, in the pouring rain. The number of soldiers was 
clearly greater than expected, and there was even a shortage of personal 
equipment. At the time, people frequently said that simply due to the scope 
of the enlistment, we had already won and achieved our goals before the 
first shot was fired. In the battle for spirit and consciousness, the reservists' 
dedication clearly marked the path. 
 This gave expression to national resilience and the willingness to bear 
the cost of safeguarding the security of the state, just like in the past. Israeli 
society proved to itself and to its enemies once again that in an emergency, 
with no other options, it knows how to join forces to the fullest extent, 
integrate efforts, demonstrate solidarity and to overcome the divisions and 
conflicts of daily life. Israeli society signalled to its enemies that they were 
mistaken in assuming how it would behave in an emergency based on how 

it behaved in daily life. 
 This insight is 
directly relevant to 
today. National resilience, endurance 
and motivation are fundamental 
components of Israel's view of 
security, as was described in late 
Prime Minister David Ben-Gurion's 
defense security doctrine in the 1950s 

and as our sources note: "Not by might nor by power, but by my Spirit, 
says the Lord Almighty." (Zechariah 4:6) 
 Israeli society will continue to face complex, existential challenges. 
Even today, there are those who question Israeli society's endurance and 
willingness to devote itself to defense, painting it instead as a society that 
is weakening. We cannot ignore the cultural changes that are taking place. 
But, as in the past, these changes take place in the outer later of our 
identity, and do not penetrate to the core of the Israeli ethos and national 
resilience. Looking back on Operation Defensive Shield clearly 
demonstrates that, if there is need, and a real threat is present, endurance 
and national resilience will come into play at full force. Our enemies 
should not test this.    (Israel Hayom Apr 3 
The writer is head of the Meir Harel Yeshiva in Modiin and Ofakim. 
 

 
Debate, don't Bully         By Eli Yishai 

The establishment of the haredi units in the IDF's Nahal Brigade 
sparked a debate within the ultra-Orthodox sector. At the time, it was 
argued that the IDF was starting out by doing everything possible to 
accommodate us in order to draft haredim, but when haredi enlistment 
became the norm, the accommodations would be removed and we would 
witness the runaway train of anti-religiosity running full-force into our 
youth. On the other hand, those who supported the project argued that the 
military was the best place for those young haredim who would join up. 
 The recent controversy over women serving in combat roles has 
brought me back to the discussion. As I understand it, we are watching a 
very strange show in which the decision makers in the military and 

security establishment are trying to expand women's 
service and force IDF soldiers to go against the Jewish and 
religious values on which the state was founded, and 
cynically exploiting military discipline to do so. A military 
must operate according to orders. There is no democracy 

in the military and that is the way it should be, but the moment the defense 
minister takes the liberty of deciding on matters that are above the IDF 
and have to do with national identity, he steers us toward a head-on 
collision and prompts and uprising, and who knows how it will end? 
 A haredi youth vacillating about whether to enlist, who looks on from 
the side at the unchecked diatribe from Rabbi Yigal Levinstein, who 
taught generations of religious combat soldiers, says to himself, "Why do I 
need this headache?" If the IDF treats the national religious sector -- the 
most faithful to the army, with the highest enlistment rate in the country -- 
this way, trampling its values without any attempt at a dialogue or debate, 
what will it do to me? 
 Levinstein's outcry is aimed at the upper echelon of the IDF, which 
has begun implementing an unacceptable norm of men and women serving 
together to no operational purpose, a norm that creates unnecessary 
tension. 
 Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu once hosted a dinner for former 
Romanian President Ion Iliescu. I was present, along with other 
government ministers. Iliescu surprised me by saying he saw in Israel the 
chosen people, simply because there was no reasonable explanation for the 
country's meteoric success. I thought at the time that if an Israeli official 
had made the same remark, it would be branded as racist, but when uttered 
by a foreign leader, it should have woken us up. He went on to say that 
"what has protected you throughout history is the Bible." It would be nice 
to think that these compliments were intended to pat us on the back and 
place us above the rest of the human race. But they weren't. The remark 
expressed the principle that imposes a different set of values and a special 
responsibility upon us, one that is based on the values of the Jewish 
identity. 
 On the surface, it would appear that the matter of the evolving Jewish 
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identity is the subject of deep dispute. Can it be resolved through a military 
order? Defense Minister Avigdor Lieberman thinks so; I'm certain it can't. 
Therefore, I have reached out to the prime minister and asked him to 
intervene in the matter that is placing a growing schism between the world 
of the Torah and our precious army. I am happy that he promised he would 
take action, and welcome it. Debate is appropriate, and every matter is 
worthy of being discussed, but there is no place for brutal steamrolling. 
Attorney General Avichai Mendelblit was right in preventing Lieberman 
from calling Levinstein in for a hearing. There is, however, a place to 
summon religious Zionist rabbis, talk with them, hear their positions, and 
then decide.    (Israel Hayom Apr 2) 
The writer is a former Knesset member for the Shas party and a former 
government minister. 
 

 
The Leopard won't Change its Spots        By Reuven Berko 
 Hamas military wing's spokesman Abu Ubaida's declaration of the 
group's willingness to establish a Palestinian state on the "occupied 
territory" seized during the 1967 war, and following that, his verbal trial 
balloons and leaks attributed to senior Hamas officials, seem to point to a 
dramatic "turnaround" in the murderous terrorist organization. However, 
the Palestinian publicists make it clear that this is once again a trick of 
semantics designed to reason with friends and enemies in the spirit of the 
Islamic operational code of intimidation, deception and fraud. 
 At the recent "Palestine problem" panel organized at the Zeitouna 
conference in Beirut, Hamas political leader Khaled Mashaal revealed the 
principles of a new document, rumored to be a revised Hamas charter. 
According to him, the paper presents Hamas' strategic vision in light of 
lessons learned in 2016 and moving forward into 2017, in a manner that 
will unite all forces around the "resistance." 
 Hamas official Ismail Radwan stressed that the document, which is still 
being drafted, gives expression to the organization's logic and pragmatic 
political vision, and that there is no intention for it to replace the existing 
Hamas charter. Political commentator Ibrahim Madhoun claimed that the 
document is a political-diplomatic paper that expresses pragmatic insights 
stemming from the organization's political ties with world powers and other 
countries, including China and Russia, and its accumulated political 
experience and constraints dictated by regional and global changes on the 
ground. Madhoun believes that the document does not renounce the "red 
lines" of the Hamas charter, including the motif of the "resistance" (the 
armed struggle); and since Hamas's religious affiliation with the Muslim 
Brotherhood is solely ideological, there is no need for the organization to 
truly sever this connection. 

Hamas will renounce Islamist terrorist organizations, to appease Arab 
nations and the West, and will fashion itself as a "Palestinian organization 
for national liberation," but, despite the willingness to establish "Palestine" 
along the 1967 borders, it will refuse to recognize Israel and the Palestine 
Liberation Organization's agreements with it or to concede part of the 
"homeland." Since "the Hamas charter is not the Quran," reality will bring 
about semantic changes in an effort to improve its image. 
 Political analyst Hamza Abu Shanab believes that Hamas has proposed 
similar changes in the past, recalling Hamas founder Ahmed Yassin's 
willingness to instate a long-term "hudna" (truce) in exchange for Israeli 
withdrawal from the West Bank and Gaza, the organization's offer to reach 
understandings on prisoners and its participation in the 2006 election. 
Therefore, the expected semantic changes regarding Hamas' ties to the 
Muslim Brotherhood and its stance against "the enemy" are meant to 
strengthen its relationship with nearby Arab countries and with the 
international community. 
 Therefore, under the framework of this "renovation," the phrase "the 
struggle against the Jews" will be traded in for "the war against the 
occupation," and Hamas will rebrand itself a "Palestinian organization for 
national liberation" -- and in renouncing the Muslim Brotherhood, it will 
also satisfy Egypt. 
 Political commentator Faiz Abu Shamala too believes that Hamas has 
no intention of voiding its charter or its ties to the Muslim Brotherhood as it 
aspires to be painted as a nationalist Palestinian movement fighting against 
the Zionists. 
 This is nothing other than a "coat of paint" applied to a wall of 
terrorism, and a call for "hudna," without referring to it by name. The 
organization's change in branding to the "organization for Palestinian 
national liberation and fighting the Zionists" puts it in the same position as 
the PLO, risks its status, and does not bring Palestinian reconciliation any 
closer. If the road to hell is paved with good intentions, the road to the 
heaven of Hamas' "hudna" is paved with bad intentions.   (Israel Hayom 
Apr 4) 

Hold on to History     By Nadav Shragai 
 Some 9,000 tons of dirt laden with archaeological finds, Jewish 
history stripped from the Temple Mount's earth, have been excavated over 
the past 14 years as part of the Temple Mount Sifting Project, yielding 
discoveries -- the importance of which cannot be overstated -- about the 
most pivotal place in Jewish history. 
 But now the funding has dried up and this unique archaeological and 
educational project has grinded to a halt. The government, which is busy 
dividing budgets between the new Israeli Public Broadcasting Corporation 
and the Israel Broadcasting Authority, seems to have forgotten the culture 
and heritage shared by all of us -- Right and Left, religious and secular, 
Sephardi and Ashkenazi -- culture and heritage that are systematically 
denied by the Palestinians and their friends at the U.N. and the United 
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization. 
 The bulldozers that bit into the Temple Mount's soil in 1999, sent 
there by the Jerusalem Islamic Waqf (the trust that controls and manages 
the current Islamic edifices on and around the site) to turn the massive 
underground structure of Solomon's Stables into a giant mosque, loaded 
the soil removed onto trucks, which in turn dumped the soil around the 
greater Jerusalem area. 
 Then-Israel Antiquities Authority Director Amir Drori called it an 
"archaeological crime" and then-Attorney General Elyakim Rubinstein 
called it "a blow to the Jewish people's history." Tzahi Dvira, then an 
archaeology student, attempted to save a few artifacts and was promptly -- 
outrageously -- indicted. Today, Dvira and his mentor, Jerusalem Prize for 
Archaeology recipient Dr. Gabi Barkai, head the Temple Mount Sifting 
Project, which has so far recovered tens of thousands of artifacts, 
including coins, tiles, pottery, arrow heads, and jewelry. 
 Through the sifting project, the Temple Mount, a virtual "black hole" 
in Jewish history that has never been excavated, provided an opportunity 
to study its history. More than 200,000 volunteers from the world over 
have participated in the project, which has taken on an educational aspect 
as well. Most of the funding came from the Ir David Foundation, but the 
dwindling funds eventually forced the project's suspension. 
 Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and Culture Minister Miri 
Regev, who hold Jerusalem dear, have promised to review the issue and 
help, but so far nothing has come of it. The possibility that the Temple 
Mount Sifting Project would come to an end is inconceivable in every way 
-- scientific, cultural, Jewish, educational and historical, as well as from a 
public diplomacy standpoint. Barkai has repeatedly said he is appalled by 
the thought that the only archaeological opportunity to learn something 
about the history of the Temple Mount is about to slip away. 
 We may not actually be able to claim the Temple Mount as ours, but 
the soil removed from the compound is absolutely ours. The state must 
assume the mantle of funding the Temple Mount Sifting Project. As 
statesman Yigal Allon once said, "A nation unfamiliar with its past will 
see a poor present and an uncertain future." (Israel Hayom Apr 5) 
 

 
Making BDS Kosher: The New Morality        By Moshe Dann    

The Boycott, Divest, Sanctions (BDS) movement has two aspects. 
One applies to Israel and Israelis; the elimination of the state and 
genocide. The other applies to Jews who live in Judea and Samaria (the 
“West Bank”), eastern Jerusalem and Golan – “the settlements.” The first 
calls for ending the “occupation” that began when Israel was established 
(the “Nakba”); the second calls for ending the “occupation” that began in 
1967. 
 The first type is prohibited by law in a number of US states, and now 
in Israel, which recently passed a law banning entry to supporters of BDS. 
The second, however, is not prohibited and in fact is supported by many 
“progressive” Jews and Israelis. 

The distinction between the two parts of the BDS movement has 
raised questions among Jews who support Israel but oppose settlements. 
Will they be welcome to visit Israel? A prominent Jewish scholar who 
teaches at the Reconstructionist College and the Hebrew College wrote: “I 
refuse to recite kiddush over wine that is labeled as made in Kiryat Arba... 
I am concerned about the violation of Jewish law regarding theft, 
oppression and other interpersonal transgressions that are involved in 
agricultural products created by Jews in the West Bank territories... I need 
to know whether that means I am included among those who will no 
longer be permitted into the country because I support this degree of 
boycott on a product of Israel’s West Bank settlements.” 
 I asked him to explain, and he responded: “I do not have the time or 
heshek [desire] to continue to engage with you on this. I will not be able to 
respond to further communications. My aim was at the law enacted by the 
Knesset, not at the grapes or even the wine. The residents of Kiryat Arba 



(although I confess to knowing nothing of the winemakers in particular) 
have shown their disdain for their Palestinian neighbors by any number of 
highly public actions and statements.” 
 If “settlers” are guilty of crimes and offenses, why not also blame the 
State of Israel, which promotes and protects them? If the state is complicit, 
why not boycott it? Is there a connection between boycotting a product and 
those who produce it, and those who facilitate its production?  
 Aside from his ignorance of the law, which applies only to those who 
oppose Israel’s existence, and the fact that he ignores that some Israeli 
politicians and cultural figures oppose the settlement movement, his boycott 
of products produced by Jews without any evidence of what he considers 
wrongful acts violates the Ninth Commandment: Thou shall not bear false 
witness. 
 Boycotting products produced by Jews living in Judea, Samaria and the 
Golan, moreover, is not only a “moral” issue. 
 Many in the international community oppose what they consider 
Israel’s occupation of Palestinian territory (OPT). As the UN has stated, 
OPT includes “eastern Jerusalem,” that is, the neighborhoods which were 
built after the Six Day War, and the Golan Heights. Even recognizing 
Jerusalem as Israel’s capital and moving the US embassy there is 
controversial. The link, therefore, between boycotting Israel and boycotting 
settlements is critical. 
 Opposing Israel’s existence is different from opposing settlements, 
ostensibly, because of the concept of “the two-state solution,” meaning a 
Palestinian state in Judea, Samaria, eastern Jerusalem and Gaza, and the 
return of the Golan to Syria. 
 Where, however, does this lead? Boycotting products of Israeli 
settlements supports the eviction of Jews from all settlements and the 
establishment of a Palestinian state instead. Such boycotts support the goals 
of those who demand that Israel withdraw from all areas conquered in 
1967, at least. 
 If it is a “moral” issue, moreover, why limit oneself to the armistice 
lines of 1949? Why doesn’t this also apply to areas which were conquered 
in 1948/9 and became part of the State of Israel? The success and appeal of 
the BDS movement is its focus on products produced in “settlements.” 
 It is the movement’s leverage against the state itself. 
 That Jews support such boycotts must be very encouraging to those 
who seek Israel’s demise. 
 The question is not whether wine from Hebron/Kiryat Arba or any 
other winery in Judea and Samaria is kosher, but whether a blessing made 
by someone whose heart is filled with baseless hatred for other Jews is 
valid.    (Jerusalem Post Apr 3) 
 

 
Rasmea's Exit, Stage Left      By Ruthie Blum 
 Convicted Palestinian terrorist Rasmea Odeh received a standing 
ovation this weekend in Chicago from an enthusiastic crowd at the national 
conference of the organization Jewish Voice for Peace. 
 Luckily for Odeh -- who took part in the bombing of a Jerusalem 
supermarket in 1969, which killed Hebrew University students Leon 
Kanner and Eddie Joffe -- the Jewish state that she and her radical leftist 
buddies in the U.S. Jewish community would see eradicated let her out of 
jail as part of a prisoner exchange. Still, she has expressed no gratitude to 
the liberal society that set her free in 1980, or to the one that has enabled 
her since then to roam around freely, spewing her vitriol and inciting 
violence. On the contrary, the proud member of the Popular Front for the 
Liberation of Palestine, who feels no remorse for the innocent boys she 
killed, also defied the country that took her in as in immigrant -- concealing 
her terrorist past in order to enter the United States. 
 Not only that. Last month, Odeh's three-year battle with the U.S. 
government, which was sparked by her being convicted of immigration 
fraud, came to a happy end with a plea bargain according to which she 
would be stripped of her American citizenship and deported, but serve no 
jail time.  
 The Rasmea Defense Committee, a vocal group of avid supporters, had 
the nerve to respond to this piece of luck and ill-deserved generosity by 
saying that her decision to accept the deal was difficult, but it was the best 
she could hope for under the "current racist political climate" of President 
Donald Trump, in which her "prospects for a fair trial are slimmer than 
ever." 
 It is bad enough that Odeh spent only 10 years in an Israeli prison. 
Worse still that she is getting off the hook for her subsequent crime. But the 
fact that she has been elevated to some kind of sainthood, lauded by 
feminist, black and other self-described human rights activists is as 
shocking as it is shameful. 
 To add insult to injury, Jewish Voice for Peace pressured the 

management of the Hyatt Regency Hotel, the venue rented for the hate-
filled conference, not to allow a pro-Israel group to rent a separate room in 
which to hold a memorial service for Odeh's victims. This is a classic case 
of what renowned law professor Alan Dershowitz calls "free speech for 
me and not for thee." 
 Yes, as long as Jewish Voice for Peace and its non-Jewish 
counterparts -- such as Students for Justice in Palestine and Black Lives 
Matter, which use it as a cover for their anti-Semitism -- have the 
microphone, anything goes. Even glorifying cold-blooded murder. But 
when an organization like StandWithUs wants to present an opposing 
viewpoint, any underhanded tactics to prevent it from doing so are kosher. 
 Ultimately, StandWithUs prevailed and conducted a vigil for Kanner 
and Joffe during the conference, albeit in a different building of the Hyatt 
complex. But it was a quiet ceremony, unlike that of Jewish Voice for 
Peace, which cheered Odeh when she said, "We need you to continue 
resisting Trump's agenda and to continue challenging the Zionists and to 
continue providing your solidarity and support to the Palestinian and Arab 
national movement." 
 Odeh, who was 21 when she played a key role in the terrorist attack, 
failed to mention that if not for Israeli policy, she would have spent the 
rest of her life behind bars. Instead, she has been a liberated woman since 
the age of 32. The now 69-year-old also left out the fact that the U.S. 
justice system -- yes, in Trump's America -- can take credit for her ability 
to trade jail for Jordan, where she will undoubtedly be hailed as a heroine.  
 Good riddance, Rasmea; too bad you can't take your sycophants with 
you. But, as you surely know, Jordanian law forbids Jews from becoming 
citizens.    (Israel Hayom Apr 4) 
 

 
Why Is J Street Calling Israel an ‘Occupier’?      By Alan Clemmons 

At a recent conference at the United Nations on strategies to defeat the 
Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions Movement, J Street—a Jewish, 
progressive advocacy group that claims to reject BDS—sent some of its 
constituents to stir up controversy. J Street members wore T-shirts reading 
“anti-BDS & anti-occupation” and when invited to ask questions, referred 
to Israel as an “illegal occupier.” 
 The former Soviet dissident Natan Sharansky was also in attendance. 
His “3D” test has become the standard used by the U.S. State Department 
and other institutions to determine when criticism of Israel crosses the line 
into anti-Semitism. Mr. Sharansky’s three Ds are delegitimization, 
demonization and double standards. Measured this way, J Street is itself 
anti-Semitic. 
 Using the term “occupier” is a polite way of demonizing Israel as a 
thief. It suggests that Jewish invaders colonized territory rightfully 
belonging to the Arabs. Talk about a double standard. To suggest that 
Jews are occupiers in a region known for more than 3,000 years as Judea 
is as ridiculous as suggesting that Arabs currently living in Arabia are 
occupiers. 
 “Occupier” is a legal term that does not apply to Israel. Israel’s legal 
title and rights to its present territory were established in the San Remo 
resolution, an agreement adopted by victorious Allied Powers after World 
War I, confirmed by the League of Nations, and incorporated into the U.N. 
charter. None of the Jewish people’s rights to live, emigrate to and settle 
the land of Israel have ever been revoked, nullified or superseded by a 
subsequent act of international law. 
 Calling Israel an “occupier” has become essential to anti-Israel forces, 
as they persist in efforts to delegitimize the Jewish state. A U.N. resolution 
passed in December demands that “Israel immediately and completely 
cease all settlement activities in the occupied Palestinian territory.” 
 Tarring Israel with the “occupier” label also gives its violent enemies 
grounds upon which to portray terrorism as resistance to occupation. 
When an Israeli killed a Palestinian who was attempting to stab an Israeli 
soldier in 2015, the Palestinian Authority claimed that the occurrence 
“exposes the ugly face of the occupation” and “its crimes against the 
helpless Palestinian people.” 
 The terms “occupier” and “occupation” have infiltrated the media, 
academia and government bodies around the world. Mostly their use has 
been confined to non-Jewish organizations. Now, however, Jewish groups 
like J Street have taken to slandering Israel as an occupier, thus engaging 
in anti-Semitic speech and lending material support to Israel’s enemies. 
 Israel passed a law in March prohibiting foreigners who participate in 
BDS from entering the country. J Street responded by claiming that the 
bill will “further isolate” the Jewish state and “validate Israel’s critics.” 

J Street doesn’t have to shed its support for a two-state solution or 
abandon the work it does to ensure the well-being of Palestinian Arabs. 
But it must reject the lie that Israel is an occupier. Until then, J Street can’t 



claim to have good intentions toward Israel.   (Wall Street Journal Apr 3) 
The writer, a Republican, is a member of the South Carolina House. 
 

 
Leaving the Big Tent         By Caroline B. Glick    

The divide between Israelis and American Jews seems to be growing. 
Indications of the widening gap came last week with reports of a 
confrontation between an American Jewish activist and four members of 
Knesset, from across the political spectrum, at a synagogue near Boston. 

As reported at The Algemeiner, at the end of a forum at Brookline’s 
Congregation Kehillath Israel, an audience member named Shifrah told the 
four Israeli lawmakers, “You are losing me and you are losing many, many 
people in the Jewish community... I cannot look the other way when three 
Israeli teenagers are brutally murdered and the response is to kill 2,300 
Palestinians [in Operation Protective Edge in 2014]. I want to know what 
you are doing to make peace with the Palestinians. I want to know what the 
government is doing to make peace.” 
 Despite the general fractiousness of Israeli politics, the lawmakers, who 
spanned the Right-Left spectrum, rejected the woman’s claims. Not one of 
them was willing to accept her view that Israel was morally impaired for 
defending itself from Hamas’s terror war against it. Each in his or her own 
way pointed out that the woman’s question exposed a callous indifference 
and utter ignorance to the actual situation in Israel. 
 Speaking last, Likud MK Amir Ohana noted that Israel didn’t enter into 
its war with Hamas three years ago because of the execution and abduction 
of the three youths by Palestinian terrorists. Israel went to war against 
Hamas in Operation Protective Edge because the terrorist regime in Gaza 
began pummeling Israel with tens of thousands of mortars, rockets and 
missiles. 
 And as Ohana noted, “Each and every one of them [was] targeted to kill 
us.” 
 Ohana concluded, “If I will have to choose between losing more lives 
of Israelis, whether they are civilians or soldiers, or losing you, I will sadly, 
sorrowfully, rather lose you.” 
 To a degree, the Brookline exchange was a watershed event. This is 
true for two reasons. 
 First, there was the unanimity of the responses. And second, the 
lawmakers were willing to walk away from the increasingly vocal anti-
Israel faction of the American Jewish community. 
 Shifrah’s statement was a moral and criminal indictment of Israel. It 
was also an egregious slander of the entire country. 
 Shifrah stood before a crowd of American Jews at a synagogue and 
alleged libelously that in retribution for the murder of three boys, Israel 
maliciously killed 2,300 innocent Gazans. 
 And the Knesset members told her not to let the flap slam her on her 
way out of the pro-Israel tent. 
 This action was long in the making and long overdue. For more than a 
decade, American Jews led by radical rabbis and thought leaders have been 
threatening Israel. 
 You are making us embarrassed, Peter Beinart and his supporters have 
said. We won’t be able to keep supporting Israel if you don’t succumb to all 
the demands that the PLO and Hamas are making. Their terrorism – that is, 
their “resistance to occupation” – is understandable. 
 Israel, they harangue, is losing American Jewry. We are progressives. 
We stand up for the oppressed against the oppressors. Israelis, you are 
oppressors and we won’t be able to stand with you and as Jews, we will 
stand against you. 
 We will seek common ground with anti-Semites like Roger Waters and 
Alice Walker and invite them to our most prestigious forums to speak. We 
will make common cause with terrorist supporters like Linda Sarsour and 
terrorists like Rasmea Odeh. We will show that we don’t hate Israelis by 
hosting EU-funded anti-Israel groups like Breaking the Silence at our 
synagogues and campuses. And we will insist we are pro-Israel and pro-
peace and send our checks to J Street, a group that has never sided with 
Israel on anything. 
 Over and over again Israel has heard these voices, which are often well-
paid and always well-covered by the media. Over and over we have listened 
to their threats of abandonment. 
 Rather than criticize them for their hostility and reject their threats, 
Israeli spokesmen, particularly from the Left, have tried to make these 
Jewish Israel bashers feel better about Israel. 
 True, we are “occupiers,” voices like Haaretz’s former columnist Ari 
Shavit told his American audiences. But we feel really bad about it so 
please don’t hate us. 
 We love you so, please love us back. We are one. 
 The time has long since passed for Israel to begin a frank exchange 

with these people. 
 There are lines you cannot cross and still expect us to care what you 
think. 
 Sometimes those lines are crystal clear. 
 For instance, last week, the anti-Israel and increasingly anti-Semitic 
Jewish Voices for Peace BDS pressure group held its annual conference in 
Chicago. 
 More than a thousand people showed up. JVP decided to use its 
annual event to honor a Palestinian terrorist murderer. 
 Rasmea Odeh, who was imprisoned in Israel for her role in the 
terrorist bombing of a Jerusalem supermarket in 1969 that murdered two 
Israelis, was honored by JVP for her fight against Israel. 
 Odeh is about to be deported to Jordan after being found guilty of 
immigration fraud for failing to mention that she is a convicted terrorist 
murderer on her immigration forms when she moved to the US in 1994. 
 Odeh took advantage of the microphone JVP provided her to pledge to 
continue fighting for the eradication of Israel for the rest of her life, and 
urging her audience to do so as well. 
 In her words, “Zionists aren’t going to stop their land grab in 
Palestine. The Palestinians there and the Palestinians and our supporters 
here have to stop them with our resistance and our organizing.” 
 JVP is certainly a Jewish group. Odeh was introduced by Rabbi Alissa 
Wise. But everyone associated with JVP is an enemy of Israel, Jewish or 
not. And Israel has begun to treat it as an enemy. Just this week, Internal 
Security Minister Gilad Erdan rightly castigated the group as antisemitic. 
 If JVP is the easy case, the situation quickly becomes complicated. 
 Can we draw a line when seemingly mainstream leaders join the ranks 
of Shifrah and JVP in libeling Israel? Can we walk away from prominent 
American Jews who indicate that as far as they are concerned, Israel is a 
moral burden that they are having a hard time carrying because they 
believe – and propagate – slanders of Israeli society and of the IDF? 
Consider the case of Rabbi Elliot Cosgrove. Cosgrove is the rabbi of the 
toney Conservative Park Avenue Synagogue in New York. 
 Last week Cosgrove joined the radical chorus of voices advancing the 
Israel is Apartheid slander. 
 In an event at his synagogue following the AIPAC conference, 
Cosgrove spoke of his daughter’s uneasiness at the sound of speaker after 
speaker rejecting the false allegation that Israel is an apartheid state. 
 Cosgrove said that his daughter pointed to the fact that the Palestinians 
do not vote for the Knesset as proof that Israel is in fact apartheid. 
 As Yisrael Medad noted on his website, Cosgrove’s daughter’s 
statement was utter nonsense. 
 Why would Palestinians vote for the Knesset when they have the right 
to vote in the Palestinian elections? The Palestinian Authority, not Israel, 
is their governing body. 
 It isn’t Israel’s fault that PA chairman Mahmoud Abbas has failed to 
hold an election since 2006. 
 The fact that Rabbi Cosgrove was unwilling to point this obvious truth 
out to his daughter, and indeed, the fact he thought her ignorant slur was 
worth repeating publicly and supportively to his congregants speaks 
volumes about his own anti-Israel prejudices. 
 Medad also noted that in an article in The Jerusalem Post last year, 
Cosgrove threatened Israel with a withdrawal of American Jewish 
communal support. 
 Cosgrove wrote, “American Jewry isn’t able to reconcile the dream of 
Israel as a liberal democracy and the death of the two-state solution; it is 
unable or unwilling to defend Israeli actions in the court of world or 
campus opinion.” 
 There is a straight line between Shifrah’s false claim that Israel 
needlessly and maliciously killed 2,300 Palestinians in Gaza in the 2014 
war with Hamas and Cosgrove’s insinuations that Israel and its military 
actions are to blame for the absence of peace with the Palestinians. 
 Both are slanderous attacks against Israel. Their goal is not to cultivate 
a dialogue but to justify condemnations and opposition to Israel. 
 Telling the Shifrahs and JVPs of the world that they are beyond the 
pale is important, but insufficient. Israel needs to make clear that blaming 
Israel for the crimes of its enemies and ignoring objective reality is not 
acceptable. If the Cosgroves of the American Jewish community cannot 
tell the difference between Israelis and our enemies, then it is they that 
require a moral reckoning. 
 We, with sorrow, will have to make do without their phony support.     
(Jerusalem Post Apr 3) 
 

 
 
 


