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Commentary… 

 
Extremism, from Sinai to Al-Aqsa     By  Reuven Berko 
 The West follows the massacres, beheadings, rapes and the murder of 
civilians and worshippers by radical Islamic movements with horror. 
Indeed, these atrocities – like last week's horrific attack on a mosque in the 
Sinai Peninsula – are a frightening riddle for the West to solve. 
 It seems the working model shared by extreme radical Islamic 
movements around the world – from Boko Haram, Hamas, Islamic Jihad 
and al-Qaida to Islamic State – includes Takfir, or the accusation of 
apostasy against Muslims. Sharia law states this offense is punishable by 
death. 
 The attack on the mosque in Sinai is therefore within the boundaries of 
a fundamentalist replication of Islam's ancient and winning formula. In an 
article from the beginning of the week in Youm7, Egypt's most popular 
news website, commentator Muhammad Ismail says the fatwas, or religious 
decrees, that permitted last week's bloodshed in Sinai – in which 305 
worshippers were massacred – are supported in books by Islamic 
philosopher Said Qutb. His ideology was adopted by the Muslim 
Brotherhood, the parent group of Hamas, the radical Islamic movement that 
controls the Gaza Strip, as well as all other Takfiri radical movements. 
 According to Ismail, the Sinai massacre was an act that followed in the 
doctrine of the Prophet Muhammad, who ordered the Muslims to destroy 
Masjid al-Darar, near the Quba mosque outside of Medina, which is the 
oldest surviving mosque established during Muhammad's lifetime. Masjid 
al-Darar, whose name means "mosque of dissent," housed those who 
opposed Muhammad because of their rebelliousness, heresy, divisiveness 
and apostasy against Islam. 
 From this vantage point, Qutb's doctrine perceives mosques today under 
the waqf, or Muslim religious endowment, of Egypt and Sinai as 
sanctuaries for the enemies of Islam. These enemies must be burned, even 
at the cost of vengeance by the Egyptians and the rest of the victims of the 
Sinai Bedouin clans. 
 Indeed, this model of replicating ancient lessons for world conquest is 
implemented down to the letter by radical Islamic terrorist groups, each in 
its own enclave, whether in the Arab or Western worlds. This is done either 
through Targheeb, or tempting one to convert to Islam, or Tarheeb, using 
fear, which are fashioned for Islam to take over the world. The massacre in 
the Sufi mosque in northern Sinai was perpetrated by Islamic State 
operatives who implemented lessons learned in early Islam. 
 Within the limits of their operational capabilities against enemies like 
state anti-terrorism organizations, Islamic radicals including Islamic 
movement members in Israel seek to replicate their ancient legacy, which is 
the answer to their problems. One needs only to read the Prophet 
Muhammad's biography to learn how assassins killed his rivals on his 
orders and brought him their disembodied heads; how Muhammad's female 
captives were raped and how children were sold into slavery. Enemies and 
those who "betrayed" Islam were decimated and buried in mass graves, 
while the houses of prayer  of the "infidels" were smashed. 
 The attack and mass murder in the Sinai mosque, like in the historical 
Masjid al-Darour, was done because it was a Sufi mosque collaborating 
with Egyptian authorities. This was a recipe for mass murder, with the 
malicious support of Qatar, Iran and Turkey, where terror operatives forge 
passports for Islamic State terrorists so they can enter Europe and Sinai. 
 With this in mind, Northern Islamic Movement leader Raed Salah's 
arguments that Jews are endangering Al-Aqsa Mosque in Jerusalem are 
ridiculous but also worrying. It is Salah and his ilk's ideology that makes it 
more likely that their followers would be the ones to attack Al-Aqsa and 
kill worshippers, claiming there are "infidels" there, and use it as an excuse 
to manipulation the Arab world to wage a religious war against Israel.   
(Israel Hayom Nov 30) 
 

 

Anatomy of a Smear        
By Rabbi Steven 
Pruzansky 

As if on order, no sooner had I 
written “Life with a Smear” when we 
were presented with a real life 
example of a smear – a deliberate and 
conscious attempt to manipulate and 
distort the words of a public figure in 

order to shame her, force an apology, get her fired and ruin her life and 
career – all for the purpose of gaining some petty, partisan, political 
advantage. 
   The other day, Israel’s Deputy Foreign Minister Tzipi Hotovely 
purported to “disrespect” and “outrage” “all of American Jewry” (these 
are actual quotes from her critics) by articulating basic truths of which all 
American Jews are aware. Asked why there is a disconnect these days 
between much of American Jewry and Israel on diplomatic issues, and 
how such matters as the “Kotel” controversy have angered such a large 
part of American Jewry, she answered that Israel is the homeland of all 
Jews, “of all streams,” and every Jew should come live here and thereby 
influence Israeli society. But, she added, most American Jews are “not 
understanding the complexities of the region,” as they are –and here are 
the phrases that allegedly ticked off the self-appointed leaders of branches 
of American Jewry that are in such a steep decline – “people that never 
send their children to fight for their country, most of the Jews don’t have 
children serving as soldiers, going to the Marines, going to Afghanistan, 
going to Iraq. Most of them have quite comfortable lives. They don’t 
know how it feels to be attacked by rockets.” 
     If we parse her words fairly and objectively, it is clear that her 
sentiments are true and indisputable. Most American Jews do not have 
children serving as soldiers, Marines, in Afghanistan or Iraq. That is 
obvious, and I would speculate that most American Jews don’t even know 
someone who serves in the American military or served in Iraq or 
Afghanistan. (I do – a young former congregant was a Marine who fought 
during some of the harshest combat in Fallujah, Iraq, and I was proud to 
officiate at his wedding at which he wore his full dress uniform, replete 
with sword, and of course a good number of chaplains.) But most don’t, 
and that is true today of most Americans. 
      This is not because American Jews are selfish, uncaring, unpatriotic or 
disloyal. In truth, we are underrepresented in the American military 
according to our percentage of the population, but that has to do mostly 
with the underrepresentation of particular socio-economic brackets in the 
American military and the underrepresentation in the military of sections 
of the country where most Jews live. The higher socio-economic bracket 
to which one belongs and the more liberal the area of the country in which 
one lives, we find the lower the rate of participation in the military. This is 
true for Jews and non-Jews. We can quibble whether this should be so but 
not whether it is so. It is, and so it has been since the United States 
abolished the draft 45 years ago. (Parenthetically, only 25 % of the current 
members of Congress have served in the military, compared to close to 
80% of the congressmen in the 1970’s.) 
    What Tzipi Hotovely said is absolutely true. 
      But this is how a smear works: Rick Jacobs, the leader of Reform 
Judaism who has become an open foe of a strong, proud, traditional Israel, 
castigated her for being “ignorant and ill-informed,” because, as he said, 
“my father served with distinction” in the American army. Indeed – we 
honor his father’s service! – but she did not say that Jews have never 
served in the American military (“never send” is not the same as “never 
sent,” and even that phrase was clarified), but rather that most Jews 
“don’t” serve in the American military. Note the verbal legerdemain – 
pretending her remarks were a blanket statement about the past rather than 
a comment on the present. That is rank dishonesty, and he should be 
ashamed of himself for engaging in it. 
      The point is not whether his father served or even whether he served (I 
assume he didn’t; he and I both came of age after the United States 
switched to an all-voluntary military). When there was a draft, Jews were 
drafted and served like any other citizen; American Jews fought in World 
War II in a greater proportion than our share of the population. I’ve 
walked the grounds of the American military cemetery at Normandy. The 
Stars of David that mark the graves of the dead American-Jewish soldiers 
stand out, if only because the thousands of crosses are arranged so neatly. 
But they are there, in almost every row. She was speaking about current 
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events, how most American Jews today are detached from a military life, 
and how that surely taints their views on Israel where fighting in the 
military in an existential conflict that will not end is part of life and the 
expectation of almost every teenager. And she is correct – so correct that I 
would be curious to learn how many of her critics, or her critics’ children, 
have fought in the American military. 
      Here’s another shameful smear: the accusation that she was 
disrespecting all those young American Jews who go to Israel and enlist in 
the IDF. Again – smear. Distortion. Misrepresentation. Lie. And this is how 
it works – did she mention lone soldiers? Did she mention the IDF? Of 
course not. Look at both her words and the context. In our community, 
many dozens of youngsters over the years have enlisted in the IDF, and we 
are proud of all them. But have any of them fought in Afghanistan or Iraq? 
Not to my knowledge…   So this is a blatant effort to willfully distort her 
words. She made no reference to the IDF – so how can she be accused of 
disrespecting those who fight in the IDF? But this is how the smear game 
works – more verbal sleight-of-hand – denouncing someone for what was 
said and is true by attributing to them things that were not said and are 
false. 

The officialdom of the heterodox movements is uncomfortable, even 
resentful, of a successful woman who is proudly Jewish, proudly religious, 
proudly traditional, proudly Israeli and proudly right-wing.  
There are two real problems at play here, and Minister Hotovely is 
responsible for neither of them. The officialdom of the heterodox 
movements is uncomfortable, even resentful, of a successful woman who is 
proudly Jewish, proudly religious, proudly traditional, proudly Israeli and 
proudly right-wing.  She undermines several of their persistent narratives 
about Orthodoxy and traditional life in Israel. Seeing the Deputy Foreign 
Minister of Israel wearing a shaitel must gall them. Too bad – for them. 
  And the bigger problem is this: with the heterodox movements in a free 
fall, both in terms of raw numbers as well as influence in American politics 
because of the persistent liberal bias, they need an enemy to energize their 
base. They need to periodically – these days, it’s every few weeks – find a 
scapegoat, an accusation, an insult or a cause to get their people riled up. It 
can be the Haredim to whom they attribute all sorts of mischief and ill-will. 
It can be the Kotel, where suddenly – literally, suddenly, after many 
decades – the status quo of exclusively traditional prayer bothers them. It is 
as if they woke up one day and realized – or contrived – that the status quo 
must bother them. It can be the non-acceptance of their conversions, their 
rabbis, or their modes of worship in one form or another. It can be the 
growth of the settlements or a forceful response to Arab terror or Gazan 
rockets. But it is always something. 
     That is why even an apology from Tzipi Hotovely, which she proffered 
because that is the way the smear game is played (and shame on the Prime 
Minister for not standing behind her), will not suffice for the complainants. 
They want her and her kind out! It is not her but what she stands for that 
irritates them. She is a constant reminder of what they too could have – 
with their children and grandchildren – if only they would return to the 
honest study of Torah and the true observance of mitzvot. That is why they 
seem to be perpetually aggrieved and always cross about something going 
on in Israel. 
     When many Israelis speak of “American Jewry,” they conjure to 
themselves a benign image of Jews who proudly love and support Israel, 
feel a deep emotional bond, and constitute a solid bloc of the type of 
encouragement and cooperation that one can expect from family. Would 
that it were so – but those days are long gone, sadly. Most American Jews 
today are unaffiliated – they do not identify as Orthodox, Reform or 
Conservative. They don’t feel that bond with Israel that their parents and 
certainly their grandparents did, most by far have never even visited Israel, 
and the ranks of American Jewry (including the heterodox movements) 
have been decimated by intermarriage that has obviously sapped their 
identification with Jews and the Jewish State. And the heterodox 
movements are permeated with Western ideas and values that occasionally 
conflate with Jewish ideas and values, but not always, and they can by and 
large no longer tell the difference. 

The cause of Israel struggles today on college campuses because too 
many young Jews are cut off from their Jewish identity. The more the Jew 
is disengaged from Judaism, Torah, mitzvot and Jewish values, the more he 
or she will be disengaged from Israel. It is a tragic but accurate formula – 
that is why Minister Hotovely was banned by a “Jewish” group from 
speaking at Princeton – but there is little that Israel can do to reverse that 
trend. Identification and support for Israel will result from an enhanced 
sense of Jewish identity but those young Jews who are estranged from 
Israel have already embedded another identity and set of values and 
priorities. That is what has to be reversed and at this the heterodox 
movements are ill-equipped as they have long fostered an alienation from 
Torah. 

That is why they force themselves to be outraged, manufacture slights 
and insults, and are avid players of the “Gotcha Game,” in which they 

monitor every single word of their targets in order to find the one word 
that they can wrench from context, cast in the most negative light or 
otherwise twist and falsify – all so that they can show relevance to their 
dwindling flock and their fellow travelers in the secular media. This is the 
smear game in action. 
  It would be edifying if Israelis truly understood what is happening in 
American Jewish life, paid less attention to the instigators of insincere 
indignation, and more attention to those Jews whose Jewish children and 
grandchildren will be building Torah, supporting Israel, making aliya and 
preserving the future of the Jewish people. And, of course, it would be an 
absolute delight if all Jews – of every stripe and background – did the 
same, and in so doing brought the era of redemption closer.    
The writer is spiritual leader of Congregation Bnai Yeshurun of Teaneck, 
New Jersey.   (IsraelNationalNews.com Nov 26) 
 

 
Unjustifiable Use of Force      By Efrat Forsher 
 I have a been a journalist for some 14 years. I cover the Jewish 
settlement enterprise and crime in Israel. I covered more than a few 
incidents where Jewish residents were evicted from their homes in Judea 
and Samaria, and in all cases, I have witnessed the pain this entails. 
 I completely understand why force has to be used in such cases, but 
the conduct of law enforcement on Wednesday, which resulted in some X-
rays and a bandaged arm was not one of those justifiable cases. 
 I arrived at the Netiv Haavot outpost in Gush Etzion to cover the 
eviction and demolition of a carpentry workshop. Other journalists and 
photographers were there, and all of us had to fight hard just so we could 
do our job. First we had to cross a human chain formed by Border Police 
officers. It was designed to prevent access to the structure, where dozens 
of teens were hunkering down. Then, even after we managed to breach the 
chain, they tried to stop us from doing our job. 
 Just as the last teens were being taken out, with reporters still being 
kept far away from the center of the action, the forces were told they have 
to clear the press from the area because the structure was about to be 
demolished. 
 Although this was ostensibly a considerate move on their part – 
making sure we are not in harm's way – it then emerged that we were the 
only ones who had to be taken away. But this was no sterile area. People 
could be seen walking there freely even when a bulldozer arrived and 
started demolishing the structure 
 Could it be that they removed us from the area because it was 
convenient for them? With this thought in mind, I refused to listen to the 
security forces when they told me to leave the area. I resisted and 
continued taking photos, and I asked that they let me do my job. 
 Even though I was more than 30 feet from the structure, a nearby 
officer instructed his forces to drag me away. One female officer pushed 
my back, the other pulled my arms, and with the help of two others – 
apparently it takes four people to move a journalist – I was forcibly 
removed from the area. 
 This very violent act meant that I required medical attention, and 
luckily the X-ray showed that it was nothing serious. Bandaging of the 
arm for the next few weeks will do the job. 
 This is not the first time journalists have to face the consequences of a 
tactical decision made by the troops on the ground who want to keep us 
away. The press card we carry should give us unimpeded access, but it 
turned out that it is of no relevance, and the uniformed officers could not 
care less. 
 This was also the case in other incidents involving the eviction of 
settlers and in various security incidents such as July 14 terrorist attack on 
Temple Mount. The only exception was the eviction at Amona. During the 
Temple Mount attack, while the local residents and the tourists could 
continue to roam around freely, journalists were the ones who were kept 
away from the area. The official explanation, obviously, was the concern 
for our safety. I guess tourists are given a special protective vest when 
they land at Ben-Gurion International Airport. 
 It's hard not to get the feeling that this all boils down to an attempt to 
control the flow of information. It is indeed easier to do things without the 
press, but journalists are not some looky-loos at the scene of an accident. 
We are there to give a firsthand account of what is unfolding. When we 
are denied access, our reporting is at the mercy of people with vested 
interests. As a result, the public gets filtered information. 
 Their attempt could have been successful in a different era. But today 
everyone has a sophisticated camera on their phone; everyone is a walking 
newsroom. They have lost the battle before it has even begun. 

Law enforcement should know – in the era of fake news, there is no 
substitute for a trustworthy journalist.   (Israel Hayom Nov 30) 
  

 
 



Trump Rescues the Palestinians     By Stephen M. Flatow 
The most prominent Jewish leader in America did not mince words 

when it came to the question of whether the Palestine Liberation 
Organization (PLO) should have an office in Washington, D.C. In a 
telegram to the president, he wrote, "Our country must not permit the killers 
of Jewish children and the assassins of American diplomats to open an 
office in Washington, D.C." 
  But I'm not talking about last week's news. I'm talking about 1976. The 
chairman of the Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish 
Organizations was Rabbi Alexander Schindler. The president was Gerald 
Ford. And what Schindler wrote about the PLO in 1976 is just as true today 
as it was back then. 
  Schindler was no hawk. In the years to follow, he would criticize the 
Israeli government on various issues. But he understood that Palestinian 
terrorists should not have an office in our nation's capital. It saddens me 
that when the issue came up again last week, so few in the American Jewish 
community spoke out against the PLO office. 
  The current controversy began when the State Department notified the 
PLO that, according to U.S. law, it cannot keep its office in Washington so 
long as it is trying to use the International Criminal Court (ICC) to harass 
Israel. That law makes perfect sense. If the PLO and its subsidiary, the 
Palestinian Authority (PA), genuinely want peace with Israel, they can have 
their office; but if the PLO and PA are still trying to harm Israel, they can 
go find themselves some other place in which to set up shop. And since 
PLO-PA leaders have indeed been trying to incite the ICC against Israel, 
their office should be closed down. 
  There is, unfortunately, a loophole. The law says that the president can 
hold off on closing the office if the PLO-PA engages in "direct and 
meaningful negotiations" with Israel. 
  Since the PLO-PA is not engaged in either direct or meaningful 
negotiations with Israel, this should be an open-and-shut case, resulting in 
the closing of the office. But as soon as the State Department addressed the 
subject, the pressure bandwagon got rolling. PA leaders started whining and 
threatening. J Street warned that shutting the office would harm the chances 
for peace. The media demanded that the Trump administration ignore the 
law and let the PLO keep its office. 
  Well, it took the administration about two days to surrender to the 
pressure-and it only took that long because Thanksgiving got in the way. 
Suddenly the administration trotted out a new "interpretation"-actually, a 
misrepresentation-of the law. The PLO-PA can keep its office so long as 
the activities conducted there are "related to achieving a lasting, 
comprehensive peace between the Israelis and Palestinians." 
  What a joke. The PLO-PA considers everything it does to be a 
contribution to peace. That includes promoting boycotts and sanctions 
against Israel, comparing Israel to the Nazis, and inciting the Palestinian 
Arab public to murder Jews and glorify terrorists. It all promotes "peace," 
Palestinian-style. Letting the PLO-PA keep its office makes a mockery of 
what Congress intended when it passed the shutdown law. 
  It's sad to say, but the list of Trump administration policies toward 
Israel that are nearly identical to those of President Barack Obama is getting 
longer and longer. 
  Obama gave the PA hundreds of millions of dollars each year, no 
matter how many ways it violated the Oslo Accords. President Donald 
Trump is doing the same. 
  Obama pressured Israel to stop Jewish construction in most of Judea 
and Samaria. Trump is doing that, too. 
  Obama did not bring a single Palestinian Arab killer of Americans to 
trial. Neither has Trump. 
  Obama refused to take action against the PA's payments to terrorists. 
Likewise, when Congress initiated the Taylor Force Act, to reduce U.S. aid 
because of those PA payments, the Trump administration watered down the 
bill with loopholes that make it almost meaningless. 
  Obama demanded that Israel permit the creation of a deadly Palestinian 
state, adjacent to Israel's major cities and airports. Trump is reportedly 
preparing a Mideast peace plan that will demand creation of a Palestinian 
state, too. 
 Now, in a very Obama-like move, Trump is ignoring U.S. law in order 
to let the PLO-PA keep its office open. 
 Where are the Alexander Schindlers of our own time, to cry out against 
this outrage? 
 

 
Our Chance with Jerusalem's Arabs         By Nadav Shragai 
 Here is a different, optimistic viewpoint on the position and placement 
of east Jerusalem's Arabs within the fabric of Israeli society: 42% of this 
budget-deprived community, despite living in neighborhoods whose level 
of infrastructure and services is often reminiscent of developing nations, 
feel a sense of belonging to Israeli society – a very high and surprising 
statistic. 

 A third (33%) of this group, even though it is currently embroiled in a 
harsh national and religious conflict with us, is proud to be Israeli. In east 
Jerusalem, where Hamas has gained a foothold in recent years, 43% of 
Arabs recognize the historical and religious connection between the 
Jewish people and the land of Israel. 
 An almost unbelievable 46% of east Jerusalem Arabs view the police 
positively. In addition, the willingness of Arabs from the east of the city to 
forge ties with Jews – as demonstrated both in an Israel Hayom poll from 
last week and in soon-to-be-published research on the employment of east 
Jerusalem Arabs by Marik Shtern and Ahmed Asmar – proves that the 
story of east Jerusalem Arabs is complex and multi-faceted. 
 Eighty-five percent of east Jerusalem Arabs were born after the city's 
reunification in 1967, and do not remember a time when the city was 
divided. Many are undergoing a process of "Israelization," not to say 
westernization, and are becoming more and more like Israeli Arabs. Some, 
dissatisfied with their permanent residency status, are requesting Israeli 
citizenship, but this is granted sparingly. 
 Despite this, however, merely a few thousand of the 335,000 east 
Jerusalem Arabs have voted in municipal elections for Jerusalem's city 
council, even though they have the right to vote, as permanent residents. 
Incidentally, far more east Jerusalem residents would vote, and perhaps 
shape a list that actually represents them in the municipality, had they not 
been terrorized by Fatah and Hamas. 
 Theoretically, they could determine a third of the seats in city hall. In 
practice, however, they seldom exercise their right to vote as this would be 
interpreted as recognizing Israeli control over the unified city. 
 But this time things can be different. The voice of reason is finally 
being heard on the streets of east Jerusalem. They are slowly 
acknowledging that the way to change the physical and societal crisis in 
these neighborhoods goes through the budgets and political influence in 
Safra Square, the seat of the Jerusalem Municipality. 
 As Jews and Israelis, we shouldn't be afraid of this change. If voters 
and political lists from east Jerusalem were to participate actively in local 
elections, it would be a welcome thing. Jerusalem is a binational city, and 
that is not going to change anytime soon. 
 For past 50 years, we have failed to take care of providing them with 
proper sewers, sidewalks, roads, lighting, parks and other infrastructure 
and basic services. Therefore, it is only fitting and right for them to do it 
for themselves – from within, through the only place they can influence 
municipal priorities, putting aside the political debate over Jerusalem. 
 However, Israel needs to create the conditions for them to participate 
in truly free elections. They will not come to the ballots if they fear being 
shot on the way, or having their cars torched. The police and the Shin Bet 
security agency, for their part, must enable the Arabs to vote without fear. 
Technology can also be used to this end – in the 21st century, it is possible 
to vote using a computer, even from home or from the workplace. 
 Even those who fear east Jerusalem Arabs influencing national Jewish 
interests in Jerusalem should not be afraid of striking a true partnership 
with them. Though the Jewish majority in Jerusalem has in fact shrunk 
over the years, it remains steady at 60%. Furthermore, the momentous 
decisions about Jerusalem – construction, budgets and borders for example 
– are decided by the national government, not the municipality. 
 Incidentally, it is possible to restore the Jewish majority in the city if 
we reject American pressure and build up Jerusalem and its environs at a 
much greater pace – even if we just move the city limits a little in the 
north, beyond the separation barrier, which already de facto disconnected 
Arab neighborhoods from Jerusalem, and establish separate Israeli local 
councils for the Arabs there. (Israel Hayom Nov 27) 
 

 
The Elephant in the Diaspora-Israel Jewish ‘Crisis’: Wealth and 
Understanding        By Seth J. Frantzman    

Recently a well-known American rabbi and Jewish leader flew to 
Israel to take part in a protest about the Kotel, the Western Wall. Then he 
flew home. For most Israelis this grandstanding goes largely unnoticed, 
even though it gets coverage in the English language press. To the 
consternation of some activists in the Diaspora, particularly in the United 
States, there is lack of attention among Israelis. Israelis don’t care about 
us, they say on social media. We are told that the communities are drifting 
part as the “abyss” widens between US and Israeli Jews. 
 We are presented with a self-fulfilling narrative about Israel-Diaspora 
relations. The most vocal activists in the Diaspora, mostly from the 
“liberal Zionist” tradition, tell American Jews that they cannot identify 
with Israel unless Israel mimics their values. Israel doesn’t mimic their 
values, so then they say there is a “crisis,” and that if Israel does not 
change then they will drift away. 

For most Israelis this discussion goes on without them being included. 
This is because for the Diaspora activists who have profited off the 
“crisis” for years there is no interest in including Israeli voices or taking 



into account the lived experience of Israelis. 
 The values that are preached in the US; tolerance, diversity, listening to 
the other, are rarely applied to Israel by Diaspora activists. Rarely are 
Israelis accorded the respect that voices in America would accord people of 
color in America or people from Iraq, Afghanistan or Nepal. When it comes 
to Israel, Israelis are portrayed as a monolith. Often the whole country is 
seen as a right-wing stereotype. The “good Israel” is said to have existed 
only in the 1950s and 1960s and today’s Israel is one of occupation and 
religious extremism. 
 When discussing Israel some in the Diaspora say that the younger 
generations relate to Israel more negatively because of “the occupation.” 
 But this same young generation, when asked about another country, say 
Mexico or Iran, makes a distinction between the regime and the people. 
Regardless of what Mexico’s government does, no one on a college campus 
in the US would allow it to color their view of Mexican people. Only with 
Israel do they say that they can’t relate to an entire country and its people 
because of the policies of the government. 
 This is because activists have neatly packaged this idea that the 
relationship with Israel is one of obsessing over government policies, rather 
than seeing the mosaic of Israel as a group of people with different views 
and backgrounds. 
 This conversation largely misses the reality of everyday life in Israel. It 
doesn’t listen to the complexity of people in the country and their lives and 
struggles. They are seen as a cookie-cutter caricature, stereotyped without 
having any input. 
 You can tell the degree to which these voices in the Diaspora are 
disconnected by the way they talk. One young man told a writer he was 
familiar with Israel because he had lived there for a short period. He said he 
understood the “fear” Israelis have of terrorism. 
 Fear? In my experience, “fear” is not a word I associate with most 
Israelis. Terrorism is a concern, but people don’t walk around fearful. To 
the contrary, it is a country where many civilians will confront terrorism 
rather than run from it. Americans on college campuses probably have more 
fear of terrorism than Israelis. 
 When people say they know Israel because they went there briefly it is 
worth asking them who they met in Israel, where they lived, which part of 
Israel they experienced. If they experienced the wealthiest one percent, they 
didn’t really get to know Israel. 
 The reason for this is because a few commentators and leaders have 
sought to dominate the conversation and sell the Diaspora community a 
narrative in order to increase their hold over that community. One suspects 
that for average young members of the Diaspora the constant “sky is 
falling” narrative they are presented about Israel is of little interest. 
 Given the chance, they would be interested in learning about Israelis. 
Instead they get a pastiche of Israel and Israeliness: Gay pride parades, 
occupation, kibbutzim, stories of the “demographics” of the ultra-Orthodox. 
 Many of the mostly male “leaders” and commentators in the Diaspora 
community are responsible for spreading misinformation about Israel 
because of their own background and stereotypes. Some were born in the 
1950s or 1960s and grew up wanting Israel to be the mini-America they 
dreamed it could be. 
 They thought it would become a liberal paradise like their home 
because they associated almost exclusively with the wealthy and privileged 
in Israel. 
 Their life in Israel consisted of staying at nice hotels or spending some 
time on a kibbutz. So they thought the whole of Israel resembled a bucolic 
suburb of Tel Aviv. They didn’t want to get to know middle and lower class 
Israelis because they couldn’t identify with them and imagined they didn’t 
have much role in the politics of the country. They hoped that the “other 
Israel” they had nothing in common with would disappear. But it didn’t 
disappear. 
 It grew more influential and their inability to communicate with it has 
led to them characterizing the relationship with Israel as one of “crisis.” 
This is a kind of paternalistic and almost neo-colonial narrative that posits 
that some Americans must remake Israel in their image and that Israel can 
fulfill their desires to see it as a “light unto the nations.” For them Israel is 
not a real place, but a vision, where people who don’t fit the model are seen 
as a problem. 
 Assyrian Americans don’t live the life Assyrians do in Iraq. Irish 
Americans are different from Irish people in Ireland. Armenian Americans 
don’t face the financial struggles of Armenians in Armenia. The list could 
go on and on, including Turkish Americans, Iranian Americans and 
Vietnamese Americans. Only when it comes to the Jewish Diaspora is there 
some bizarre assumption that they should share the values of or have many 
commonalities with a Jewish state. 
 When Israel’s deputy foreign minister spoke out about these differences 
she was upbraided by the prime minister for her undiplomatic language. But 
tough love from Israelis is something Americans need to hear. For years 
Israelis have been lectured that if Israel doesn’t do X or Y then Americans 

will “drift away” or “boycott” the country. 
 When Israelis don’t behave one way they are told that funding will be 
cut off, they are threatened and critiqued. The narrative is that Israel needs 
the “tough love” and that “real friends criticize.” But for some in the 
Diaspora this is a one-way street. Any critique in the opposite direction is 
met with screams of offense. They say that Israelis don’t take time to get 
to know the rich and vibrant American community. True, Israelis know 
very little about that life. But do Americans know a lot about the rich and 
vibrant life of people in Israel? Do they know about life in Kiryat Yam or 
Metulla or Beersheva or Gush Etzion or Ashkelon? Or do they just know 
about life in Rehavia, the German Colony, the beach in Tel Aviv, and 
some kibbutz? It may not be fair to ask them to explore all this, but then 
why should they expect Israelis to know a lot about their lives? Much of 
the “crisis” between Israel and the Diaspora is manufactured for headlines. 
We hear about “betrayal” and Israel is “divorcing the Diaspora,” or 
“Netanyahu to millions of Jews: We don’t really want you,” or 
“Netanyahu to American Jews: Drop dead,” or “Netanyahu to Liberal 
American Jews: Drop dead.” You’d think newspapers would at least be 
somewhat original with headlines. 
 In a Pew survey only 43% of American Jews said “caring about 
Israel” was essential to being Jewish and only 43% had even been to 
Israel. 31% said they were not attached to Israel. 
 How can there be a “divorce” or a “chasm” when millions of 
American Jews don’t go to Israel and don’t particularly care about it in the 
first place? What we don’t hear much about is what average Diaspora 
Jews think and how they differ from Israeli Jews. A Pew survey in 2013 
among US Jews and one conducted in 2014 among Israeli Jews show 
major differences. 
 Asked about what is an essential part of what it means to be Jewish, 
only 27% of Israeli Jews said “working for justice/equality,” while 56% of 
American Jews agreed. For 35% of Israeli Jews observing Jewish law was 
essential, while only 19% of American Jews thought so. 
 For American Jews remembering the Holocaust is very important 
(73%) while for Israelis it is less so (65%). Around 30% of American Jews 
do not identify with a Jewish denomination and this increases to 41% 
among people under 30. Unsurprisingly only 15% of US Jews think that 
being Jewish is about the religion as opposed to “ancestry/culture.” In the 
US the intermarriage rate among non-Orthodox Jews is an astounding 
71%. 
 The community in the US is wealthy, with 42% making more than 
$100,000 a year and 58% graduating college. Israelis are also well 
educated with 46% obtaining a college degree according to the OECD. 
However the average net monthly income in Israel is only $4,741, 
according to 2014 statistics. Real earnings are far less – around two thirds 
of Israelis make less than $2,800 a month. 
 Although the data in Israel reflects earnings for Jews and Arabs, the 
reality is that whereas 16% of American Jews earn less than $2,500 a 
month, around 50% of their Israeli counterparts earn similar amounts. In 
short, the real elephant in the room is that Israelis are poor. 
 We don’t talk about wealth and class when discussing the Kotel crisis 
or other supposed issues that affect the Israel-Diaspora relationship. 
 But wealth and belief in God play a big role. Despite the stories woven 
by commentators and “leaders,” the real difference between these 
communities is that one is primarily poor and more religious and married 
to other Jews, while the other is increasingly not religious at all, not 
married to Jews, and wealthy. 
 The Kotel crisis is only a minor symbol of this. Do most American 
Jews really care about the Kotel? If we did a survey and asked what the 
Kotel is and why it is or is not “holy,” we would probably get a diverse 
group of answers. 
 What we need to talk about is class. Class is the big divider between 
the Diaspora and Israel. 
 The reality of life here is not just things like army service or terrorism. 
The true reality of life here is that for many Israelis it is a struggle to make 
a living wage. They don’t have time to be concerned about an egalitarian 
prayer section; they’re worried about paying the rent. 
 When you tell them that some Americans flew in for a bar mitzva that 
cost more than most Israelis will make in several years, it is a bit difficult 
to get them angry and offended about the lack of a space at the Kotel to 
hold the event. The media exaggerates when they try to make the crisis 
about the “occupation” or the Kotel. There is no crisis. There are simply 
two very different communities with different values and different views 
on religion and different ways of life. Comparing Israel to the US Jewish 
Diaspora is like comparing West Virginia to the US Jewish Diaspora. You 
wouldn’t be surprised if someone told you that the state of West Virginia 
was quite different. Israel, like West Virginia, is very different. The best 
way to deal with that isn’t to overcome the difference, but to respect it, 
accept it, and maybe get to know it.    (Jerusalem Post Nov 27) 
  


