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Commentary… 

 
Must Israel do America’s Dirty Work?         By Jonathan S. Tobin 

Whenever Israeli Prime Minister Netanyahu uses props for his 
speeches, his critics pounce. That’s why some of his usual detractors—both 
at home and abroad—could barely contain their contempt for his decision 
to wave a piece of debris from an Iranian drone that violated Israeli airspace 
while speaking about the threat from the Islamist regime at the Munich 
Security Conference on Sunday. For the legion of Netanyahu critics in both 
the Israeli and the international press, the drone will go down alongside the 
cartoon bomb picture he used at the United Nations in 2012, when trying to 
illustrate the Iranian nuclear threat as another example of the prime 
minister’s penchant for drama and hyperbole. 
 Netanyahu displays a fragment of an Iranian drone destroyed over 
Israeli airspace last week during his speech at the Munich Security 
Conference. Credit: GPO. 
Critics dismissed the Israeli leader’s attempt to focus the world on Iran’s 
use of Syria as a military base and its aggression. Instead, they saw his 
rhetoric as intended primarily for domestic consumption. But while politics 
is part of anything politicians do, there was more to unpack here than 
Netanyahu’s rivalry with his right-wing coalition partners or an attempt to 
distract Israelis from the corruption charges that have been brought against 
him by the police. 

Far from concealing his true motive, Netanyahu later admitted that the 
main audience for whom the speech had been intended was neither in Israel 
nor Iran. The one person that he hoped would be listening was the chief of 
the White House. The only question was whether President Donald Trump 
was paying attention to a warning that if the United States wasn’t prepared 
to assert itself, Israel was more than prepared to do. As it has often done in 
the past, the Jewish state is willing to take on America’s dirty work. 
 Iran’s decision to violate Israeli air space set off a chain of events that 
inflicted serious damage on Iranian forces and Syrian anti-aircraft 
installations, even though it also led to the shooting down of an Israeli air-
force jet. But while Israel’s enemies got the worst of that exchange, there 
was also little doubt that the attempt to warn Russia, Syria, Iran and 
Hezbollah of the limits of the Jewish state’s patience was not a complete 
success. 
 In the wake of Iran’s intervention in the Syrian civil war, Israel now 
faces powerful foes in the north as the Hezbollah-dominated Lebanon and 
the Syrian regime of Bashar Assad—and its Iranian, Hezbollah and Russian 
allies—remain essentially unchallenged as they mop up the last remnants of 
the rebellion against Damascus. Israel may hope that Russia has the will to 
restrain the actions of its Iranian partners. But as Iran just proved, its ability 
to exert military pressure on Israel has greatly increased. 
 Iran’s enhanced strategic position cannot be ignored. The financial and 
diplomatic assets it acquired via the nuclear deal it signed with the West, as 
well as the certainty that it will eventually be able to get the bomb that the 
pact was supposed to stop it from obtaining, creates a long-term threat that 
Israel can’t avert on its own. Combine that with Tehran’s ability to start a 
two-front war in the north via Lebanon and Syria, and you have a volatile 
situation in which even a still powerful Israel no longer calls all the shots. 
 What is the United States doing about any of this? 
 The short answer: nothing. 
 President Trump still occasionally talks tough about Iran but, as Reuters 
reported yesterday, the State Department is already watering down his 
demands for America’s European allies to join him in an attempt to fix the 
Iran deal or watch the U.S. re-impose sanctions on Iran. The sunset clauses 
in the deal must be ended, while restrictions on missile development and a 
more intrusive inspection regime must be imposed. But the State 
Department seems to be aiming at creating an amorphous blueprint for 
consultations that will allow the U.S. president to pretend that he is working 
on these goals without actually making any progress. 
 What has this to do with the fighting along Israel’s northern border? 
 The short answer: everything. 
 Though Trump deserves credit for helping to achieve a victory over 
ISIS in Iraq and Eastern Syria, which eluded the Obama administration, he 
also appears content to continue his predecessor’s policy of letting Russia 

control what is 
happening elsewhere 
in that country. Which 
means that for all of his bluster about 
Iran, its power is growing on his 
watch as much as it did under Obama. 
 While no one expects or wants 
U.S. forces to directly engage the 
Iranians in Syria, Trump can do 
Tehran more damage by announcing a 

firm date for more sanctions on Iran, in addition to a commitment to 
punish anyone who does business with the regime unless it renegotiates 
the nuclear deal. That would give the Europeans a stark choice between 
doing business with Iran or with the United States. 
 Is Trump listening to Netanyahu? Given the president’s lack of 
interest in serious policy discussions and the distractions posed by other 
issues, the answer is probably not. 
 Waving the drone debris was a warning to America that if it doesn’t 
act, then Israel will. 
 Russia’s involvement in this problem complicates Israel’s options. But 
no matter what Moscow says, the Israelis aren’t likely to tolerate Iran 
consolidating its hold on parts of Syria. All of which means that a Trump 
administration that has been asleep at the wheel on Syria and Iran had 
better wake up soon before the situation deteriorates. 
 Instead of mocking Netanyahu’s props, serious observers should be 
seconding his counsel that Trump must make it clear to Russian President 
Vladimir Putin that he won’t put up with Iran turning Syria into a base 
from which it can attack Israel. And that it’s time to change the nuclear 
deal. Trump has the leverage to make these demands stick, if only he will 
use it. The alternative isn’t more empty diplomacy. It’s letting a bad 
situation turn into something far worse.    (JNS Feb 19) 
 

 
All Footprints Lead to Tehran          By Eyal Zisser 
 The escalation on the Gaza border comes precisely one week after the 
IDF intercepted an Iranian drone over Israel, subsequently carried out 
broad-scale airstrikes in Syria, and an air force F-16 was downed by the 
Syrian military. Purportedly, the events in Gaza and the north have 
nothing to do with one another. What has become clear, however, is that 
every single footprint from Syria, Lebanon and Gaza leads straight to 
Tehran. 
 Unlike the past, this is no longer a mere tailwind of support provided 
by Iran to terrorist groups, nor is it just monetary aid and weapons 
transferred to Hezbollah and Hamas. We are also accustomed to Iranian 
commanders and military experts on the ground, planning and directing 
terrorist activity against Israel. What we have not seen, until now, is the 
presence of Iranian forces in Syria, directly subordinate and beholden to 
Tehran, without the need for Hezbollah or Hamas leaders to act as a go-
between. 
 Hezbollah leader Hassan Nasrallah and Hamas leader Yahya Sinwar 
are not, as we all know, great lovers of Zion, and yet they have been 
deterred in recent years from acting against Israel out of concern for the 
fates of their people – whether Shiites in Lebanon or Palestinians in Gaza. 
They know their people would pay the price for any confrontation with 
Israel and also know from their own experience that in any event of a 
military clash, such as the Second Lebanon War or Operation Protective 
Edge, they would bear the brunt of the responsibility. Iranian commanders 
and forces in our region do not think the same way. They have nothing to 
deter or restrain them; after all, home in Iran is far away and they aren't 
concerned that an escalation of violence would exact any type of price 
from their own people. 
 Moreover, friction with Israel serves the Iranian Revolutionary Guards 
Corps in its own struggle at home to justify its existence, remain 
independent and preserve its power. From the IRGC's perspective, its 
interests are identical to their country's interests, an assumption that most 
Iranians do not accept – as attested to by the demonstrations in Iran in 
January under the banner: "Stop wasting money on Lebanon and Gaza, 
Iran's needs come first." 
 Friction with Israel also helps Iran further its advancement into the 
Fertile Crescent and the Levant, which it views as a vital buffer zone. To 
be sure, the Iranians, much like Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan, 
want to use the fight against Israel to overcome the historical distrust and 
fears harbored by many Arabs toward these two former empires, Turkey 
and Iran, both of which ruled over the Middle East for hundreds of years. 
 It seems, however, that Israel is not Iran's only target. In essence, no 
Arab country is immune to its subversive activities. For example, Bahrain, 
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along with Kuwait, the United Arab Emirates and Egypt, in turn, have all 
suffered the effects of Iran's machinations. Iran's destructiveness has been 
especially palpable in Yemen, which it has turned into a vanguard, similar 
to Lebanon, from which to threaten and even launch missiles at Saudi 
Arabia. We can only assume that in the future they will also try blocking 
shipping and flight routes in the Bab el-Mandeb strait, which connects the 
Red Sea to the Gulf of Aden. 
 The Iranians' achievements in Syria and Iraq, the tailwind of support 
provided to them by Moscow, and finally the lack of clear and determined 
American policy – all enhance their sense of confidence and willingness to 
continue pushing the envelope. 
 The fact that the majority of the Iranian public, and perhaps even most 
of the Iranian government, are not on board with this adventurism and 
warmongering is largely irrelevant, because these decisions and their 
implementation are ultimately in the hands of the IRGC and the supreme 
leader, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei. 
 As long as Western countries and Russia continue viewing Iran as a 
stabilizing force aiding in the fight against the Islamic State group, and as 
long as Iran is not forced to pay a price for its subversion and belligerence 
across the region, it will not cease or desist from its endeavors in Syria, 
Lebanon, Gaza and Yemen. Only unambiguous deterrence and penalization 
will compel the Iranians to reconsider their steps. 
 This has to be kept in mind if U.S. President Donald Trump ever gets 
the opportunity to revisit the nuclear deal with Iran. The deal put Iran's race 
toward an atomic bomb on hold, thanks to certain troublesome sanctions 
Iran cannot bypass, but it also gave it a green light to continue its drive into 
the heart of the Middle East.   (Israel Hayom Feb 20) 
 

 
A Calculated Risk       By Maj. Gen. (ret.) Yaakov Amidror 
 In his speech Sunday at the Munich Security Conference, Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu said that if need be, Israel will strike Iran 
directly. This was a highly unusual statement, as it is unacceptable for 
countries' leaders to publically threaten a normal sovereign state, which is 
not failing or in chaos, such as Syria, for example. 
 Explicit threats between countries are nothing to be trifled with, but in 
my opinion, the key to Netanyahu's unusual statement lies with what he 
underscored beforehand. 
 After detailing Iran's aggressive moves in the region, Netanyahu 
recounted the Feb. 10 Iranian drone incursion into Israeli airspace, and 
concluded by saying, "We will act if necessary, not just against Iran's 
proxies that are attacking us but against Iran itself." 
 Until now, the Iranians were very careful. They were willing to fight 
Israel until the last Lebanese and even imported Shiite militias from Iraq, 
Pakistan and Afghanistan to do their dirty and dangerous work in Syria, but 
the drone incursion violated what until now has been taboo. Iran targeted 
Israel directly and, therefore, Netanyahu was right to warn that it crossed a 
line and will be made to pay a price. 
 The ball is now squarely in Iran's court and it would be interesting to 
see whether it is willing to risk itself directly or revert to doing what it does 
best – using its proxies to pursue its interests in the region. 
 Dealing with Iran requires taking risks. The threat it poses is too great 
to ignore, and at the end of the day, the decision-makers are in Tehran – 
nowhere else.    (Israel Hayom Feb 19) 
 

 
Netiv Ha’avot and Israeli Sovereignty          By Shlomo Ne'eman    

Anyone – or almost anyone – who’s heard about the Netiv Ha’avot case 
is certain that the problem is a localized one that affects only residents of 
one particular neighborhood, or at the most, residents of Gush Etzion. This 
being the case, allow me to introduce you to Gush Etzion, and to the rest of 
Yehuda and Shomron (Judea and Samaria): It’s a pleasure to make your 
acquaintance. 
 Gush Etzion, Yehuda and Shomron are the historic heartland of Israel, 
to which the Jewish people returned 50 years ago, following our stunning 
victory in the Six Day War. War has rules, and one of the first and most 
unequivocal is – and has always been – that the victor decides the fate of 
the territory. Unfortunately, as a result of political wrangling, international 
pressure and a failure to see the larger, long-term picture, the Arabs of the 
region were allowed to remain in the liberated territory, and we allowed 
ourselves as a nation to be fenced in, both literally and figuratively, by a 
line that has dictated our internal and international policy ever since: “The 
Green Line.” 

Over the years, the area known today as “over the green line” has fallen 
under four different systems of law, expressing the sovereignty of 
successive occupying powers: Ottoman law, British law, Jordanian law, and 
finally, as it stands today, Israeli military law. Vestiges of the earlier legal 
systems are still used by various parties in order to make claims, sway 
judgments and establish facts on the ground. 
 It is somewhat strange, and quite puzzling, that to date no one has 
suggested in any serious forum that Israeli law be applied over the green 
line, an area of more than 5,000 square kilometers in which nearly half a 
million Israeli citizens live and work. Instead, this strategically, historically 

and ideologically crucial area remains under military government – a 
military, incidentally, that is an arm of the sovereign State of Israel. 
Strangely enough, in Israeli courts, in internal matters that pertain to 
Israeli citizens, there is a tendency to rely on documents and data drawn 
from foreign sources, such as the Jordanian Kingdom or the Ottoman 
Empire (which no longer exists, and whose legal system no longer holds 
sway even in modern Turkey). 
 Any sane, logical person would agree that if there are mounds of 
incontrovertible evidence, clear, black-and-white proof, we must rely on 
that evidence, even if its source lies outside our purview. So what’s the 
issue? What is the problem with Netiv Ha’avot, and how does it affect the 
rest of us? 
 Before we venture into the moral question of who the land belongs to 
we should look at facts, hard evidence, proof – and in the case of Netiv 
Ha’avot, either there are facts, or there aren’t and someone is fabricating 
them. One of the ways facts are created is the simple forgery of 
documents. In 2004, nine Arab residents of east Jerusalem were arrested 
for forging deeds and other ownership documentation for property in east 
Jerusalem, state-owned land as well as privately-owned property. This 
band of thieves sold land that did not belong to them and never had. 
  Another method is to ignore facts by simply making an ownership 
claim without bringing any proof of ownership. Anyone familiar with the 
Migron case has surely heard about the petition submitted to the court 
which claimed that land owned by Arab individuals had been stolen. In 
short, the residents of Migron made completely legal, above-board land 
purchases, but a group of Arabs, represented by the NGO Peace Now, 
claimed that this land was private property that had been stolen from the 
rightful owners. 
 The case made its way to the High Court of Justice, which, 
surprisingly, decided in favor of the Arab petitioners. But by definition, 
the High Court is not involved in evidentiary hearings; only magistrates’ 
courts consider evidence. The High Court considers theory, which means 
that its decision was regarding the theoretical possibility that the land in 
question was privately owned, and not whether it actually, factually, 
belonged to any given individual. Perhaps that is why the Peace Now 
petition to the magistrate court for compensation was withdrawn: in the 
lower court, they would have had to prove ownership. 
 In Migron, and in so many other places “over the green line,” facts, 
evidence and proof have become incidentals. What remains is to examine 
the larger moral question: who has the moral right of ownership of and 
sovereignty over this land? This is not a question we can hope to answer in 
one short article; some call us occupiers, while we consider ourselves 
liberators – but no one can argue that there was no “Palestinian nation” 
here before 1967, before 1948, or even 1,000 years ago. 
 If we ask, “Who was here first,” the answer is unequivocal: the Jewish 
people. Our historic claim to this land far outweighs that of the 
“Palestinian nation” that was invented in the past 50 years. 
 Once we understand this, the issue of land ownership becomes far 
broader than the isolated question of the Netiv Ha’avot neighborhood. It 
becomes an issue that has legal and moral ramifications for all of Gush 
Etzion, Yehuda and Shomron, for every citizen of Israel, and for anyone, 
anywhere in the world, who cares about Israel. 
 Once again, leftist organizations appealed to the courts, claiming that 
individual Arabs own the land. Once again, no proof whatsoever has been 
submitted to the court to substantiate this claim. The big lie of land theft 
has been recycled, and is grabbing headlines. The land in question is 
“survey land,” which is in the process of being officially declared state 
property – and as such, the residents who bought and paid for the land on 
which they have been living and for which they have been paying taxes 
for years are completely within their rights to remain there. (In fact, the 
demolition order issued for the homes of Netiv Ha’avot is based on minor 
building infractions, not on counter-claims of ownership). 
 Rather than expediting the regulation process that would declare the 
land state property, the court prefers to demolish and destroy. What a 
shame that the High Court of Justice has abandoned justice. 
 After all the criticism of the court, and regardless of whether one side 
of the case or the other was proven, we should not lose sight of the fact 
that the problem begins with us: the time has come for us to understand 
that the Land of Israel belongs to the Jewish people, that the Land of Israel 
belongs to the State of Israel. If we do not internalize this very basic truth, 
if we do not recognize and exercise our sovereignty, why should someone 
on Capitol Hill, or anywhere else, believe that we are the sovereign power 
here? 
 This year we will celebrate the 50th anniversary of the liberation of 
the ancestral birthright of the Jewish people, of Hebron, the city where the 
founding fathers of our nation, Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, are buried. We 
will celebrate the liberation of the Shomron, the region in which the Holy 
Tabernacle at Shiloh stood. We will celebrate the liberation of Jerusalem, 
the eternal capital of the Jewish people, where the Holy Temple once 
stood, and will one day stand again. 
 It is time to put an end to the ridiculous system of “military 
government.” It is time to extend Israeli law over all areas of the Jewish 
homeland. It is time to erase the green line, and to show the world, and 



ourselves, the Jewish people in the Diaspora and in Zion, who the true 
sovereign is here. Netiv Ha’avot is a symbol of this cause, not the cause 
itself.   (Jerusalem Post Feb 21) 
The writer is head of the Gush Etzion regional council. 
 

 
Palestinians: Hamas and Fatah - United against Trump 
By Khaled Abu Toameh 

Hamas and Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas's ruling 
Fatah faction are continuing to contest control of the Gaza Strip. 
 However, the two rival parties are prepared to lay aside their 
differences and work together to foil US President Donald Trump's plan for 
peace in the Middle East, the details of which remain unknown. 
 Thwarting Trump's peace plan has become a top priority for Hamas and 
Fatah. This is a mission that seems to be much more important than 
alleviating the suffering of the Palestinians in the Gaza Strip, where 65% of 
families live under the poverty line. 
 Although the details of the Trump plan still have not been made public, 
Palestinians across the political spectrum say they will never accept any 
peace initiative presented by the Trump administration. Whatever the peace 
plan will be, the answer is No. 
 In the eyes of the Palestinian leaders, the US administration has shown 
unprecedented "hostility" towards the Palestinians. 
 The Palestinians are not only voicing strong opposition to Trump's plan, 
which is known as the "deal of the century." Hamas and Fatah are now 
saying that they will do their utmost to thwart it. 
 They say they see the plan as being as a "conspiracy aimed at 
eliminating the Palestinian cause and national rights." It is not clear why the 
Palestinians are opposed to a plan the details of which have not yet been 
made public. 
 The Palestinian rejection to the plan is evidently based on unconfirmed 
media reports and rumors. 
 In any event, the Palestinians know that no US peace plan would 
comply with their demands. 
 Abbas's Fatah is demanding 100% of the territories Israel secured in 
1967, namely the West Bank, East Jerusalem and the Gaza Strip. 
 Hamas, for its part, is demanding 100% of everything, from the Jordan 
River to the Mediterranean Sea. As Hamas leaders repeatedly affirm, the 
goal is to "liberate all of Palestine," meaning all of Israel. 

The Palestinians have not presented precisely how they intend to foil 
Trump's plan, if and when it is made public. At the very least, street protests 
and strong condemnations of the US, Israel and any Arab country that 
accepts the peace plan can be expected. 
 Hamas and Fatah, however, are still quarreling over the "reconciliation" 
agreement they signed in Cairo in November 2017. 
 According to Hamas, the agreement has failed because of Abbas's 
refusal to lift the sanctions he imposed on the Gaza Strip last year. 
 The sanctions include the forced retirement of thousands of Palestinian 
Authority civil servants and the suspension of social assistance to hundreds 
of families. In addition, Abbas has refused to pay Israel for electricity and 
fuel supplies to the Gaza Strip. 
 Turning the tables, however, Abbas and his government hold Hamas 
responsible for hindering the implementation of the "reconciliation" accord, 
which was achieved under the auspices of Egypt. 
 Hamas's refusal to disarm and cede military and political control of the 
Gaza Strip is the main obstacle threatening to sabotage the agreement, they 
charge. 
 Evidently, Hamas and Fatah care more about their wrangling for power 
than about the well-being of their people in the Gaza Strip. 
 The arm-twisting between the two rival parties is spurring intense 
suffering in the Gaza Strip, where a number of hospitals have been forced 
to close down as a result of severe shortage in medicine and generator fuel. 
 While Fatah and Hamas are continuing to hurl abuses at each other, 
however, they see eye to eye on the issue of Trump's "deal of the century." 
 Hamas and Fatah are willing to support each other and join forces in the 
war on the US administration's plan. 
 Former Hamas leader Khaled Mashaal has gone so far as to praise 
Abbas for his staunch opposition to the "deal of the century." The former 
Hamas leader said that his movement would even support Abbas in a 
standoff with the US administration. 
 In statements published on February 17, Mashaal said that Abbas was 
"the strongest party that is obstructing" Trump's plan. The Palestinians, 
Mashaal added, will be the only ones to stand against the plan. 
 Mashaal said that he was even prepared to forgive Abbas for punishing 
the Palestinians of the Gaza Strip -- all for the sake of thwarting the US 
peace plan. "In spite of the measures he's imposing against the Gaza Strip 
and Hamas, the best solution would be to support Abbas in his opposition to 
the plan," he said. "Trump's 'deal of the century' won't pass as long as the 
Palestinians categorically reject it." 
 Mashaal's remarks echo those of Hamas, Palestinian Islamic Jihad and 
other radical Palestinian groups that have also emphasized that Trump's 
peace plan "won't pass." His remarks are also compatible with those made 
by Abbas and Fatah, who in the past few weeks have used every platform to 

express their rejection of the plan. 
 Take, for example, a recent statement issued by Fatah regarding the 
plan: "Without Palestinian compliance, the 'deal of the century' won't pass. 
The Palestinians reject it. They (the Trump administration) won't find one 
Arab who will agree to betray Jerusalem and the Palestinian people." 
 In recent weeks, Abbas himself has also come out against Trump's 
plan – a move that has clearly earned him the backing of the former 
Hamas leader. Abbas says that he sees the plan as an attempt by the US 
administration to "impose dictates" on the Palestinians. 
 "We don't take instructions from anyone," Abbas was quoted as 
saying. " We have said 'no' to Trump and we won't accept his plan. We say 
'no' and 1,000'no-s' when it comes to our fate, cause and people. We don't 
accept the US as a broker between us and Israel." 
 The Palestinian patients in the Gaza Strip who are dying for lack of 
proper medical treatment care little about Trump -- or about any peace 
plan. Neither do the thousands of employees who have been deprived of 
their salaries or the students who are unable to leave the Gaza Strip 
because of the continued closure (by Egypt) of the Rafah border crossing. 
For them, this is a battle of survival. 
 Hamas and Fatah leaders, meanwhile, are engaged in a rather different 
battle of survival: that of their leaders to retain their power. 
 They are prepared to continue fighting each other to the last 
Palestinian. It may be true that the Egyptians, in the "reconciliation" their 
brokered, failed to achieve Palestinian unity. The Trump administration 
has apparently succeeded where the Egyptians failed: in uniting Hamas 
and Fatah against an initiative for peace.    (Gatestone Feb 20) 
 

 
Slap-Happy Comedian Sarah Silverman: Whose Side are you on?  
By Stephen M. Flatow  

Stop the presses! A vulgar American Jewish comedian has praised a 
Palestinian teenage girl who assaulted an Israeli soldier. Put it on the front 
page! 
  The comedian, Sarah Silverman, recently sent out a tweet demanding 
that Israel release Ahed Tamimi, the Palestinian teenager who staged a 
video in which she repeatedly slapped a soldier in the Israel Defense 
Forces. Tamimi tried, but failed, to provoke the soldier to respond in a 
way that would make useful propaganda. 
  "Jews have to stand up even when-especially when-the wrongdoing is 
by Jews/the Israeli government," Silverman pompously declared. She 
didn't bother to explain what it was that was "wrong" about the Israeli 
authorities arresting someone who assaulted a soldier. In Silverman's little 
bubble, everyone "knows" that it's wrong to arrest a photogenic 
Palestinian teenager. 
  I'm never impressed when I hear an actress or entertainer comment on 
political issues. It's like me having a say on recent advances in dentistry. 
  But I'm old-fashioned, I guess. Because in today's culture, celebrities 
in the entertainment industry are treated with reverence. Their opinions, on 
issues that they know nothing about, carry weight. They are sometimes 
even looked upon as potential political candidates. 
  Even comedians, whose raison d'être is to not be taken seriously, are 
now taken seriously. Their entire lives are built around joking about the 
world, rather than knowing about it-yet too many people seem willing to 
pretend that they do know something about it. 
  I don't particular enjoy Sarah Silverman's vulgar brand of humor. 
Variety magazine once characterized her style as "foul-mouthed charm." I, 
for one, don't find a foul mouth charming at all. Nor do I find Silverman's 
rape jokes very amusing. And frankly, in today's #MeToo world, I'm 
surprised that anybody else does. 
  I don't enjoy Nazi jokes very much, either. In 2016, she appeared on 
Conan O'Brien's show dressed as Adolf Hitler, as part of a bit in which she 
said, in effect, that Donald Trump was worse than Hitler. 
  What I enjoy least of all about Silverman is the way in which uses her 
Jewish identity as a hammer with which to pound Israel. 
  Obviously, I'm not disputing a comedian's right to express her 
opinions about political events in other countries, although I do find it 
curious when someone who does not seem to be part of the organized 
Jewish community suddenly has very specific opinions on Israeli politics. 
  Just before the 2015 Israeli elections, Silverman sent out a tweet 
appealing to Israelis to vote for the extreme-left Meretz Party. In 2017, she 
contributed to a book called Save Israel, Stop Occupation, in which she 
wrote: "Of all people, Jews know the bitterness of being oppressed-and 
not being in our own country. That's what makes the occupation all so 
ironic." 
 What's ironic is that Silverman is complaining about an "occupation" 
that ended in 1995. I guess she wasn't paying attention that year, when 
Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin withdrew Israel's forces from the 
areas where 98 percent of the Palestinian Arabs live. I guess she never 
heard of the Palestinian Authority regime that governs them, or the 
Palestinian police force, Palestinian courts and Palestinian schools they 
run. 
  Maybe Silverman thinks that a two-hour Israeli security operation in a 
terrorist-infested Palestinian town or the presence of Israeli soldiers along 



their own border constitutes an "occupation." If so, then she simply doesn't 
understand the meaning of the word. 
  There's something else very ironic in all this. On June 18 last year, 
Silverman posted an Instagram photo of her 19-year-old Israeli nephew on 
the occasion of his birthday. She obviously feels a strong personal 
connection to him, and that's sweet. "This baby is now a 19-year-old 
soldier," she wrote, with a photo of him as a toddler next to a photo of him 
in his army uniform. "OY. HAPPY BIRTHDAY, 
@adar_abramowitz_silverman I LOVE YOU A ZILLION!!" 

See the irony? The 17-year-old Palestinian teenager Silverman is now 
saluting so openly assaulted a young Israeli soldier who is no different than 
the teenage nephew the comedian loves and is so proud of. Her nephew, 
Adar, could just as easily have been on the receiving end of Ahed Tamimi's 
slaps and taunts. 
 Sorry, Sarah! You can't have it both ways. You have to choose: Ahed or 
Adar? The vicious assaulter or the soldier protecting his country? 
 Whose side are you on?   (Jewish Press Feb 21) 
 

 
Dysfunctional Politics and Disgraceful Behavior       By Isi Leibler  
  The criminal charges recommended by the Israel Police against Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and the politicians’ and media’s reactions 
amount to perhaps the most scandalous political imbroglio in Israel’s 
history. 

This is not to say that Netanyahu should not be criticized for insensitive 
and hedonistic behavior. We look back nostalgically to the late Prime 
Minister Menachem Begin, whose lifestyle was the antitheses of 
ostentatious. 

But the current orchestrated effort by the police and media is the 
culmination of decades of efforts by Netanyahu’s adversaries to 
delegitimize and slander him and his family. It is directed against a prime 
minister who has proven outstanding leadership in the international 
diplomatic arena and is largely responsible for having transformed Israel 
into a financial and military superpower. 

Ever since he was elected to lead the Likud and especially after he 
became prime minister, the mainstream media – apart from Israel Hayom – 
has ceaselessly sought to besmirch him and his family. No other democratic 
leader has been continuously vilified to such an extent. The liberal Israeli 
media has had more front-page coverage of Netanyahu’s alleged personal 
failings and vague accusations of corruption than coverage of the turbulent 
and bloody events in the region that threaten our very survival. 

The principle that a person be deemed innocent until proven guilty was 
never applied to Netanyahu, who has for years been accused of bribery and 
corruption. 

Over the past two years, the police invested inordinate sums of money 
and employed massive manpower, both locally and overseas, in a desperate 
effort to find a smoking gun in relation to the prime minister. Based on 
what was disclosed upon release of the police recommendations, it would 
appear that they failed. Yet in a scandalous breach of accepted practice, 
every shred of gossip hinting at Netanyahu’s guilt was leaked to the media. 

The ultimate outrage was a TV interview with Israeli Police 
Commissioner Roni Alsheikh in the week prior to the release of the police 
recommendation that Netanyahu be charged with bribery. He clearly lost 
the plot when he unleashed a tirade against the prime minister, predicting 
that he would soon be charged with two major acts of corruption. He also 
effectively confirmed that he had been leaking confidential police data to 
the media. To top it off, he implied that Netanyahu had orchestrated the 
engagement of private investigators to monitor the police inquiries. Yet, 
when challenged, he refused or was unable to provide an iota of evidence to 
substantiate these allegations. 

In any normal democracy, a police commissioner breaching his duties 
on any of these issues would be dismissed. In our dysfunctional system, 
Alsheikh carries on as usual. 

After two years of digging under every stone, real or imagined, the 
police recommended that Netanyahu be indicted on two charges of bribery 
and corruption. 

The first charge was accepting bribes in return for favors to Israeli-born 
billionaire Arnon Milchan and Australian tycoon James Packer. Netanyahu 
was accused of receiving large quantities of cigars and champagne, 
amounting to about a million shekels ($280,000) over the course of a 
decade. 

What evidence did the police disclose that Milchan’s gifts amounted to 
a bribe with a quid pro quo? They claimed that Netanyahu intervened with 
the U.S. secretary of state and U.S. ambassador to obtain a visa for 
Milchan. But the prime minister was entitled to do so, and this would have 
been an appropriate intercession on behalf of Milchan, who was involved in 
clandestine intelligence activity for Israel. Netanyahu pointed out that the 
late President Shimon Peres made a similar intervention to the U.S 
administration on behalf of Milchan, yet no eyebrows had been raised. 

The supposed smoking gun in this case was testimony by Yesh Atid 
leader Yair Lapid, who alleged that when he was finance minister, 
Netanyahu sought – unsuccessfully – to double the existing 10-year period 
of tax exemption on foreign income of Israeli émigrés returning to their 

native country, which would have immensely benefited Milchan. 
The fact is that no such legislation was ever even tabled and it was 

immediately rejected by the Finance Ministry. It is not even clear whether 
Lapid is claiming that he was under pressure by Netanyahu to advance the 
legislation, or that Netanyahu merely asked him to review the proposal, 
for which Milchan had lobbied. But even if Lapid claims that he was 
under pressure, it is highly debatable if a court could convict Netanyahu 
based on the testimony of Lapid, who has been frenziedly attacking 
Netanyahu with the objective of displacing him as prime minister. 

It is also not clear if Lapid initiated his testimony or if the police 
approached him, obligating him to provide full and frank testimony in 
response to questioning. However, aware that he is a key witness, his 
mistake was to lead the attack on Netanyahu by calling for his resignation 
even before the police recommendations were released. This has raised 
doubts about his credibility among the Israeli public and may ultimately 
jettison his ambition of replacing Netanyahu as prime minister. 

The second charge appears, on the surface, to be even more ludicrous. 
Netanyahu was alleged to have offered a bribe to Yedioth Ahronoth 
publisher Arnon “Noni” Mozes in a backroom deal according to which 
Netanyahu would persuade Sheldon Adelson, the owner of Yedioth’s main 
competitor, Israel Hayom, to curtail its booming weekend edition, in 
return for Mozes ending Yedioth’s defamation campaign against the prime 
minister. 

In fact, it was Mozes who initially approached Netanyahu with a view 
to reaching an arrangement, which was never actualized. Far from an 
accommodation with Mozes to promote Yedioth Ahronoth, Netanyahu 
deflected efforts by the Knesset to pass the so-called Israel Hayom bill, 
which would have made the distribution of free newspapers illegal. 

The reality is that this entire incident was mere chatter initiated by the 
other party and never implemented. Netanyahu claims that he had no 
intention of proceeding. So there simply is no case. 

That a prime minister seeks to build good relations and influence the 
media by cozying up to editors has been a hallmark of former leaders as 
well as many ministers. How the police could construe this as bribery is 
mind-boggling. 

All in all, we have a case of Netanyahu accepting large quantities of 
cigars and champagne as gifts from close friends. This may be unpalatable 
to most Israelis but it is certainly not clear that it represents corruption or a 
breach of the law. 

There have been new developments in relation to the Bezeq 
investigation over the last few days but as this is only at a preliminary 
stage of the police investigation, it is impossible to assess its implications. 
One would hope after what has transpired that this latest ”discovery” 
remains grounded on factual evidence without leaks and wild conspiracy 
allegations. 

Attorney General Avichai Mendelblit will ultimately determine how to 
proceed with the police recommendation to charge Netanyahu with 
bribery, fraud and breach of trust. This process will likely take many 
months and could stretch on until mid-2019. 
My prediction is that Netanyahu will be exonerated on the serious charges 
of bribery and fraud which, based on what has been disclosed to date, 
appear to lack any real substance. If so, this will be recorded as one of the 
most disgraceful episodes in Israel’s dysfunctional political history. In the 
meantime, his government, including future candidates for Likud 
leadership, has united to back him. But there is no doubt that, until 
resolved, it will cast a shadow on his leadership. 

The question remains whether, under the weight of public pressure 
and police agitation, Mendelblit will feel obliged to offer a token 
indictment of breach of trust in relation to the gifts. While this would not 
necessarily involve a criminal charge or result in any prison sentence, it 
still could force Netanyahu to resign. This too would be a travesty as no 
other prime minister has been investigated under such scrutiny. 

There are certainly legitimate concerns that can be raised about the 
gifts and Netanyahu’s hedonistic lifestyle. But, in the absence of any 
substantive objective evidence of bribery or criminal activity, distaste for 
Netanyahu’s weakness is not sufficient grounds for “breach of trust,” let 
alone the more serious charges recommended by the police. 

It is the people in the voting booths who should determine the future 
of the prime minister, not the demonizing efforts of the police and the 
media. 

We currently face crucial threats from our enemies. There is no other 
Israeli capable of stepping into Netanyahu’s shoes during this critical 
period, which could erupt into war. His diplomacy and experience are 
crucial in retaining an equilibrium between the United States and Russia. 

Most Israelis, whether they like or despise Netanyahu as a person, 
recognize that replacing him today with Lapid, Labor party head Avi 
Gabbay or other aspiring leaders could lead to catastrophic consequences. 

We should exert maximum pressure on those who continue seeking to 
besmirch Netanyahu to desist and enable him to fulfill his role without 
being continuously distracted.   (Jerusalem Post Feb 21) 

 
 


