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Events… 

 
Sunday February 26, 2-8:30pm 
 Israel Advocacy Training Workshop with Professor Mordechai Kedar. 
Register at Bit.ly/Israel2017 
 

 

Commentary… 

 
Focus on Building in Jerusalem         By Nadav Shragai 
 Everyone who loves and is devoted to Jerusalem should take a deep 
breath and tell ourselves and our friends in the U.S. that there are a few 
matters more urgent to Israel than the transfer of the U.S. Embassy to 
Jerusalem. Although that would be perceived as a great victory for Israel in 
terms of the world's recognition of Jerusalem as the capital, it would still be 
only a symbolic victory. 
 The real test of the Trump administration on the issue of Jerusalem and 
its surrounding area is a practical one. A few of Israel's friends in the 
United States have already hinted that Israel will soon find out that nothing 
comes for free. Moving the U.S. Embassy to Jerusalem will mean that the 
Trump administration will think we owe it. President-elect Donald Trump 
and at least some of his appointees will ask for something in return -- which 
for the Palestinians, the Russians (with whom Trump is also trying to turn 
over a new leaf) and the Arab states means a continued freeze, slow-down, 
or cessation of building in the parts of Jerusalem over the Green Line and in 
greater Jerusalem as a whole. 
 This is not some imaginary scenario, and it should be utterly 
unacceptable to us. After years of a construction freeze in much of 
Jerusalem, decrees and pressure from outgoing President Barack Obama 
and a hostile administration's denial of the Jewish people's natural right to 
Jerusalem, its historic and religious capital, the time has come to take 
action, publish tenders, and get back to building. Not to keep asking 
permission from the U.S., not to look over at "Big Brother," but to return to 
the situation that existed before Obama took office, when there were 
presidents who were less hostile than he is, but also less friendly than 
Trump, or to put it cautiously, less friendly than Trump appears to be. 
 If it comes down to the not far-fetched choice between moving the 
embassy or re-launching construction in Jerusalem, there is no doubt that 
construction is more important. Practicality and facts on the ground win out 
over symbolism. It's more crucial to get down to building the neighborhood 
planned to go up between Jerusalem and Maaleh Adumim, to connect the 
two cities before the Palestinians fill up the area with their own construction 
and it will be too late. It's more urgent to build in Atarot, before the 
northern tip of Jerusalem slips away from us. We urgently need to anchor 
the Jewish presence in the Shimon Hatzadik neighborhood and strengthen 
the connection between the western part of the city and Mount Scopus. It's 
also important to build up Givat Hamatos and Har Homa in the south of the 
city. 
 We should not be alarmed by Palestinian threats. They threatened us 
with riots and bloodshed before we built Har Homa, and before we returned 
to the City of David, and before we built Maaleh Hazeitim. All those places 
were built anyway, and the skies did not come crashing down, neither here 
nor in the U.S. 
 The real flag Israel needs to raise is the flag of renewed construction in 
Jerusalem and greater Jerusalem. Greater Jerusalem is part of the 
"settlement bloc," the same blocs in which then-President George W. Bush 
promised Prime Minister Ariel Sharon that Israel would be allowed to 
build, the same written promise that former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton and her president, Obama, had the audacity to deny ever existed. 
 It's time for action, not talk. Not declarations. There is plenty of work to 
do in the east of the city, as well. The disparity between the city's Jewish 
and Arab neighborhoods is insufferable, and we will need to put in a lot of 
work there, both because that is the just and moral thing to do, and also 
because there are not two Jerusalems -- there is only one.    (Israel Hayom 
Jan 18) 

Spouting PLO 
Statistics    By Ze'ev 
Jabotinsky 
 Over the weekend, a billboard 
scare campaign was launched, 
featuring an Arabic sentence that 
translates as "Soon we'll be the 
majority." 
 Despite the impression that this is 
a campaign by Hamas or the PLO, it 

turns out the message actually comes from Commanders for Israel's 
Security (a group of retired security agency officials that promotes 
diplomatic-security arrangements). Former Mossad head Danny Yatom 
told the media the campaign was designed to "stir up awareness that if we 
don't separate from the Palestinians, they will soon be the majority in the 
land between Jordan and the Mediterranean Sea, and Israel will cease to 
be a Jewish, democratic state." 
 The campaign rests on a pile of lies from the Palestinian Central 
Bureau of Statistics. The demographic balance Yatom and his friends are 
trying to use to frighten the Israeli public actually favors Jews, not Arabs. 
In the past, people have warned about the future threat of Jews becoming a 
minority in their own country. Back in 1898, Zionist thinker Simon 
Dubnov opposed Theodor Herzl's vision of a Jewish state, arguing that by 
the year 2000, no more than half a million Jews would be living in Israel. 
Israel's first prime minister, David Ben-Gurion, was also faced with a 
prediction by experts, led by statistician Professor Roberto Baki, who 
warned against declaring the establishment of the state because, by the 
early 1960s, there would be an Arab majority in Israel. 
 We don't yet have the final numbers for 2016, but we do for 2015, 
which show that 6.7 million Jews were living in Israel then, compared 
with some 1.75 million Arabs inside the Green Line and a similar number 
in Judea and Samaria -- some 3.5 million Arabs in total. That's a clear 
two-thirds majority for the Jews, to start with. That same year, the average 
birth rate among Jews in the western part of Israel caught up to that of the 
entire Arab population, both within and beyond the Green Line. We are 
seeing a decline in the Arab birth rate, not only in Israel, but in most 
Islamic countries, alongside an unusual and steady increase in the birth 
rate among the Jewish population of Israel, mainly because of the 
increasing secular Jewish population. 
 The demographic situation is the opposite of what Yatom and his 
buddies are warning us of. More than a year ago, the trend reversed itself, 
meaning that the Jewish population will continue to grow, even leaving 
out immigration, which only bolsters the Jewish majority. Every year, 
over 15,000 more Arab residents leave Judea and Samaria than arrive, 
while 20,000 more Jews immigrate to Israel than leave it. 
 The PLO's successful psychological warfare has created deterrence 
among Israelis by disseminating lies about the unrealistic number of Arabs 
in Judea and Samaria. It's very sad to see good people who used to 
command a vital system making use of the PLO's data, and in doing so 
become mouthpieces for psychological warfare against us by inculcating 
false numbers from an unreliable count. They seem to be doing it for 
political reasons.   (Israel Hayom Jan 16) 
 

 
Lawlessness No More       By Haim Shine 
 A fundamental principle of democracy is the protection of minority 
rights via the rule of law. However, a minority that disregards the rule of 
law should not be surprised if it is eventually no longer protected by it. 
The Supreme Court, after long deliberations, made the final ruling 
permitting the demolition of the illegal houses in the Negev Bedouin 
village of Umm al-Hiran. 
 Despite the intentional flouting of the law, the Israeli government has 
been generous to all the families who have respected the law and has 
engaged in peaceful negotiations with Umm al-Hiran residents in a bid to 
execute the demolition with their consent. But what is the point of 
reaching an understanding with the authorities if the leadership of the 
Arab public is only interested in provocation, conflicts and presenting the 
police as thugs coming to destroy the homes of innocent Bedouin? 
 A photo of a clash between Arab protesters and the police is worth a 
great deal in terms of both money and propaganda. In the eyes of his 
voters, the image of wounded Joint Arab List leader Ayman Odeh 
suffering a head injury that was probably caused by a stone hurled at the 
police by one of the protesters, turns him into a national hero who was 
injured on the battlefield defending the lands of the Arab people. 
 Arab MKs, activists and Channel 2 commentators -- in the spirit of 
sensation that has overtaken the channel in recent days -- all claimed that 
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the police officers' response facing the jeep speeding toward them (which 
rammed into a group of police officers, killing Advanced Staff Sgt. Maj. 
Erez Levi) must be investigated, as the perpetrator's family denied any 
wrongdoing, saying the driver was just trying to leave the area. 
 Anyone who has seen the video could clearly distinguish the vehicle 
veering into the group of policemen. The family of the terrorist who 
committed the ramming attack in the Armon Hanatziv neighborhood in 
Jerusalem on January 8 also alleged that the incident was merely an car 
accident. It's too bad there are those willing to be duped into such baseless 
claims. 
 In the past few years, some Arab Knesset members have become agents 
of the Palestinian Authority. Their loyalty is not reserved for the country of 
which they are citizens, but rather for typical Israel-haters led by Palestinian 
Authority President Mahmoud Abbas. 
 Cooperation between Arab MKs and convicted terrorists and terror 
organizations ought to be of concern to every Israeli Arab in the country. 
 MKs who clashed with police officers, who were simply there to do 
their job and enforce the court-ordered home demolitions, fanned the 
flames of the clashes and gave the Bedouin rioters a green light to charge. 
The "Palestinization" process Israeli Arabs have been undergoing clearly 
illustrates, even to classic leftists, that they aren't seeking to establish two 
states -- they desire one, devoid of Jews. 
 I agree with Israel Police Commissioner Insp. Gen. Roni Alsheikh, who 
spoke at Levi's funeral on Wednesday and said that the school at which the 
attacker taught employed teachers who instructed pupils in the ideology of 
the Islamic State group. 
 Ramming attacks have become identified with radical Islam and 
justifying them only serves to reinforce the Islamic State cells that have 
invaded Israel. 
 For years, parts of the Arab sector were outside the control of the legal 
system and the population in those communities came to believe they were 
above the law and that obeying it was simply a recommendation. It is time 
for everyone to understand that all Israelis are subject to the law.    (Israel 
Hayom Jan 19) 
 

 
Who’s the Fool on the Middle East?       By Jonathan S. Tobin  

Seventy nations attended a conference in Paris this past weekend in an 
effort to revive interest in a two-state solution. The fact that Israel, the 
Palestinian Authority and Hamas (which already governs the independent 
Palestinian state in all but name in Gaza) didn’t participate indicated the 
event had little to do with facilitating negotiations. Indeed, since the 
concluding joint communiqué of the participants laid out surrender of all of 
the West Bank and East Jerusalem to the Palestinians as part of the 
requirements of a two-state solution, there is nothing for Israel to negotiate 
over. As such, it was yet another blow to hopes of a negotiated peace rather 
than a path to jump-starting talks. It gives the Palestinian Authority no 
reason to return to the negotiations that they blew up by going to the United 
Nations and signing a peace pact with Hamas rather than Israel. They can 
now continue to stonewall Prime Minister Netanyahu’s repeated invitation 
to open-ended talks with no preconditions, secure in the knowledge that the 
international community will support their stand, no matter how 
unreasonable it might be. 
 That was bad enough but the Paris conference, which was held with the 
connivance of the lame duck Obama administration was particularly ill-
timed because the 70 nations attending know very well that the only power 
that can guarantee any theoretical peace deal is the United States. The 
notion that the Europeans or any other combination of nations can impose a 
solution on the parties in defiance of U.S. wishes is an absurdity. But that 
was, more or less, the point of the extravaganza in the City of Light. The 
international community was seeking to signal to the incoming Trump 
administration that the rest of the world wasn’t interested in waiting to hear 
what his ideas about the Middle East might be. That’s because they believe 
the new administration doesn’t understand the complexities of the conflict 
and ought to be ignored rather than consulted, let alone shown the 
deference the world’s only true superpower deserves. 

Trump may be no sophisticate or policy wonk but, unlike his supposed 
betters, he knows why a two-state solution hasn’t yet been achieved. The 
Israelis offered the Palestinians a state including almost all of the West 
Bank, Gaza, and a share of Jerusalem in 2000, 2001, and 2008. Each time 
the Palestinians refused to accept the deal that gave them more or less what 
the world thinks they deserve. Worse than that, they have answered offers 
of peace with terrorism and even the supposed moderates of the PA 
continue to honor and subsidize terrorists and foment hatred of Israel and 
the Palestinians every day. Even the supposedly hard-line Netanyahu 
offered, according to the Americans, a withdrawal from the West Bank 
during the 2014 talks sponsored by Secretary of State John Kerry. 
Constrained by a political culture that makes it impossible for their leaders 
to recognize the legitimacy of a Jewish state, what the Palestinians want is 
to orchestrate the isolation of Israel; not peace with it. 

As Trump said this week, the international community has coddled the 
Palestinians. They have subsidized their corrupt, violence-prone 

government and never forced them to come to grips with the need to 
accept that their century-old war against Zionism must end if they are to 
gain the independence they say they want. For all of the opprobrium 
directed at Trump, if he pursues—as it appears he is inclined to do—a 
policy in which pressure is put on the Palestinians rather than the Israelis 
that would actually be a constructive change from Obama’s futile quest to 
tilt the diplomatic playing field in their direction. 
(CommentaryMagazine.com Jan 17) 
 

 
The Obama/Kerry Tailwind to Terror        By Evelyn Gordon  

A few weeks ago, the security threat Israel faced from Palestinian 
terror looked relatively low. But then Barack Obama and John Kerry 
decided to meddle. The consequences were eminently predictable: They 
got to enjoy feeling self-righteous, while Israelis and Palestinians pay the 
price in blood. 
 Here’s what things looked like a few weeks ago: The lone-wolf 
Palestinian terror attacks that were proliferating a year ago had largely 
died down since most Palestinians had concluded (correctly) that they 
weren’t accomplishing anything. Rocket attacks from Gaza were at their 
lowest point in 11 years, with only 15 rockets fired in all of 2016, down 
from 24 in 2015. Moreover, the fact that just 39 rockets were fired in the 
two years following the Gaza war of 2014 showed that this war had 
created far greater deterrence than its predecessors. By comparison, 261 
rockets were fired in the two years after the 2009 war and 412 in the two 
years after the 2012 war. And if further proof were needed of the war’s 
deterrent effect, there was Hamas’s bizarre offer last month to share its 
homemade rockets with anyone willing to use them against Israel–a clear 
indication that it had no intention of waging its own war anytime soon. If 
it did, it would be stockpiling its rockets rather than trying to hawk them. 

But by last week, things looked very different. Israeli defense officials 
reported a sharp upsurge in attempted Palestinian attacks–primarily rock-
throwing, but there was also a deadly car ramming in Jerusalem that killed 
four soldiers and wounded 16. In a highly unusual statement, the officials 
noted that this rise had occurred in the two weeks since the UN Security 
Council passed a resolution condemning Israeli settlements on December 
23. And while the increase was partly attributable to the Palestinian exam 
season (when more teens are out throwing rocks because regular classes 
are canceled), it was much steeper than the usual exam-period spike. 

That this upsurge occurred immediately after the UN resolution is no 
coincidence. Defense officials obviously can’t spell out the causal 
connection. It would be highly unseemly for them to accuse the Obama 
Administration of fomenting anti-Israel terror. But a commentator is 
subject to no such restraints, so let me explain. 
 In the months preceding the resolution, the international community 
had started paying more attention than ever before to the way the 
Palestinian Authority incites and encourages terror. For instance, a July 
report by the Quartet (comprising the U.S., UN, EU and Russia) infuriated 
the PA by including an unequivocal condemnation of PA incitement, 
complete with examples. Even more significantly, the British government 
announced last month that it was putting new restrictions on aid to the PA 
because of its payment of salaries to imprisoned terrorists, while the U.S. 
Congress is considering slashing aid to the PA for the same reason. Since 
the PA is already facing serious funding shortfalls, these were worrisome 
developments. Consequently, it had begun ratcheting its anti-Israel 
incitement ever so slightly downward. 
 But then came the UN resolution, followed by Kerry’s speech on the 
peace process five days later, and the PA realized it no longer had to 
worry about incitement: The good old days, in which the world blamed 
Israel alone for the absence of peace, were back. The resolution–which 
wrongly deemed the settlements both illegal and an impediment to peace 
and demanded that all states take punitive action against them by 
distinguishing, “in their relevant dealings, between the territory of the 
State of Israel and the territories occupied since 1967”–didn’t utter a word 
of criticism of the Palestinians. True, it included a generic condemnation 
of incitement and terror, but without any mention of who was perpetrating 
said incitement and terror, allowing the Palestinians to claim that even this 
section was aimed solely at Israel. Kerry then reinforced the message by 
devoting the lion’s share of his speech to the settlements, with Palestinian 
incitement and terror coming only a distant second. 
 Consequently, the PA felt free to ramp its incitement back up to full 
force. And it did, to deadly effect. 
 Shortly before the resolution passed, for instance, a Jerusalem Post 
reporter who asked more than two dozen east Jerusalem Palestinians what 
they thought of reported plans to move the U.S. embassy from Tel Aviv to 
Jerusalem couldn’t find a single one who cared. But then the PA, bolstered 
by the resolution and Kerry’s speech, ordered all imams under its control 
to devote their sermons on Friday, January 6 to why the embassy move 
was unacceptable and would/could/should lead to violence. After all, the 
world could hardly object to that. Kerry himself had said exactly the same 
thing. And on January 8, an east Jerusalem Palestinian carried out the car-
ramming that killed four soldiers. His relatives said he did so after hearing 



a local imam assail the proposed embassy move in his Friday sermon. 
 But Palestinian incitement isn’t just deadly to Israelis; it’s even deadlier 
to Palestinians. Whenever violence breaks out, Palestinians always end up 
with the higher death toll; that’s inevitable, given Israel’s superior 
weaponry. Unfortunately, that has never yet deterred the Palestinian 
leadership from fomenting it. Thus, by reassuring the PA that it will face no 
international consequences for inciting, the Obama/Kerry team guaranteed 
bloodshed on both sides. 
 Two and a half years ago, I detailed how another Obama/Kerry effort to 
promote Israeli-Palestinian peace ended up sparking a war instead. But 
either they learned nothing from that fiasco, or they simply don’t care how 
many Israelis and Palestinians die for the sake of enabling them to posture 
self-righteously on the world stage. After all, they’ll be out of office at the 
end of the week. Israelis and Palestinians will still be here bleeding.    
(CommentaryMagazine.com Jan 17) 
 

 
At Least He Won the Nobel Peace Prize      By David M. Weinberg     

A mere eight months after he took up residence in the White House, the 
Norwegian Nobel Committee decided to award its coveted Peace Prize to 
US President Barack Obama, “for his extraordinary efforts to strengthen 
international diplomacy and cooperation between peoples.” 
 “Obama has created a new climate in international politics,” opined the 
Nobel Prize Committee. “Multilateral diplomacy has regained a central 
position, with emphasis on the role that the United Nations and other 
international institutions can play. Dialogue and negotiations are preferred 
as instruments for resolving even the most difficult international conflicts... 
Democracy and human rights are to be strengthened...” Etc. 

That was in October 2009. Since then, it’s been all downhill. 
 The final, dismal scorecard that Obama is turning in today wouldn’t 
win him a local cookie-baking award from the Girl Scouts of America, 
never mind a global peace prize. 
 Vladimir Putin’s Russia is swashbuckling at will across Eastern Europe 
and the Middle East, making a mockery of Obama’s supposedly genius 
“multilateral diplomacy” as well as Barack’s much-ballyhooed “reset” in 
relations with Russia. The Russian Air Force dominates the Baltics and the 
skies of Syria. Putin is the fulcrum of multilateral moves in Europe, the 
Mideast and Asia, with America sidelined or irrelevant. 
 But at least Obama won the Nobel Peace Prize. 
 Iran is on a hegemonic arc toward imperial rule across vast swaths of 
land, from the Persian Gulf to Iraq, Syria, Lebanon and the Arabian 
Peninsula. It is actively subverting the stability of Egypt, Jordan, Saudi 
Arabia, Yemen and Israel, while leading the slaughter in Syria. 
 This is thanks to Obama, who cut a sweetheart deal with the ayatollahs 
providing Iran with renewed international legitimacy – without Tehran 
having to neither recant or fully disassemble its illicit nuclear bomb 
program, nor forswear its support for terrorism and revolution across the 
region. Obama also afforded Iran hundreds of billions of dollars in financial 
relief, and sent his secretary of state to drum up big business deals for the 
mullahs. 
 But gee wiz, Obama won the Nobel Peace Prize. 
 ISIS graduated from being a junior varsity team to a global jihadist 
menace on Obama’s watch. It grew from an intra-Arab threat that was 
“only” committing genocide against Shi’ites, Yazidis, Christians and other 
Mideast minorities into an Islamist juggernaut that is inspiring terrorism 
across Europe and North America. Obama never could bring himself to 
genuinely condemn “Islamic terrorism” by name, never mind truly lead a 
determined international military campaign against ISIS. 
 But thank G-d Obama won the Nobel Peace Prize. 
 Under Obama’s enlightened nose, the Syrian civil war has been allowed 
to metastasize into a mega-war crime conflict involving dozens of countries 
and hundreds of militias, with half a million Syrians butchered and half the 
population forced from their homes. 
 Millions of Syrian refugees have flooded into neighboring countries 
and into Europe, destabilizing every country along the way, and leading to 
the rise of ultra-right politics in these places. 
 Russia, Iran and Hezbollah have taken advantage of the situation to 
train their troops and test their weapons – on rebels only half-heartedly 
backed by a Western “coalition” that Obama never really formed. The 
Iranian axis has entrenched itself for further conquests, including an 
inevitable assault on Israel. 
 Obama has blathered aimlessly about Syria, including the drawing of 
ephemeral lines in the sand, only to shamelessly erase them and drag 
American diplomatic credibility into the dung heap. If words were barrel 
bombs, Obama would be Bashar Assad. 
 But let’s not forget that Obama won the Nobel Peace Prize. 
 In Egypt, Obama enthusiastically embraced the freedom-fighting 
Facebook and Twitter youth, then seconds later cuddled with the Muslim 
Brotherhood government that extinguished their hopes. The stalwart 
Mubarak government was flippantly abandoned, and the stabilizing Sisi 
government cold-shouldered. 
 No wonder that Abdel Fattah al-Sisi is purchasing Russian arms, and 

looking to Israel for help in combating al-Qaida in Sinai. In the many exit 
interviews Obama has given to the (typically fawning) press, he remains 
arrogantly unrepentant about all this. 
 But Obama never errs. After all, he won the Nobel Peace Prize. 
 Perhaps Obama’s greatest success has been turning Israel into the 
planet’s black sheep, leading to his last-minute spanking of Israel and 
pumping-up of the Palestinians, in partnership with the most morally 
corrupt institution on the globe – the ghoulish United Nations. 
 It is maddening to hear Obama and John Kerry anguish obsessively 
day after day, minute after minute, right down to their dying hours in 
office, about Judea and Samaria and the peccadilloes of Prime Minister 
Netanyahu, while insolently referencing nonexistent “massive and illegal” 
Israeli construction surges in the biblical cradle of Jewish civilization. 
 What of Palestinian intransigence and bloodthirstiness? What of 
Russian/Iranian/Syrian barbarism? What of North Korean and Chinese 
belligerency? No big deal. For the insanely possessed Obama, nothing is 
equal in perfidy or peril to those damn settlements in Samaria! Perhaps 
this partially explains why Obama won the Nobel Peace Prize. 
 Saddest of all, is the way in which Obama successfully has splintered 
the global Jewish community by driving a false and insidious discourse 
about right-wing Israeli obstinacy and iniquitous settlements. Obama has 
legitimized a demonizing narrative that pits Jewish liberals against 
conservatives, and which saps the strength of the Jewish people. Obama’s 
“daylight” has turned into a Jewish nightmare. 
 The man leaves the West, America, the State of Israel and the Jewish 
people weaker than ever, with our common enemies standing stronger and 
taller. 
 Isn’t it wonderful that Obama won the Nobel Peace Prize?    
(Jerusalem Post Jan 19) 
 

 
Out With the Old, In With The Bold     By Stewart Weiss    

By the time (most of) you read this, the reign of Barack Obama will be 
over, and a new American administration will have begun. 
 Yes, you read correctly: former president Obama – like you and I, 
except with a much bigger expense account and a lot more perks – is now 
once again a private citizen. I repeat: Obama is out, and Trump is in. 

Which brings to mind the old story of Mr. Feinberg, who received an 
urgent call telling him that his long-time business partner had just suffered 
a massive heart attack. Rushing into the hospital, Feinberg sees the doctor 
and asks him excitedly, “Doctor; how is my partner doing?” “I’m sorry to 
tell you that your partner is dead,” replies the physician. 
 Feinberg walks down the hall for a few minutes and then returns to the 
doctor. “Please, doctor,” he says, “how is my partner?” The doctor, 
assuming the man must be in shock, repeats his earlier statement: “Sir, 
your partner is dead.” 
 Yet after another slight pause, Feinberg once again inquires as to the 
condition of his partner. The physician, now a bit annoyed, snaps back: “I 
have already told you more than once, your partner is dead. Why do you 
keep asking me?!” Feinberg replies, slowly, “Because it sounds so good 
when you say it!” Now, there is no question that millions of people in 
America and around the world will be saddened to see Obama go, their 
disappointment compounded by the defeat of his chosen successor, Hillary 
Clinton. Obama has many endearing qualities, including his smooth 
demeanor, sharp sense of humor and charismatic style. But for many 
people, including a significant number of Jews, a collective sense of 
escape – perhaps, even, a touch of exhilaration – is accompanying the 
changing of the guard. 
 This is not to say that Obama’s record regarding Israel and the Jewish 
people was completely negative. His administration extended more aid to 
Israel than any previous US government; he and his wife, Michelle, 
graciously hosted annual Passover Seders, Hanukka parties and Holocaust 
Remembrance Day commemorations; a host of Jewish leaders came in and 
out of the White House during the eight years he resided there. 
 And certainly, an immense amount of Jewish money flowed into his 
two campaigns and to the Democratic Party during his tenure. 
 But there was always an underlying – at times even visceral – sense 
that Obama did not have our best interests at heart. Ever since his Cairo 
speech in 2009 – a “New Beginning,” he dubbed it – many of us have felt 
that the agenda was based on altering the pro-Israel position that American 
governments had consistently espoused. His determination to “reach out” 
to the Muslim world was coupled with holding Israel at arm’s length. 
Suddenly we were made to be the villain in the story, the stubborn deniers 
of others’ rights – that one, maddening fly in the ointment of Obama’s 
vision of utopian world peace. 
 This was dramatically brought home in Secretary of State John 
Kerry’s infamous 70-minute “farewell” speech. Kerry should have 
castigated the Palestinians for their incessant incitement; he should have 
catalogued the many times they have chosen terrorism over talks, 
confrontation over conciliation. He should have laid bare to one and all the 
consequences of the unending Palestinian adherence to their “Three Rs:” 
Refusal to accept a Jewish state of any size; Rejection, time and again, of 



generous peace initiatives placed before them since be- fore Israel became a 
state; and Resort to violence to achieve their unholy aims. Instead, Kerry 
used the bulk of his words to scold Israel for its behavior, underscoring his 
complete cluelessness regarding Middle East realities. 
 The Talmud says that a person can either “acquire or lose his world ” in 
just one, fleeting moment; Kerry’s diatribe – coupled with the American 
UN abstention that preceded it – was precisely that moment when we 
finally knew just where he and Obama really stood. 
 Sadly, the promise that Obama’s election once held never materialized. 
 His foreign policy – which embraced evil, oppressive regimes like Iran 
and Cuba while turning his back on traditional allies, like Egypt – was a 
disaster that set the Middle East on fire and returned Russia to prominence. 
 Domestically, the flag of hope that he so energetically waved lost its 
furl as Black-on-Black violence skyrocketed – just look at the shocking 
statistics in Chicago, his (and my) hometown – while racist, anti-Semitic 
groups like Black Lives Matter took control of the streets. 
 It’s hard to predict how President Trump will fare; lots of politicians 
have surprised us in the past. George Shultz, for example, served as 
secretary of state for seven years under Ronald Reagan, and it was feared 
that his long-standing ties to Arab oil interests would adversely prejudice 
his Mideast positions. Yet he turned out to be a marvelous friend of Israel. 
Jimmy Carter, on the other hand, was a deeply religious “born-again” 
Christian said to have been imbued since birth with love for Jews and 
Israel, who would surely advance our cause. That prognostication was 
worth, well, peanuts. 
 But so far the signs seem to be pointing in the right direction regarding 
Trump and Israel. He’s said all the right things, appointed people whose 
pro-Israel credentials are impeccable – in particular, his choices for the 
United Nations, South Carolina Gov. Nikki Haley, and ambassador to 
Israel, David Friedman. Each is a proven supporter of Israel and the Jewish 
people, possessing both intelligence and integrity. And Trump’s bold, 
refreshing “non-PC” declarations of affinity to the Jewish state give us hope 
that his term – or terms – will unabashedly restore balance and blessing to 
our place in the world. 
 So welcome, Mr. President. Though we are prepared to go it alone, if 
we must, we crave and cherish your commitment and camaraderie. We are 
holding our breath, and breathing a sigh of relief, all at the same time.     
(Jerusalem Post Jan 19) 
 

 
Trump, the Pistol and the Olive Branch           By Caroline B. Glick 

With a gun on his hip, on November 13, 1974, PLO chief Yasser Arafat 
stood before the UN General Assembly and made the West an offer that it 
didn’t refuse. 
 At the end of a long speech in which he rewrote history to erase all 
connection between the Jewish people and the Land of Israel and 
criminalized the very notion of Jewish freedom, Arafat declared, “Today I 
have come bearing an olive branch and a freedom fighter’s gun. Do not let 
the olive branch fall from my hand. I repeat: Do not let the olive branch fall 
from my hand.” 
 Arafat’s offer has served since that time as the foundation of European 
relations with the Palestinians and the wider Islamic world. It has also been 
the basis of US-PLO relations for the better part of the past four decades. 
 His trade was simple and clear. 
 If you stand with the PLO in its war to annihilate Israel and deny 
Jewish freedom, then PLO terrorists and our Arab state supporters will 
leave you alone. 
 If you refuse to join our war against the Jewish state, we will kill you. 
 Today, Arafat’s successor, Mahmoud Abbas, is reiterating Arafat’s 
offer. 
 Speaking Saturday at the Vatican after the Holy See decided to 
recognize “Palestine,” Abbas said that if US President-elect Donald Trump 
goes ahead with his plan to move the US Embassy to Jerusalem, it will 
“fuel extremism in our region, as well as worldwide.” 
 Abbas’s spokesman was more explicit. Saturday night, Osama 
Qawasmeh, spokesman for Abbas’s Fatah PLO faction and member of 
Fatah’s Revolutionary Council, said that if the US moves its embassy to 
Israel’s capital city, “The gates of hell will be opened in the region and the 
world.” 
 Abbas and Qawasmeh also said that the PLO expects that members of 
the international community will make Trump see the light and abandon his 
plan. 
 French President Francois Hollande’s “peace conference” on Sunday 
was the international community’s way of fulfilling Abbas’s demand. 
 As multiple commentators have noted, the conference’s purpose wasn’t 
to promote the prospects for peace. It was to constrain Trump’s policy 
options for handling the Palestinian war against Israel. 
 By bringing together representatives of some 70 countries to insist that 
Israeli homeowners are the moral equivalent of Palestinian terrorists, 
Hollande and his comrades hoped to box Trump into their PLO-compliant 
policy. 
 Spelling out the demand Trump is required to accept, French Foreign 

Minister Jean-Marc-Ayrault parroted the Palestinian threats. 
 Asked by the French media Sunday if moving the US Embassy to 
Jerusalem would provoke the Palestinians, Ayrault said, “Of course.” 
 He then demeaned Trump’s plan to move the embassy as nothing but 
the regular bluster of American politicians. In his words, “I think he 
[Trump] would not be able to do it. It would have extremely serious 
consequences and it’s not the first time that it’s on the agenda of a US 
president, but none has let himself make that decision.” 
 Ayrault is correct about Trump’s predecessors. To one degree or 
another, since the early 1970s, successive US administrations have joined 
the Europeans in selling Israel down the river to prevent Arafat’s minions 
from pointing their guns at the American people. 
 Like the Europeans, the Americans have upheld their side of this 
bargain even when the PLO failed to uphold its end. For instance, in 1973 
Arafat ordered his terrorists to storm the Saudi Embassy in Khartoum and 
take US ambassador Cleo Noel, his deputy, George Curtis Moore, and 
Belgian diplomat Guy Eid hostage. Arafat then ordered his henchmen to 
murder the diplomats after then president Richard Nixon rejected his 
demand to release Robert F. Kennedy’s Palestinian murderer, Sirhan 
Sirhan, from prison. 
 Instead of responding to the execution of US diplomats by siding with 
Israel against the PLO, the US covered up and denied the PLO’s 
responsibility for the attack for the next 33 years. 
 The US is still covering up for the PLO’s murder of US embassy 
personnel in Gaza in 2003. At the same time, it is providing the PLO with 
nearly three quarters of a billion dollars in direct and indirect annual aid, 
including the training and provision of its security forces. 
 The Europeans for their part have egged the US along throughout the 
years. France has generally led European efforts to convince the 
Americans to side with Palestinian as well as Hezbollah terrorists in their 
war against Israel in the name of “peace.” 
 Sunday morning, Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu dismissed the 
Paris conference as a “futile” relic of a period that is about to end. 
 Netanyahu said that the conference’s goal of boxing Israel into an 
untenable framework for dealing the Palestinians was nothing more than 
the “final palpitations of a yesterday’s world.” 

“Tomorrow,” he intoned, “will look a lot different. And tomorrow is 
very close.” 
 Trump will take office on Friday. Since he was elected, he has given 
every reason to believe that Abbas and his deputies and their European 
and American enablers will have to either put up or shut up. 
 Speaking of the president-elect, Henry Kissinger said that Trump is 
the first man in recent memory who doesn’t owe anybody anything for his 
victory. 
 The only people he is answerable to are the voters who elected him. 
 Trump’s electoral victory owes to his success in tapping into the deep 
reservoir of popular disaffection with the elitist culture and policies that 
have governed post-Cold War West. He has used the mandate he received 
from American voters to revisit the basic assumptions that have driven US 
policies for the past generation. 
 His skepticism at NATO and the EU are examples of his refusal to 
simply accept the received wisdom of his predecessors. Just this weekend 
he told Germany’s Bild magazine that he continues to question the 
purpose of NATO, which is a drag on US taxpayers and doesn’t fight 
terrorism. 
 He similarly restated his ambivalence toward the EU and that its open 
border policy has been a “catastrophic failure,” and he expects more 
countries to follow Britain’s lead and exit the EU. 
 Trump’s position on the PLO and the Palestinian war on Israel is of a 
piece with his wider rejection of the common wisdom of Western elites. 
Just as he didn’t hesitate to say that the EU mainly serves as an instrument 
for Germany to dominate the European market, so he has made no 
mystery of his rejection of the moral equivalence between Israel and 
Palestinian terrorists which forms the basis of the twostate formula. 
 Not only won’t Trump join the Obama administration and the French 
in criminalizing Israeli homeowners, Trump is celebrating them. He has 
invited the leaders of Israeli communities in Judea and Samaria – that is, 
the so-called “settlements” – to attend his inauguration. 
 And he appears dead serious about moving the US Embassy to 
Jerusalem. 
 Under these circumstances, Israel has the opportunity and the 
obligation to end the PLO’s ability to threaten the US, not to mention 
itself. It is Israel’s duty to ensure that the next time the PLO tries to exact 
a price in blood for America’s refusal to abide by the terms of Arafat’s 
blackmail, his terrorist group is finally destroyed. 
 Similarly, Israel is now obliged to take the lead and abandon the PLO-
friendly two-state policy, which blames Israel for Palestinian terrorism, 
and adopt a strategy that works in its place. 
 Netanyahu has refused to consider any alternative until after Barack 
Obama is out of office. 
 Consultations must be scheduled for Saturday night.    
(Jerusalem Post Jan 16) 


