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Commentary… 

 
Identity Theft Worthy of Orwell’s Ministry Of Truth 
By Eli Kavon    

The impression in paleo-Hebrew on the ancient seal in clay is 
remarkable. It reads: “Berechyahu, the son of Neriyahu, the scribe.” A 
student of the Hebrew Bible would immediately recognize this name. This 
is the bulla (stamp) of Baruch ben Neriyah, the scribe of the prophet 
Jeremiah. The bulla was used to seal correspondence. The black and white 
photograph of the seal appears in The Oxford History of the Biblical World 
(1998). I could not stop thinking about Baruch’s seal as I read Sha’i ben-
Tekoa’s two-volume tour de force, Phantom Nation: Inventing the 
“Palestinians” as the Obstacle to Peace (2018). The author’s work is 
meticulously researched and renews the debate on “national identity theft.” 
It is a long read but worth the time invested by both author and reader. And 
I could not stop thinking of that photograph of Baruch ben Neriyah’s 2,500-
year-old clay seal. 
 Ben-Tekoa’s thesis in his exhaustive study can be summed up 
succinctly in one of his statements: “Palestinian nationalism has long been a 
plagiarized version of Zionism.” It is the fashion of post-Zionists to portray 
the State of Israel as an “invented nation.” Their reasoning is that the 
modern nation-state is alien to the Jewish past and that the revival of 
Hebrew and a secular Zionist goal to settle Israel without the traditional 
messianic advent – and the original sin of stealing the Land of Israel from 
its “indigenous population” – comprise a phony sense of nationhood. 
Nothing could be further from the truth. First, the indigenous population of 
the Land of Israel is the Israelites and the Jews. The Canaanites and 
Philistines disappeared thousands of years ago and it is absurd for any 
ethnic group living today to claim descent from these long-gone peoples. 
The Canaanites and Philistines live on only in the realm of the study of the 
ancient past and archaeology. There is no original sin. How odd it is that a 
Christian theological concept has made its way into modern secular Jewish 
intellectual and political life. 

Second, Eliezer Ben-Yehuda revived Hebrew as a spoken language. 
Yet, from the Tanach to modern times, Hebrew has served valiantly as a 
literary language. It is the language of the poets of medieval Spain, Italy 
and Ashkenaz, the language of Jewish law codes, the language of Judeo-
Arabic philosophy translated by the Ibn Tibbon family into Hebrew, the 
language often of commerce, and the language of correspondence. It is a lie 
that Hebrew needed to be “invented” for an artificial nation. Hebrew was 
always there, waiting for Ben-Yehuda and others to bring it to life as a 
spoken language in a living national culture. Spoken Modern Hebrew has 
been adapted from biblical Hebrew, Mishnaic Hebrew, Hebrew prayer, 
medieval liturgy and even secular poetry, as well as from the often ignored 
Hebrew in Maskil Enlightenment literature. I find no Arabic in the Tanach 
or the Mishna. Hebrew, emerging out of the lost ancient peoples of the 
Ugaritic and Akkadian languages, is the indigenous language of the Land of 
Israel. 
 Third, let us debunk the notion that narrowly defines the modern 
nation-state. Sovereignty is a central component of modern countries – a 
different sovereignty from that of our ancestors in the ancient kingdoms of 
Israel and Judah, as well as the Maccabee Hasmonean kingdom. But that is 
sovereignty nevertheless. All Jews in exile, from Krakow to Baghdad, 
prayed for the messianic return to the Land of Israel, the restoration of 
Jewish sovereignty, and the building of a third temple. This hope united all 
Jews and preserved them as a nation without a land. The same goes for 
Halacha, Jewish law. As acculturated as Jews were in different lands, the 
differences in their observances and their prayers did not constitute separate 
“Judaisms.” It was one Jewish faith.  

Halacha, to paraphrase Heine, was a portable homeland. From Lunel to 
Pinsk to Alexandria, Jews were a halachic nation. Jews were one nation. 
The fact that modernity overthrew the messianic component of this nation 
without a homeland is irrelevant. The reality is that nationhood and religion 
are intimately related. Secular Zionism did not hesitate to secularize the 
notions of the traditional messianic idea and incorporate them into their 

action and ideology. 
As well, from the 
aljama to the kahal, 
Jews’ self-government constituted a 
nation apart from the non-Jewish 
majority. The Jewish politics of today 
cannot be torn from the political 
savvy of our ancestors and their 
autonomy in exile. 
 Welcome to the wounded world 

of George Orwell’s Winston Smith: “War is peace, freedom is slavery, 
ignorance is strength.” Add to this – “Jesus was a Palestinian.” This 
Palestinian Jesus is a distant cousin of Nazi Germany’s Aryan Jesus. I 
never believed Jesus was my savior. He was a failed messiah. I respect 
Christians for their beliefs. But Jesus was born a Jew, was circumcised on 
the eighth day after his birth, lived and preached as a Jew in the Galilee, 
and was executed by Rome as a Jewish rebel. Those who deny that Jesus 
was a Jew are engaged in “Land of Israel Denial.” These are the same 
folks who erase from the history books the Hebrew Bible, the Merneptah 
Stela, Jerusalem’s City of David, the Tel Dan inscription, the 
Shalmanesser III Obelisk, the stela of Mesha the Moabite, the Hasmonean 
coins, the Western Wall, the Dead Sea Scrolls, the Bar-Kochba letters, the 
Beit Alpha synagogue mosaic, the Mishna, the Midrash, the paytan 
cantorial poets. And of course, the clay stamp of Baruch ben Neriyah. 
Deny the Holocaust. Deny the ancient origin of our people in Eretz 
Yisrael. Deny Jewish history. Deny literary and archaeological evidence. 
Deny history and prostitute it to ideology. 
 Add to Orwell’s newspeak: Zionism is imperialism. This lie equates 
Jews fleeing the pogroms and poverty from the Russian Pale of Settlement 
with the colonial ambitions of great empires in India, the Congo, and 
Algeria. I am not the descendant of Khazars whose elite converted to 
Judaism in the eighth century. This is yet another lie that epitomizes 
“Eretz Yisrael Denial.” The overwhelming proof from the Bible, historical 
scholarship, and archaeology is that the origin point of the Jews is the 
Land of Israel. Ben-Tekoa writes: “The re-birth of the Jewish 
commonwealth is a direct slap in the face to Islam’s plagiarized image as 
Allah’s chosen people who are destined to rule the world – versus the 
millions of Christians whose faith has survived and even been energized 
by the return of the Jews to their common bible’s promised land. Under 
Islam, by contrast, the existence of Israel is a mortal threat to the very 
existence of Islamic belief.” Ben-Tekoa’s most interesting theme is the 
role that the Algerian war to throw out the colonial French only a few 
years before the emergence of the PLO and al-Fatah played a central role 
in transforming a Muslim struggle to destroy the Jews into the rebellion of 
a Palestinian nation against Zionist occupiers. This is not about a 100-year 
political struggle between two nations. It is grounded in religion and 
history dating back 1,400 years. 

My given name includes the title of the chief deity of the ancient 
Canaanites, a name that was transformed into one of those of the God of 
Israel. The relationship between Canaanite culture and religion and that of 
ancient Israelite religion and culture is still being debated. But the point is 
moot. If the Canaanites are, indeed, the original denizens of the Land of 
Canaan – that was thousands of years ago and does not reflect today’s 
reality. My name says more about “indigenous peoples” than any 
propaganda spewed at the UN. How many more lies will the world 
embrace? This attack on the Jewish people – on the reality of the existence 
of Jeremiah and his scribe Baruch ben Neriyah – is the product of a false 
narrative that is worthy of George Orwell’s ministry of truth. 
The writer is rabbi of Congregation Anshei Sholom in West Palm Beach, 
Florida.    (Jerusalem Post Jul 15) 
 

 
Peretz is Wrong but the Blowback is Excessive    By  Haim Shine    

A lawmaker who has been appointed a government minister should 
take a vow of silence for at least 30 days before making statements about 
plans for the future. During this period, he or she should become familiar 
with the ministry, internalize the fundamental difference between a 
lawmaker and a minister, and change their conduct vis-à-vis the media 
accordingly. Lawmakers speak for themselves, and at most, represent their 
parties. A minister is responsible for a particular sector of public 
administration and must act accordingly. 
 In one of his first encounters with the media upon being appointed to 
the position, Education Minister Rafi Peretz made a grave mistake. His 
remarks on conversion therapy were superfluous and certainly insensitive, 
and it is doubtful they were based on professional opinion. I choose to 
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refrain from saying they were lacking in political intelligence. Peretz should 
have learned from the controversy that recently erupted over newly 
appointed Transportation Minister Bezalel Smotrich's remarks in favor of 
Israel being governed by Jewish law. It makes zero difference what their 
intentions were they made those remarks; senior public officials must avoid 
saying things they will be forced to clarify and apologize for later. 

And yet, the reaction to Peretz's remarks was disproportionate and took 
political considerations into account along with a just expression of the hurt 
feelings of the LGBT public. Unfortunately, in Israel in the year 2019, we 
can no longer hold a genuine and in-depth debate on any subject that 
concerns values because everything immediately becomes both political 
and personal. The well-oiled silencing machine is constantly humming. 
 In Raanana, my city of residence, a gay pride parade was recently held. 
Anyone who watched the march would have been forgiven for having the 
impression this was a demonstration organized by the Blue and White 
party. The Israeli public, a majority of which is not naïve, knows how to 
immediately recognize manipulation and disengage from the principle 
thing, even if it is of great importance. 
 That was also the case with the recent protests against police violence 
toward Ethiopian Israelis and the just social equality protests of 2011, the 
latter of which ended with a whimper when the public realized who exactly 
they were meant to serve. 
 Israeli society is a fascinating multicultural mosaic of opinions, beliefs 
and especially people from diverse backgrounds. A 70-year-old political 
society is one that is still in the making. Disputes and disagreements have 
accompanied the Jewish people since they first graced the pages of history. 
It is important to conduct a debate from a place of mutual respect, basic 
humanity, and especially in isolation from the politics of hatred and rivalry.   
(Israel Hayom Jul 15) 
 

 
The Political Resurrection of Ayelet Shaked         By Amnon Lord 
   New Right party leader Ayelet Shaked was not really interested in the 
move initiated by her partner Naftali Bennett in the last election campaign, 
which resulted in electoral failure. It is now in her power to bring about 
what many on the Right have long been hoping for: a political alliance of 
the religious Right. 
 According to reports, Shaked on Friday issued United Right leader Rafi 
Peretz an ultimatum: Either make her party leader or she would break up 
the party. Such a move would be highly unlikely though, as it contradicts 
the expected move toward unification by the religious Right. It is also 
entirely unbelievable that Shaked, a hawkish but liberal member of the 
Right, would join forces with Otzma Yehudit's Itamar Ben-Gvir in order to 
thwart the unification of right-wing parties under Peretz. 

That is why, even if the polls show a unified bloc under Shaked capable 
of garnering more Knesset seats, it is very likely that in the end, we will see 
Shaked wind up in the No. 2 slot and Bennett in the No.4 slot in the right-
wing alliance. 
 There are many on the religious Right who do not like the fact that 
Bennett and Shaked are being welcomed back into their wings. They will 
need to work to overcome this apprehension. From Shaked's standpoint, a 
return to the No. 2 slot will serve to rescue her from political demise. It is 
hard to imagine Peretz, following the dissolution of Habayit Hayehudi in 
the previous election and the electoral failure of the New Right, rolling out 
the red carpet to hand the keys to the party over to Shaked. 
 Should Shaked accept the No.2 position in the party, this will be 
something of a political resurrection for her. She was done for, but now she 
is back again. In order to realize her political dream, she will need to switch 
over to the Likud. But since that hasn't happened, the United Right's offer is 
the best she can hope for. 
 At any rate, in what is a critical week for political alliances on both the 
Right and the Left, it seems the unification on the Right is closer to fruition. 
Despite the confusion and irresponsibility we have seen over the past few 
months, there is an understanding on the Right of the threat posed by a joint 
Blue and White and Yisrael Beytenu government with outside assistance 
from Joint Arab List head Ayman Odeh. The news of a unification will see 
soon lead other right-win factions to join the alliance. It is doubtful, 
however, a solution will be found for Zehut party leader Moshe Feiglin 
outside of moral pressure for him to drop out of the race. 
 On the Left, the impression is that news of an alliance between Israel 
Democratic Party leader Ehud Barak and billionaire and registered sex 
offender and alleged pedophile Jeffrey Epstein has created a serious 
obstacle for its unification with the Labor party. Through its speeches and 
tweets, Barak's campaign is doing damage to the Left. His incessant use of 
terms like "fascism" and 'apartheid" do not sully the Right but rather point 
to the former combat soldier's having lost his patriotic spirit. The more 
effective this campaign is, the more difficult it will make Blue and White 
leader Benny Gantz's election run. A coalition partnership with Labor under 
Amir Peretz's leadership will be an option, but Barak can no longer be a 
partner to such an alliance.   (Israel Hayom Jul 14) 
 

The Magical Misery Tour      By Abe Greenwald 
A host of progressive organizations use their ostensible Jewishness as 

cover or sanction for their campaigns against Israel. J Street, which calls 
itself “pro-Israel” and “pro-peace,” is perhaps the best known among 
them. There’s no better example of how this works than J Street’s recent 
launch of a program to compete with Birthright Israel, the 20-year-old 
organization that’s provided free trips to Israel for more than 600,000 
young Jews around the world. 
 According to J Street, “the omission and erasure of Palestinian 
perspectives and narratives on these [Birthright] trips creates a political 
environment that allows home demolitions, settlement expansion, and 
other destructive policies of occupation to continue unchallenged.” 
Instead, the group says, “organized educational trips for young American 
Jews must present a robust, nuanced and honest view of the current 
realities on the ground in Israel and the Palestinian Territory.” 
 The first such J Street trip, labeled the “Let Our People Know” tour, 
just concluded. Here, according to a miserable piece by the New York 
Times’s David Halbfinger, is the “nuanced” and “honest” take that was 
offered to the 28 American college students involved: 
 In the West Bank settlement of Har Gilo, they received a harsh history 
lesson from a veteran opponent of the occupation. Then they toured an 
impoverished, water-starved Palestinian village that Israeli settlers want to 
demolish, and visited the city of Hebron, where repeated outbreaks of 
violence have turned an entire Palestinian business district into a ghost 
town. 
 Not a word, either from the “opponent of occupation” or from 
Halbfinger on the murderous Palestinian anti-Semitic violence that 
necessitates Israel’s policing of such places in to begin with. Similarly, no 
mention of the kleptocratic Palestinian leadership that’s consigned 
generations of Palestinians to certain ruin. Finally, no mention of the fact 
that the Palestinians have, again and again—and again—refused to make 
peace with Israel when it was offered. 
 Here’s some more nuance, J Street style: 
 The ride to Har Gilo, just south of Jerusalem, took the bus through an 
Israeli checkpoint. Hagit Ofran, a leader of Peace Now, addressed the 
group over a microphone and described how soldiers decided which 
motorists to stop: “To look suspicious,” she said, “you need to look Arab.” 
 You know what might go a long way toward curbing suspicions? 
Putting an end to attacks on Jews, like the one that happened last 
November—in Har Gilo—when a terrorist stabbed Aharon Heller in his 
body and face. Again, no mention by Halbfinger of that or similar attacks. 
 On and on it goes, the students were treated to tales of Israel’s razing 
homes, harassing Palestinians, and restricting their freedom of movement. 
All of it seemingly without the context of the Palestinians’ unending war 
on Jews. 
 Finally, Halbfinger relays how students on the trip were turned off by 
Israel and Zionism: “By dinnertime, two participants said they were 
reconsidering their belief in a Jewish state.”  He quotes one: “I came in 
here a very ardent Zionist . . . You never know when a Holocaust might 
happen again. Yet, coming here, I’m starting to doubt whether a two-state 
solution is possible—and whether Zionism is even worth pursuing 
anymore.” 
 This is, of course, the goal of the entire undertaking. It’s not about 
painting a nuanced picture of the conflict or moving toward peace. It’s 
about Jews showing other Jews what a terrible and misguided place Israel 
has become. Increasingly, that’s J Street’s mission. Despite its denials, the 
group has supported the boycotting of Israel on college campuses and 
targeted pro-Israel activists. Now, it’s packaging the supposed evils of the 
Jewish state for students to see up close. 
 Birthright, for the record, doesn’t ignore the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict. It just operates with an understanding that Israel is more than its 
efforts to combat terrorism. And those efforts are overwhelmingly noble. 
 The good news is that J Street has taken only 28 kids on a single trip. 
Put that against Birthright’s estimated 650,000. It will take a lot of David 
Halbfingers to make up the difference.(CommentaryMagazine.com Jul 11) 
  

 
Strength is Israel’s Only Real Path to Peace     By Matanya Harrow 

I just read an article about American Jewish progressive activist group 
IfNotNow sending members to Democratic Party rallies to ask the 
candidates about Israel. This led me to IfNotNow’s website. I started 
reading their “About Us.” I barely got through the first paragraph before I 
felt my blood pressure spiking. 
 “During the violence of ‘Operation Protective Edge’ in 2014, young 
Jews angered by the overwhelmingly hawkish response of American 
Jewish institutions came together under the banner of IfNotNow to 
demonstrate their resistance through the beauty of Jewish ritual. Moved to 
act by moral anguish and inspired by Hillel’s three questions, they 
organized Mourner’s Kaddish actions in nearly a dozen cities across the 
country and lamented the loss of both Israeli and Palestinian life. They had 
three demands: Stop the War on Gaza, End the Occupation, and Freedom 
and Dignity for All.”  



These young Americans of course have the right to express their 
opinion, but it goes to show the depth of the chasm that separates young 
Jews around the world. 
 While these young American Jews were angered by the “hawkish 
response” of the American Jewish institutions, young Israeli Jews were 
busy risking their lives to defend the Jewish state. 
 These young American Jews have clearly never felt that their lives are 
in danger simply because they are Jewish. While that is a wonderful thing 
in and of itself, if they had ever felt otherwise they might not be so quick to 
attack the only state in the world where Judaism is the norm. 
 American Jewish institutions are predominantly run by men and women 
who have been around the block a few times and are therefore more likely 
to have experienced said anti-Semitism. That may be part of the reason 
behind their support for Israel. 
 I am 100 percent behind all three of IfNotNow’s demands. 
 The problem is that these American kids are behaving exactly like 
that—kids. The older you get the more you realize that your actions have 
consequences. Often you have to put off immediate gratification in order to 
benefit in the long run. 
 I don’t just want an end to one Gaza war. I want an end to all Gaza 
wars. To achieve that, we, Israel, must defeat Hamas. 
 The second demand is an end to Israeli military occupation. Great! It is 
ridiculous that over 50 years after the liberation of Judea and Samaria, and 
more than 20 years after the Palestinian Authority was granted autonomy 
over Area A, that I still live under military occupation. 
 If the mayor of my town, Efrat, wants to do pretty much anything he 
doesn’t go to the relevant Israeli ministry, he has to get permission from the 
army. It’s ludicrous. So if IfNotNow wants an end to the occupation, I’m 
totally behind that. What I can’t get behind is the racist idea that it is okay 
to forcibly remove only Jews from their homes in order to make the area 
Judenrein. I was born and raised here. I am as indigenous as they come. 
 Their third demand is for freedom and dignity for all. 
 Amen. 
 The sad part here is that I totally understand where these American 
students are coming from. I was raised with the same values. On the other 
hand, I am also a Middle Easterner, born and raised, and as such I 
understand that most of the world doesn’t operate under the same rules as 
the United States. 
 Coincidentally, this is one of the things that makes America so 
amazing—that it manages to sustain such a free and open society in a world 
that is quite often neither free nor open. From afar it seems like many in the 
United States take that for granted now, and therefore are more than happy 
to chop away at the very foundation of their society. 
 America became what it is because it was strong. Not because of 
Hollywood, not because of baseball. Because of strength. The era of Pax 
Americana has been one of the most peaceful in the history of the world. 
 If Israel is ever to live quietly, it will be through strength. Especially 
considering the volatile neighborhood in which we live. 
 IfNotNow attempts to erode Israel’s support around the world and cast 
doubt on its legitimacy. Its does these things in the name of peace, but in 
fact it is perpetuating war. 
 It is providing a tailwind to all those seeking to undermine and destroy 
Israel. The knowledge that any Israeli response will generate massive 
negative press, advancing its cause, motivates Hamas to fire rockets at 
Israel. Hamas knows its rockets won’t topple Israel. It’s playing a different 
game, and in their naiveté groups like IfNotNow play right along. 
 The support of the “hawkish” Jewish institutions promotes peace by 
strengthening Israel. IfNotNow was “moved to act from moral anguish” at 
watching Israel defend itself; I wonder how they feel about prolonging war 
and indirectly aiding terrorism. 
 But the craziest thing? It’s not the members of IfNotNow, safely 
criticizing from thousands of miles away, who have to pay for their 
mistake. Instead it is me and my friends, and all those who serve in the 
Israel Defense Forces, that have to pay for their meddling. Us, and also the 
Palestinian people, who suffer under the yoke of corrupt leadership propped 
up by these Western groups. 
 And now you all know why my blood pressure spiked.   (JNS Jul 16) 
 

 
A Case Study in Why Israel’s Democracy is Alive and Well 
By Evelyn Gordon 

On June 24, Haaretz columnist Amira Hass compared the case of 
Mahmoud Qatusa to the infamous Leo Frank case in Atlanta. The 
comparison was suggested by Qatusa’s lawyer, but Hass enthusiastically 
seconded it. 
 One day later, the dramatic denouement of Qatusa’s case proved them 
both wrong. And the story convincingly refutes claims that Israel has 
become increasingly racist and “anti-democratic” because it shows that the 
sine qua non of a flourishing democracy is alive and well—not the absence 
of problems, but the existence of self-correcting mechanisms to resolve 
those problems.  

To understand why, a recap of both cases is needed. Frank, a Jew, was 

convicted in 1913 of murdering a 13-year-old Christian employed at the 
Atlanta factory where he was superintendent. Rumors said the girl was 
also raped. During the trial, crowds outside the courthouse shouted “Hang 
the Jew”; he was duly sentenced to death. Multiple appeals were rejected. 
But Georgia’s governor, disturbed by flaws in the case and the anti-
Semitic incitement, commuted the sentence to life imprisonment. Two 
years later, vigilantes broke into Frank’s prison and murdered him. 
 Qatusa, a resident of the West Bank village of Deir Qaddis, was 
arrested on May 1 and held without bail on suspicion of raping a 7-year-
old girl from the nearby Jewish settlement of Modi’in Ilit, where he was a 
janitor at the girl’s school. After his indictment hit the headlines on June 
17, social media erupted with anti-Arab incitement, including from several 
politicians who accused him—with zero evidence—of intending the rape 
as a terror attack. 
 But then, Israeli democracy’s self-correcting mechanisms kicked in. 
Senior officials from Israel’s independent police and prosecution, who 
weren’t previously involved in the case, reviewed it and discovered 
numerous problems. The country’s free press investigated and reported 
additional problems. On June 25, after top law-enforcement officials 
concluded the evidence was insufficient, charges were dropped, and 
Qatusa was freed. 
 Additionally, while anti-Arab racism undoubtedly exists in Israel, it 
doesn’t seem to have been a factor in Qatusa’s case. Even the senior legal 
officials who withdrew the charges remain convinced that a rape occurred 
and that some evidence points to him, just not enough for criminal 
conviction. Moreover, he was just one of several Palestinians employed at 
the girl’s school; many others worked elsewhere in the settlement. 
Modi’in Ilit residents regularly patronized Deir Qaddis garages and 
relations between the towns were good, as evidenced both by the Modi’in 
Ilit residents who publicly protested Qatusa’s innocence and by those who 
danced at the wedding of the Deir Qaddis mayor’s son on June 13. 
 The case did highlight one real problem: the notorious incompetence 
of the police’s West Bank division. Back in 2011, Haaretz reported that 
the division consistently failed to follow basic investigative procedures; 
consequently, “case after case—against settlers and Palestinians alike—is 
either closed without going to trial or thrown out of court.” Evidently, not 
much has improved since then. 
 But no country anywhere is devoid of problems. What distinguishes 
democracies from dictatorships is that democracies have self-correcting 
mechanisms to try to address these problems. And Qatusa’s case shows 
that despite a real problem of police incompetence, Israel’s self-correcting 
mechanisms work; consequently, Leo Frank-style travesties of justice 
don’t happen. Nor, incidentally, do lynchings. 
 This is also worth remembering with regard to another case that 
recently made headlines in Israel—the shooting of 18-year-old Solomon 
Teka on June 30 by an off-duty policeman trying to break up a fight in a 
park. In this case, racism can’t be dismissed as a factor; many Israelis 
don’t believe that the incident would have ended with Teka dead had he 
not been an Ethiopian Israeli. Moreover, police have a history of racism 
against Ethiopian Israelis: See, for instance, the brutal beating of soldier 
Damas Pakada in 2017 (in that case, the abusive cop was at least 
dismissed from the force; Pakada later became a decorated officer in the 
army’s cyber corps). 
 Once again, the case highlights real problems—not just racism, but 
police brutality. The latter affects many demographics: Ethiopian Israelis, 
Arabs, settlers, migrant workers, demonstrators both right-wing and left-
wing, etc. And it too often goes unpunished. 
 But if Teka’s shooting shows that progress in addressing these 
problems is clearly insufficient, a government report published in April 
shows that it is nevertheless occurring. Following Ethiopian-Israeli 
demonstrations against police brutality in 2015, the government appointed 
an interministerial committee to propose ways to eradicate racism against 
Ethiopian Israelis. And since 2016, the Justice Ministry has issued annual 
reports on implementation of these proposals. 
 The latest report documented insufficient but nevertheless real 
progress on the critical problem of over-policing. For instance, while 
arrests of minors overall were down 29.5 percent in 2018 compared to 
2015, arrests of Ethiopian-Israeli minors fell 50.4 percent during this 
period. Ethiopian Israelis are still arrested disproportionately, accounting 
for 5.4 percent of all minors arrested in 2018 despite constituting only 1.6 
percent of the population. But that’s down from 7.7 percent in 2015. 
 Insufficient but real progress has also been made on other issues, like 
the percentage of Ethiopian Israelis graduating high school (still low at 62 
percent, but up from 35 percent in 2008). Moreover, as former Knesset 
member Dov Lipman noted, Israelis stuck in traffic for hours due to 
Ethiopian-Israeli protests over Teka’s death largely reacted with 
understanding rather than racist outbursts, indicating that racism, though 
real, isn’t endemic. 
 No country has ever managed to eliminate racism, and Teka’s case 
shows that Israel still has a ways to go. Yet at the same time, the Justice 
Ministry report shows that democracy’s usual self-correcting 
mechanisms—demonstrations, media reports, political action, etc.—are 



having an impact. 
 Democracy can’t turn human beings into angels, and all democracies 
fall short of their highest ideals. But they remain much better than non-
democracies at creating mechanisms to counter the harm done by our worst 
impulses, and thereby, over time, to improve society as a whole. 
 Thus, the true measure of whether a democracy is functioning properly 
isn’t whether problems exist; they always will. Rather, it’s whether 
democracy’s self-correcting mechanisms are working effectively to 
mitigate those problems. And by that standard, Israel’s democracy is doing 
just fine.    (JNS Jul 17) 
 

 
Is it Possible to Support Jews, but Oppose Zionists?     By Alyza Lewin 
(The following are adapted remarks delivered at the U.S. Department of 
Justice Summit on Combating Anti-Semitism on July 15, 2019.) 

Good morning.  
 Thank you very much for inviting me to participate in this Summit. It is 
truly an honor to be included. 
 Most people today are able to recognize “traditional” or “classical” 
anti-Semitism—the anti-Semitism we associate with a swastika or the 
Nazis. It is more difficult, however, for many to identify the anti-Semitism 
that Jonathan Tobin just described—the anti-Semitism that targets Zionism 
and denies the right of Jewish self-determination. 
 I’d like to focus a bit more on that form of anti-Semitism. It is not 
uncommon to hear people say, “I’m not anti-Jewish, I’m only anti-Zionist.” 
Is that really possible? Is it possible to support Jews but oppose Zionists? 
 The answer is no. 
 Why? Because Zionism is an integral part of Jewish identity. 
 Zionism—the yearning and desire of Jews to exercise their right to self-
determination and to re-establish a Jewish homeland in the Land of Israel—
is an inherent ancestral and ethnic Jewish characteristic. Zionism as a 
political movement may have originated in the 19th century. But this 
“yearning for Zion”—the desire of Jews to return to their ancestral 
homeland—that is thousands of years old, as old as Abraham and the Bible. 
 To be a Zionist means to support this right of Jewish self-determination 
in the ancestral homeland of the Jews. If I celebrate the fact that Jews have 
returned once again to the Land of Israel, if I celebrate that the Jewish State 
of Israel exists, then I am a Zionist. Those who oppose Zionism deny Jews 
this right. Judea Pearl, the father of the late journalist Daniel Pearl, coined a 
term for this. He calls it “Zionophobia:” an irrational fear or hatred of a 
homeland for the Jewish people. 
 The International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance (IHRA) Definition 
of anti-Semitism includes as an example of anti-Semitism “Denying the 
Jewish people their right to self-determination, e.g. by claiming that the 
existence of a State of Israel is a racist endeavor.” The IHRA definition 
recognizes that “Zionophobia”—denying this fundamental core Jewish 
belief—is de facto anti-Semitism. 
 My maternal grandmother was a sixth-generation Jerusalemite. Her 
ancestors came to live in Jerusalem in the early 1800s—not because there 
was a modern State of Israel, but out of a deep sense that as Jews this was 
their home. 
 This “yearning for Zion” is the glue that kept Jews together for 
millennia. For centuries, Jews have not only prayed facing Jerusalem, but 
they have prayed to return to Jerusalem. L’Shana Haba’ah B’Yerushalayim 
(“Next Year in Jerusalem!”) is heard each year at the Passover seder and 
again at the conclusion of Yom Kippur, the Day of Atonement. Do you 
know that over half of the 613 commandments in the Pentateuch are 
connected to the Land of Israel and can only be fulfilled in the Land of 
Israel? The Jews’ connection to the land is so strong that for thousands of 
years, wherever Jews have lived, they have prayed for rain—not for where 
they reside, but for rain in the Land of Israel. 
 But Zionism, this essential component of Jewish identity, is now under 
attack. Those who deny Jews the right to self-determination, and who say 
Jews do not have a right to a Jewish state in any borders in the Land of 
Israel, their criticism of Israel is anti-Semitic even if it is cloaked in human 
rights terminology. Because if you do not believe the Jewish State of Israel 
has a right to exist, then your criticism of Israel is not intended to reform 
the policies of the Government of Israel. Rather, it is intended to destroy the 
Jewish state. 

To accurately identify anti-Semitism masquerading as anti-Zionism, we 
must learn to distinguish between the “Zionophobes”—those who oppose a 
homeland for the Jewish people and seek to destroy the Jewish state (on the 
one hand), and those who genuinely seek coexistence between Jew and 
Arab (on the other). Groups like Students for Justice in Palestine and 
Jewish Voice for Peace, who believe the Jews have no right to self-
determination, no right to a Jewish state, are not interested in dialogue or 
compromise. Their goal is elimination. 
 Make no mistake about it. What is happening today on campuses and 
beyond is part of an organized well-funded strategy to marginalize pro-
Israel Zionists and deny them a place in society. 
 When Students for Justice in Palestine, an organization supported by 
American Muslims for Palestine, held its annual conference last November 

at UCLA, they posted their “goals” for the conference on their website. 
One goal described SJP’s attitude towards Zionism. Goal # 2, titled 
“Regearing from Mythos to Action,” said: 
 “The aim of this theme is to remind us that Zionism is not an 
insurmountable force. We know that Zionism is ethnic cleansing, 
destruction, mass expulsion, apartheid and death.” 
 The “goal” went on to say that “The reason we can have hope is that 
Zionism is a human ideology and a set of laws that have been challenged 
and can be destroyed. This is a reminder that the successful challenges to 
Zionism have come from direct action.” According to SJP’s stated goal, 
Zionism “can be broken down and dismantled.” Most importantly, 
however, SJP explained that at the conference they would not just talk 
theory, but rather would also “focus on developing actionable local and 
regional campaigns with clear targets.” 
 If you are a student group that equates Zionism with “ethnic cleansing, 
destruction, mass expulsion, apartheid and death” and your group’s stated 
goal is to “destroy” and “dismantle” Zionism, and you plan to develop 
“actionable local and regional campaigns with clear targets,” then I ask 
you, who are your targets? 
 Pro-Israel Zionists. 
 And what do those campaigns look like? 
 They look like what we saw last year at New York University, when 
53 student organizations representing the entire progressive community on 
campus pledged not only to support BDS and to boycott Israel, but to also 
boycott the pro-Israel student groups on campus—meaning they said they 
would not engage with or dialogue with or co-sponsor events with the pro-
Israel students. 
 What message does that convey to a pro-Israel student at NYU? It is 
saying to that student, if you want to join our campus community, if you 
want to be a full-fledged member and demonstrate with us on climate 
change, women’s rights or LGBT rights, we’ll accept you on one 
condition—check your support for Israel at the door. Shed that part of 
your Jewish identity and you can join us. That is no different than 
demanding that a student stop observing Shabbat or stop keeping kosher in 
order to gain admission. It’s comparable to demanding that a Catholic 
student disavow the Vatican, or a Muslim student shed his/her connection 
to Mecca. Excluding an individual in this manner, on the basis of his/her 
identity, is discrimination. 
 This discriminatory conduct is spreading beyond the college campus. 
Not long ago, here in Washington, D.C. at the DC Dyke March, organizers 
of the march informed Jewish participants that they could wear religious 
paraphernalia, such a kipah or a tallit, but items that reflected support for 
Israel, such as the Jewish pride flag—a rainbow flag with a Star of David 
in the middle—were prohibited. The Dyke March leaders, who controlled 
access to a march designed to celebrate diversity and inclusion, were 
demanding that Jewish Zionists hide or shed a key component of their 
Jewish identity in order to participate. No other group was charged such a 
high price for admission. 

Our laws are designed to protect individuals from harassment and 
discrimination. The law does not protect you from an opinion you find 
offensive. In the United States, even hate speech is protected speech. 
 So if we want to be able to effectively utilize our legal tools, such as 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act, we must accurately articulate what is 
happening as harassment and discrimination. If we fail to do this, we 
won’t be able to use the tools in our toolbox. 
 If we permit administrators on university campuses and the general 
public to perceive the situation as merely a political disagreement where 
each side takes offense at the other side’s position then we disable our 
most potent weapon. 
 Ostracizing, marginalizing and excluding pro-Israel Zionists on the 
basis of their identity is not a “speech” issue. It is racist and unlawful 
conduct and must be confronted as such. 
 Students must understand that what they are experiencing is anti-
Semitism, and that the law can protect them. We have to teach students 
and parents how to utilize the law to effectively combat Zionophobia and 
anti-Semitism. We must educate our children so that they don’t ally 
themselves with groups that deny Jews the right to self-determination or 
deny Jews the right to express the Zionist part of their Jewish identity. It is 
imperative that the public understand that this denial is racist, 
discriminatory and anti-Semitic whether it comes from non-Jews or Jews. 
 During our panel conversation, I hope to share with you steps that the 
Brandeis Center is taking to address these issues and change the climate 
on campus and beyond. 
 If we want to ensure that history does not repeat itself, we must 
recognize that if you isolate and dehumanize Zionists and claim they 
represent society’s greatest evil, you are branding Jews with a virtual 
“yellow Star of David.” And then, what comes next? 

Thank you.   (JNS Jul 16) 
(The speaker is president and general counsel of the Louis D. Brandeis 
Center for Human Rights Under Law, and partner, with her father Nat 
Lewin, of Lewin & Lewin, LLP. 
 


