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Commentary… 

 
Flouting the Status Quo       By Reuven Berko 
 If there is one thing we can learn from the pathetic condemnation 
voiced by Arab lawmakers and members of the Higher Arab Monitoring 
Committee over Friday's terrorist attack near Lions' Gate in Jerusalem, it is 
that despite their stated objections to Israeli Arabs' picking up arms, they 
do, in fact, justify Palestinian terrorism against Israel. 
 As the Israel Police set up metal detectors at the entrances to the 
Temple Mount so as to prevent the smuggling of weapons into the holy site 
and thwart future murders, Israeli Arab leaders and Arab MK boisterously 
joined the demands voiced by the Grand Mufti of Jerusalem Muhammad 
Hussein and Hamas to remove these security measures and return to the 
status quo. What status quo? The one underscored by Carl Gustav rifles that 
are used to kill police officers. 
 The reactions of these elected Arab officials were not a religious outcry, 
but rather false political manipulation that supports terrorism as well as the 
Palestinian ploy to use the crisis in Al-Aqsa mosque to fuel a conflict 
between Islam and Judaism, which in turn would serve their efforts to 
eradicate Israel. Unfortunately, this also fuels the illusion the Jerusalem is 
the capital of "Palestine." 
 If, as the Palestinians claim, Al-Aqsa mosque is "in danger" from "Jews 
seeking to defile and destroy it," why do the Palestinians oppose installing 
additional security measure in and around the mosque? After all, everyone 
knows that had the terrorist attack at the Temple Mount not been thwarted, 
the ensuing escalation would have resulted in many casualties and untold 
damage to the mosque. 
 Still, just as the Palestinian leadership and the grand mufti are 
indifferent to damage caused to other mosques across the Middle East, they 
are also apathetic to the potential damage to Al-Aqsa mosque. They are 
perfectly content to let the holy site remain the scene of terrorist attack even 
it is damaged and preferably so. 
 This is why the opposition voiced by Joint Arab List lawmakers to 
setting up metal detectors on the site is a practical expression of their 
support for terrorism and their aspiration to channel the Arab-Muslim chaos 
plaguing the region against Israel. 
 For years, Al-Aqsa has been used to store weapons stones, knives, iron 
bars and Molotov cocktails, which rioters throw from its compound at 
worshippers at the Western Wall either on Jewish holidays or whenever the 
Palestinians believe an interreligious clash serves their interests. 
 Fortunately for the holy sites in Jerusalem, it was another electronic 
system -- the Iron Dome defense system -- that prevented Hamas rockets 
fired at the area during Operation Protective Edge in 2014 from hitting 
them. 
 Senior Israeli Arab leaders never denounced Hamas' criminal attempt, 
just as they fail to condemn the destruction of mosques and churches 
elsewhere in the Middle East. Incredibly, against this bleak reality it is the 
Al-Aqsa Mosque in Jerusalem -- under Israeli sovereignty -- that is the 
safest and most secure shrine in the Middle East. 
 There is no degradation in going through a metal detector. Truth be 
told, even the holy sites in Mecca and Medina use metal detectors, as does 
the Western Wall and airports in Israel and abroad. Israeli Arabs, like 
everyone else, are required to go through metal detectors when arriving at 
National Insurance Institute offices to collect benefits, and no one decries 
the humiliation. 
 The false propaganda by the Palestinians and Israeli Arab leadership 
incites violence and bloodshed in al-Aqsa mosque, despite the Prophet 
Muhammad's own decree that "one drop of the faithful's blood is more 
important than the Kaaba," the sacred mosque in Mecca. What's right for 
the Kaaba surely applies to Al-Aqsa mosque. The fact that the Palestinians 
prevent prayer in Al-Aqsa over the metal detectors, whose sole purpose is 
to boost the site's security, is a form of heresy. 
 By using Islam to dig in their heels in the service of Palestinian politics, 
Palestinian leaders, like other Islamists, deny the fact that the Quran itself 

states that Jerusalem is 
for the Jews -- it says 
nothing of Palestine or 
the Palestinians. They further ignore 
Islamic historiography, according to 
which the Caliph Umar ibn al-Khattab 
and his converted adviser Kaab al-
Ahbar acknowledged the sanctity of 
the Temple Mount as a Jewish site. 
 On Monday, Jewish visits to the 

mount were barred after several visitors violated the status quo. This is 
proof that the steps taken there, including the metal detectors, are driven 
solely by security considerations. Still, it is possible that given the 
overcrowded entrances, Israel and Jordan would compromise on allowing 
most worshippers to enter the site as they have so far, and only suspect 
individuals would be made to go through metal detectors.    
(Israel Hayom Jul 20) 
 

 
Keep the Metal Detectors         By Dror Eydar 
 The very public disagreement between the Shin Bet security agency 
and the Israel Police over the continued presence of metal detectors on the 
Temple Mount is sending an unhealthy message of apprehension to our 
enemies. Once the detectors were installed at the entrance to the site, the 
only way to reverse the decision is in shame. Arabs will interpret Israel's 
about-face as weakness, and it will bolster their view that Jews only 
understand force. 
 This is the position of the police as well, and it is gaining increasing 
support considering the fact that policemen will be the first to bear the 
burden if riots erupt in Jerusalem. Sovereignty comes at a cost. According 
to reports from Israel Hayom's diplomatic correspondent, Shlomo Cesana, 
this also appears to be the position of Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu. 
 Israel is supposed to be the sovereign power on the Temple Mount. 
This sovereignty has been eroded to an absurd degree, as it is the only 
place that a Jewish child cannot utter a Jewish prayer without being 
expelled. We have been walking on eggshells for 50 years now, straining 
not to awaken sleeping monsters. The Arabs in this land interpret the Jews' 
desire to pray at the Temple Mount as stemming from the same Zionist 
root that first led Jews to return to their homeland. Even secular Jews 
understand that the disgraceful objection to Jewish prayer at the holy site 
reflects the Muslims' objection to our return to Zion. 
 "Jews, remember Khaybar. The army of Muhammad is returning" was 
chanted across the land of Israel on Wednesday. Khaybar was a Jewish 
tribe in the Arabian Peninsula during the time of Muhammad. The Jews 
had struck a defense pact with the Quraysh tribe, which had rejected 
Muhammad's new faith. This pact was annulled, however, after 
Muhammad signed an armistice agreement with the Quraysh tribe. 
Muhammad subsequently proceeded to launch his military campaign to 
expel the Jews from the Arabian Peninsula. In the early morning, 
Muhammad's soldiers attacked the Jewish farmers as they tended to their 
fields. The Jews carried hoes and baskets -- the Muslims swords. 
 The conditions of surrender forced upon the Jews -- transferring 
ownership of their land to the Muslims and giving them one-half of their 
produce -- set a precedent in Islamic law. It established the status of 
dhimmi, dependent peoples subjugated to Muslim rule. 
 Historian Martin Gilbert writes that Khaybar symbolizes the onset of 
centuries-long systematic persecution, "to humiliate and debase [the 
dhimmi], so that Islam and the nation of Islam ascend, and the race of 
infidels will be thoroughly disgraced," in the words of Egyptian caliph al-
Amir in the early 12th century. Apartheid, if you will. This is the history 
the inciters seek to invoke, and it explains their objections to any change 
on the Temple Mount. Even if the metal detectors are supposed to protect 
them, too, their opposition to Jewish sovereignty spans the land in its 
entirety. 
 Alas, the Arabs are again vowing a day of rage and riots, along with a 
host of other threats they have perfected over the last 100 years. And 
although these threats may frighten some among us, we must not be 
deterred. The ones making the threats should be afraid. We are in the 
three-week period of mourning the destruction of the first and second 
Jewish Temples. The memory of Jerusalem's destruction and the prayer 
for its resurrection preserved our hope of returning to Zion for thousands 
of years. There were times that our enemies could slaughter us freely. 
Those days are gone, thank God. Israeli policemen and soldiers are not 
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carrying hoes. Those who want to rage will reap the whirlwind.    
(Israel Hayom Jul 20) 
  

 
Malarkey Detectors and the Temple Mount      By Michael Freund    

Since the beginning of the week, Palestinian officials have been seeking 
to stir up violence and controversy, hurling invective at Israel over the 
decision to install metal detectors at the entrance to the Temple Mount. 
 The Fatah Central Committee called for “a day of rage,” Arab residents 
of the Old City have denounced the measure as an “act of war” and 
Palestinian Prime Minister Rami Hamdallah labeled the move “gross 
aggression” and “dangerous.” 

Don’t let the overblown rhetoric fool you. The real menace to peace is 
not tighter security at the holy site, but rather looser lips among the 
Palestinian leadership. 
 Indeed, alongside those electronic instruments designed to screen for 
weapons, it appears that malarkey detectors need to be installed to screen 
for the balderdash being spread by Israel’s foes. 

To begin with, it is worth recalling that the move comes in the wake of 
last Friday’s lethal terrorist attack, in which Palestinian gunmen using 
weapons that had been stored on the Temple Mount murdered two Israeli 
policemen. 
 In other words, the very place that Palestinian spokesmen insist is so 
sacred to their faith is being used to hide firearms and who knows what 
else. 
 Clearly, the free hand that has been given to the Muslim Wakf to 
control affairs on the Mount has been exploited to turn the site into a 
storage facility and staging ground for violence against Israel. 
 Such incidents pose a threat not only to the safety of the security forces 
tasked with protecting the area, but also to all who visit it. 
 Hence, for Palestinian leaders to oppose the move is absurd, as the 
detectors will protect all who enter, without discrimination. This is 
collective protection, not collective punishment. 
 It was for this very same reason that in 2011, Saudi officials announced 
that they would be installing explosives detectors at the entrance to the 
Grand Mosque in Mecca, the holiest site in the world for Muslims. 
 Lt.-Col. Fawaz Sahafi, who was in charge of the mosque’s security at 
the time, told a Saudi newspaper that “sophisticated metal and explosive 
detectors” were being placed at the gates of the mosque, which is visited by 
millions each year. 
 If metal detectors can be used to protect mosques in Mecca, why should 
Palestinians object to them in Jerusalem? Moreover, as anyone who has 
ever been to an airport or public entertainment venue can attest, metal 
detectors are an ubiquitous part of life. 
 You can’t board an airplane, attend a New York Mets game at Citi 
Field or a Real Madrid soccer match at Bernabeu stadium, or take your kids 
to Disneyland without passing through one, for reasons that are as obvious 
as they are justified. 
 For well over a decade, there have been metal detectors at the Cave of 
the Patriarchs in Hebron, which both Jewish and Muslim worshipers must 
pass through, as well as at other popular religious and tourist sites 
throughout the country. 
 And yet, the Palestinians would have us believe that at a sensitive 
location such as the Temple Mount, which has been a flashpoint for years 
and the scene of periodic Palestinian rioting and stone-throwing, the 
addition of metal detectors is somehow a contentious act? Ironically, it is 
the overheated bluster of Palestinian officials that directly contributes to the 
need for added security measures. By feigning anger and trying to incite 
acts of violence and terrorism through their incendiary bombast, the 
Palestinian leadership is leaving Israel with no choice but to take steps to 
ensure that calm prevails at the Temple Mount. 
 In light of their behavior, it is time for Israel to reconsider its policy of 
granting wide autonomy to the Muslim Wakf and Palestinian officials in 
running affairs on the Temple Mount. Simply put, this placating approach 
has failed to keep the site safe and has played into the hands of Islamic 
extremists. 
 By curtailing the rights of Jewish visitors and worshipers at the Temple 
Mount, and empowering the Palestinians to think of themselves as the ones 
in charge, Israel has projected weakness and vacillation in the face of 
obstructionism and mischief. 
 Rather than yielding every time Palestinian leaders raise their voices 
and shout, Israel would do well to stand firm and reassert control over the 
site. 
 After all, the Wakf has repeatedly demonstrated in word and deed that 
it cannot be trusted with the supervision of the Temple Mount. 
 Installing metal detectors may restore some quiet in the short term, but 
as long as the Jewish state neglects its responsibility towards the Jewish 
People’s holiest site and allows hostile elements to control it, the greater the 
chance that a major conflagration will almost certainly erupt.   (Jerusalem 
Post Jul 19) 

The Real Battle for the Mount          By Dror Eydar 
 It's not the metal detectors, the security cameras, or any of the other 
minor issues that are attracting the attention of the media that are the real 
story. The question in the balance is about the Jews' sovereignty over their 
own country, especially in Jerusalem and on the Temple Mount, which has 
led to the "truths of faith," as Islam sees them today. Therefore, we must 
not cave in to the propaganda and manipulations of the Waqf and Muslim 
public officials. There is no need to fear their thunder. It's how they've 
always behaved. 
 As we returned to our land these past few generations, it was clear to 
us that we would not be satisfied with Petach Tikva, the Jezreel Valley or 
Tel Aviv. "An eye gazes toward Zion," and in Zion the Muslims built a 
house of worship on the place for which we longed. The Arabs talk about 
the "occupation" of east Jerusalem. They're right -- the occupation began 
in the year 638 C.E., when Umar ibn al-Khattab entered Jerusalem as a 
foreign conqueror who brought Islam to the region. In 691, Abd al-Malik 
ibn Marwan, the fifth Umayyad caliph, built the Dome of the Rock on the 
site of Solomon's Temple, a palpable demonstration of the Islamic belief 
that it is Judaism's legitimate heir. Later Muslim tradition holds that even 
the Prophet Muhammad could not ascend to heaven until he passed 
through Jerusalem, where our Temple was located. 
 Islamic religious texts quote a Jewish convert to Islam named Ka'ab 
al-Ahbar, a friend of Muhammad, who said: "It is written in one of the 
holy books: Irusalayyim [Jerusalem], which is Al-Maqdis [the Temple], 
and the rock known as 'the shrine' -- I will send you my servant, Abd al-
Malik, who will build you and adorn you, and I will restore Beit al-Maqdis 
[the Temple] to its original glory, and crown it with gold, with silver, and 
pearls; I shall send you My prophet and create My throne on the rock, 
because I am Allah, the sovereign, and David is the king of the children of 
Israel." 
 This disturbed many Muslims (Caliph Al-Malik is compared to King 
David!), but is a small indication of Islam's attitude toward Jews as the 
source of its own legitimacy. Some sections of the Quran acknowledge the 
rights of Jews to their own country and their right to return to it one day! 
Sura 17:104 reads: "And We said after Pharaoh to the Children of Israel, 
'Dwell in the land, and when there comes the promise of the Hereafter, We 
will bring you forth in [one] gathering.'" 
 Hundreds of years have passed, and the Jews did indeed return to their 
land, but the Muslims deny their own prophecies and see the rebirth of the 
Jewish people and the rise of our faith as a challenge to the imaginary 
dominance of their religion. 
 The Arabs of land of Israel (both Palestinians and Israeli Arabs) are 
Islam's spearhead in its war against the Jews' return to Zion. Their decision 
to focus their efforts on Jerusalem and the Temple Mount was not a 
random one. Opposing any change on the mount is their way of making 
gains, thanks to the weakness of Israeli governments throughout the years 
and the secular Israeli elite's great fear of the "apocalyptic strike" and our 
people's belief and the religious ideas being restored to the center of the 
cultural and political discourse. (The silly debate about "religification" is 
an echo of this deep-seated fear, which should not be discounted.) The 
Temple Mount is the foremost symbol of this trend. Israel insisting on its 
political sovereignty over the mount is vital to it being able to insist on our 
rights to the entire land of Israel.    (Israel Hayom Jul 18) 
 

 
Abbas Can't Evade Responsibility        By Jonathan S. Tobin 
 Those hoping to revive the peace process breathed a sigh of relief 
when Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas joined Jordan's 
King Abdullah in condemning last Friday's Temple Mount terror attack. 
 Abbas has often failed to condemn terrorist acts carried out by 
Palestinians. But this time, Abbas denounced the murder of two members 
of Israel's police force (who happened to be Druze) by three Israeli Arabs 
at the holy site in a phone conversation with Prime Minister Netanyahu. 
 Abbas will get credit for saying the right thing in this instance. But he 
cannot evade responsibility for what happened and what may follow as the 
Muslim Waqf, which administers the Temple Mount, tries to further 
foment Palestinian unrest by protesting Israeli security measures there. If, 
as reports indicate, residents of Umm al-Fahm -- the Israeli Arab city 
where the three terrorists lived -- believe the attack was motivated by a 
fear that "Al-Aqsa is in danger," then what happened cannot be put down 
as solely the fault of extremists or even the influence of Hamas. No one 
has done more to promote the lie that Israel is seeking to destroy the 
Temple Mount mosques than the PA leader. 
 Abbas' statement about the attack may be a result of American 
pressure to stop paying pensions to terrorists and their families. Abbas and 
his Fatah party are also aware that sensitivities surrounding the Temple 
Mount are such that anything that happens there can easily spiral out of 
control in way that can cause him as much trouble as it does the Israelis. 
 Abbas is skilled at playing a double game in which he poses as the 
defender of Islam against settlers while also posing as Israel's reliable 



security partner. Like all good scams, there is a measure of truth in his 
attempt to sell himself to both the Israeli public and the West as someone 
eager to combat terror. The various forces under his command do cooperate 
extensively with the Israeli security services. But that cooperation is largely 
aimed at countering the influence of Hamas in the West Bank. It is also a 
two-way street in which the Israelis help keep Abbas alive despite the 
threats to his life from his Islamist foes and other potential assassins. 
 Abbas' apologists are right that the PA helped quell the "stabbing 
intifada" in recent years. But it is also true that it was the PA leader was the 
one person who did the most to popularize the canards about Israeli threats 
to the Temple Mount mosques that incited the violence that he wishes to be 
given credit for stopping. It was Abbas who told his people that "stinking 
Jewish feet" should not be allowed to profane the holy places of Jerusalem. 
And it is the official print and broadcast media in the PA that keeps this 
issue alive in the minds of Arabs on both sides of the Green Line. 
 But the problem here is that once unleashed, this sort of propaganda 
can't be controlled. Having planted the idea in Arab minds that Israel's 
behavior -- either actual or theoretical -- with regard to the Temple Mount 
is a profound offense to Muslims, it isn't possible to conjure outrage up 
when it suits his political needs and then to calm it when it no longer serves 
his purpose. 
 The reasons for Abbas' "stinking Jewish feet" remark were not rooted in 
any actual threat. Even if one disagrees with the small minority of Israelis 
who believe Jewish prayer should be allowed in some form on the Temple 
Mount, that would not constitute any actual peril for the mosques or 
infringe on the rights of Muslims. Indeed, the current practice in which 
Jews are prohibited from praying there and Jewish tourists to the place are 
routinely harassed by both Muslim guards and individuals is the one blot on 
Israel's record of guaranteeing free access for all faiths to religious shrines 
in Jerusalem. 
 Abbas' motive for speaking about a threat to Al-Aqsa was entirely 
cynical. Doing so allowed him to compete with Hamas for popular support. 
It was, in fact, straight out of the playbook first put into use by one of his 
predecessors as leader of the Palestinian Arabs: Haj Amin el-Husseini, the 
Hitler ally who used this same lie to incite the 1929 pogroms in Jerusalem 
and Hebron. 
 Far from placing Abbas in the clear, this most recent example of 
Palestinian terrorism shows exactly why Israel's focus on forcing the PA to 
cease incitement is a core issue rather than a distraction from efforts to 
promote peace. It isn't enough for Abbas to condemn some terror attacks 
while staying silent about others and paying those who perpetrate them. As 
long as the PA actively seeks to spread the "Al-Aqsa is in danger" story 
rather than condemn it as a dangerous lie, no one should take Abbas' 
peacemaker pose seriously.    (Israel Hayom July 19) 
 

 
Every American Should Support the Taylor Force Act    
By Danny Ayalon    

Over the past several weeks, there has been an extensive debate both in 
America and in Israel regarding the Taylor Force Act. 
 This congressional legislation, introduced and co-authored by Sen. Roy 
Blunt and Sen. Lindsey Graham, states that so long as the Palestinian 
Authority continues to pay salaries to terrorists, US foreign assistance to the 
PA will be frozen. The bill comes in response to the perverse fact that 
Palestinian terrorists who murder Jews are paid millions of dollars each 
year by the Palestinian Authority. 

Having served for four and a half years as Israel’s ambassador to the 
United States, I am very much aware that it’s unusual for Israeli officials to 
comment on pending US legislation. However, in light of the PA’s 
outrageous “pay-for-slay” law and the increase in Palestinian terror attacks, 
I believe it is necessary not only to comment on the Taylor Force Act, but 
to support it in every way by all means possible. 
 There are political, legal and moral implications for passing this bill. 
  The Taylor Force Act is bipartisan and covers an issue that unites 
members of both parties in Congress. 
 While its authors are both Republicans, Democratic Sen. Joe Manchin 
signed on as an official co-sponsor. 
 Vocal support has also come from other Senate Democrats including 
Ben Cardin, Bob Menendez and Minority Leader Chuck Schumer, who 
recently said: “If [President Donald Trump] is unable to get Palestinians to 
cease these payments, Congress is going to act.” 
 The wide support across the aisle for this bill disproves all false 
accusations from the Left that it is partisan legislation. Others claim that the 
political outcome would be the collapse of the PA, which would leave 
Israel in charge of several million Palestinians and create chaos. This notion 
couldn’t be more wrong. 
 Much of the money provided to the PA as foreign assistance is being 
used for funding terrorism rather than nation-building and welfare systems. 
The legislation clearly states that the assistance would continue for the 
Palestinian security forces so that they could maintain cooperation with the 

Israeli security agencies to ensure stability for the PA and security for 
Israel. 
 It is illegal in the United States – a criminal act – to fund terrorist 
activities. Money given to the PA while it funds terrorist activities makes 
the US an accomplice. 
 The perception that US tax dollars are used for humanitarian aid is 
wrong, as the assistance is fungible and diverted to terrorism. This opens 
the potential for lawsuits against the US by victims and their families. 
 The Taylor Force Act is in accordance with US law and would ensure 
that taxpayer dollars are used appropriately and responsibly. 
 Supporting terrorism, even indirectly, undermines the moral authority 
of the US as the leader of the free world in its fight against terrorism. It 
weakens US demands on nations such as Iran, Qatar and Syria that they 
cease supporting terror. The PA’s “pay-for-slay” law, which has caused 
the murder of many American citizens, among them Ezra Schwartz, 
Naftali Fraenkel, Richard Lakin and Taylor Force, is the antithesis of the 
values of a nation that is built on democratic principles and a belief in the 
sanctity of life. 
 Just as the US wouldn’t aid a government that pays salaries to ISIS, al-
Qaida or the Taliban, it shouldn’t aid a government that pays terrorists to 
kill innocent people. In his speech this week to the Christians United for 
Israel summit, Ambassador to Washington Ron Dermer clearly stated the 
Israeli government’s support for the Taylor Force Act. The White House 
also stands behind it. 
 Now is the time for all Americans to unite and fight for the passage of 
this legislation. It is long overdue. 
The writer is founder of The Truth About Israel, a non-profit organization 
defending Israel in the social media. 
 

 
A Politically Incorrect Diagnosis          By Yoram Ettinger 
 Political correctness suggests that the resolution of the Palestinian 
issue is predicated on a dramatic Israeli land concession and the 
establishment of a Palestinian state: the two-state solution. 
 Moreover, political correctness has subordinated Middle East reality 
and long-term national security to the achievement of the holy grail of 
peaceful coexistence between Jews and Arabs west of the Jordan River. In 
the process, the "holy grailers" have oversimplified the highly complex, 
unpredictable, violent, intolerant, fragmented Middle East. This is the 
same school of thought that misperceived the Arab tsunami, in 2011, as an 
Arab Spring, a youth revolution and a transition toward democracy.  
 Political correctness has preferred talk and assessment-based "hope" 
over centuries-old, well-documented realism.  
 While political correctness has failed to advance peaceful coexistence, 
it has forced the Arabs to outflank Western pressure on Israel from the 
maximalist side, radicalizing their demands, and further intensifying the 
obstacles to peace. 
 Political correctness resembles a surgeon who focuses on the spot of 
the surgery while ignoring the medical history of the entire body and its 
bearing upon the surgery.  
 For instance, the sustained Arab war against the Jewish state has taken 
place in the Middle East, which has featured a systematic, regional state of 
war, terrorism, subversion, provisional one-bullet regimes, tenuous 
agreements, limited cease-fires and the lack of civil liberties since the 
seventh-century appearance of Islam. These have been almost entirely 
intra-Islamic, intra-Arab wars, reflecting the (so far) unbridgeable ethnic, 
tribal, cultural, religious, historical, ideological battles that have 
dominated the region, totally unrelated to Israel.  
 The Arab-Israeli conflict and the Palestinian issue are not "the Middle 
East conflict" or the top priorities for Arab policymakers.  
 Contrary to political correctness, the Palestinian issue has never been 
the crux of the Arab-Israeli conflict, a crown jewel of Arab policymakers, 
nor a core cause of regional turbulence. 
 Political correctness has assumed that everyone wishes for peace, 
prosperity and civil liberties, ignoring the fact that the dictatorial Arab 
regimes have systematically denied their people such prospects. While 
most Arabs may hope for regional peace, and are not preoccupied with 
Israel, the concept of majority rule has never asserted itself as a Middle 
Eastern political reality. 
 Political correctness has considered Islam to be another religion of 
peace, overlooking its fundamental tenets. For example, the constant battle 
between the "abode of Islam" and the eventual subservience of the "abode 
of the infidel"; the determination to spread Islam, preferably peacefully, 
but via war if necessary; the duty to dedicate one's life to jihad on behalf 
of Islam; and the option to conclude provisional agreements -- and to 
employ double-speak (taqiyya), when negotiating -- with the infidel. 
 Arab attitudes toward Israel derive from the 14-century-old Islamic 
intolerance of Christian, Jewish, Buddhist and other "infidels," who claim 
sovereignty in "the abode of Islam." The key issue has never been the size, 
but the existence of the "infidel" Jewish state on land that is supposedly 



divinely ordained to be ruled by Islamic believers.  
 Political correctness has ignored or downplayed a chief obstacle to 
peace: the Palestinian track record from the wave of terrorism of the 1920s; 
their alliance with Nazi Germany, the Soviet Bloc, Iran's ayatollahs, 
Saddam Hussein, North Korea and Venezuela; their training of international 
terrorists in Lebanon, Sudan and Yemen, and their current hate-education, 
incitement and terrorism. Such a track record attests to the anti-U.S. impact 
of the proposed Palestinian state. 
 Would it be reasonable to assume that Israel's withdrawal from the 
mountain ridges of Judea and Samaria (which would drastically erode its 
posture of deterrence, unlike Israel's substantial land concession to Egypt -- 
the Sinai Peninsula) would cause the Arabs to grant to "the infidel Jewish 
state" peaceful-coexistence, which they have denied fellow "believers" 
since the seventh century?!  
 Would it be reasonable to assume that the Arab Middle East, which has 
been merciless towards weak, vulnerable fellow-Arabs, would display 
compassion towards a highly vulnerable "infidel" Jewish state, if it is 
reduced to a 9-to-15-mile wide sliver along the Mediterranean, over-
towered by a mountainous Palestinian state?!  
 The unfathomed gap between Middle East reality and the two-state-
solution was demonstrated in 1993 when Israeli Foreign Minister Shimon 
Peres promoted the two-state-solution and his vision of peace in "The New 
Middle East." Attempting to rationalize Israel's dramatic concession of its 
most strategic mountain ridge to the PLO, Peres asserted: "[PLO Chairman 
Yasser] Arafat is a national symbol, a legend in his own time [p. 17]. ... The 
international political setting is no longer conducive to war [p. 80]. ... We 
must focus on this new Middle East reality ... wars that will never be fought 
again [p. 85]. ... We must strive for fewer weapons and more faith. ... You 
could almost hear the heavy tread of boots leaving the stage after a hundred 
years of hostility. You could have listened to the gentle tiptoeing of new 
steps making a debut in the awaiting world of peace [p. 196]."  
 In 1994, the Nobel Peace Prize was awarded jointly to Arafat, Peres and 
Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin "for their efforts to create peace in the 
Middle East." The Nobel Foundation and the political, academic and media 
establishments chose to ignore Arafat's track record, highlighted by his 
1959 and 1964 founding of Fatah and the PLO terror organizations, calling 
for "the liberation of Palestine" eight years and three years before the 1967 
war, respectively.  
 In other words, the Palestinian focus has been the delegitimization and 
destruction of pre-1967 Israel, as underlined in the Palestinian Authority 
school curriculum, Friday sermons in Palestinian mosques and Palestinian 
media. 
 The "two-state solution" gospel is a miniaturized replica of the 1938 
Anglo-German "peace-for-our-time" initiative of British Prime Minister 
Neville Chamberlain, who sacrificed national security clarity on the altar of 
an elusive peace. He appeased a rogue regime, yielded the most strategic 
Czechoslovakian land to Germany, reflected feebleness and whetted Hitler's 
appetite; thus producing a robust tailwind for World War II. 
 Will policymakers avoid -- or repeat -- severe blunders? 
(Israel Hayom Jul 17) 
 

 
What the Labor Party Primary Says about Israel’s Consensus 
By Evelyn Gordon   

Following Monday’s leadership primary for Israel’s main moderate-left 
party, much has been written about the outcome and its implications for the 
party. What I found far more interesting, however, was the campaign itself 
and what it said about the Israeli consensus. Since the primary electorate 
consisted solely of Labor Party members, one would have expected the 
candidates to veer left (and then move back to center in the general 
election). Instead, both candidates publicly disavowed several ideas popular 
among left-wing journalists and activists, indicating that those ideas are 
toxic even on the moderate left. 
 Ostensibly, winner Avi Gabbay and runner-up Amir Peretz couldn’t be 
more different. Peretz is a veteran hard-left activist, an early leader of the 
Peace Now movement, who was advocating Palestinian statehood back 
when most Israelis still considered the idea anathema. Gabbay is a moderate 
who once supported Benjamin Netanyahu’s center-right Likud party and, 
more recently, co-founded the centrist Kulanu party. Yet they sounded 
almost indistinguishable when answering five questions posed by Haaretz 
(in Hebrew) before Monday’s run-off (an abbreviated English version is 
here). 

Asked about the idea of unilaterally withdrawing from parts of the West 
Bank, for instance, both men rejected it. “I don’t believe in unilateral 
withdrawal,” Gabbay said bluntly. Peretz was wordier, but still quite clear. 
“We won’t continue to settle the territories, but at the same time, we 
mustn’t forget the lessons of the unilateral withdrawals from Lebanon and 
Gaza (and also from other conflict areas around the world),” he said. 
 What makes this surprising is that several Labor-affiliated former 
senior-defense-officials-turned-activists have been pushing unilateral 

withdrawal. Among them are former Military Intelligence chief Amos 
Yadlin, the man slated to be Labor’s defense minister had it won the last 
election, and former Shin Bet security service chief Ami Ayalon, a one-
time Labor Knesset member. Thus one might expect the idea to appeal to 
rank-and-file members. 
 But Peretz and Gabbay thought otherwise. Israel’s unilateral pullout 
from Gaza in 2005 resulted in three wars and 16,000 rockets on Israel 
(compared to zero from the Israeli-controlled West Bank), while its 
unilateral withdrawal from Lebanon in 2000 enabled Hezbollah to grow 
from a terrorist nuisance into a major strategic threat. That terrorist 
organization’s arsenal of 150,000 rockets is larger than that of most 
national armies. The candidates evidently concluded that even left-of-
center Israelis no longer believe the activist “experts” who persist in 
denying that unilateral withdrawal endangers Israel’s security. 
 Moreover, both candidates promised to freeze settlement construction, 
but only outside the major settlement blocs. This is a sharp rejection of the 
line the Obama Administration spent eight years peddling—that 
construction anywhere beyond the 1949 armistice lines, even in areas 
everyone knows will remain Israeli under any agreement, is an obstacle to 
peace. It turns out even left-of-center Israelis consider it ludicrous for 
Israel to stop building in the settlement blocs and large Jewish 
neighborhoods of east Jerusalem. They simply don’t buy the idea that 
construction in these areas, which will clearly remain Israeli, is a 
legitimate excuse for the Palestinians’ ongoing refusal to negotiate. 
 No less noteworthy was one glaring omission. Though both candidates 
promised immediate final-status negotiations with the Palestinians and 
deemed a peace deal essential, their only stated reason for this position 
was to keep Israel from becoming a binational state. Neither so much as 
mentioned the fear that Israel could face growing international isolation if 
it didn’t resolve the conflict. That claim has been a staple of left-wing 
advocacy for years. It was most famously expressed by former Labor 
chairman (and former prime minister) Ehud Barak who, in 2011, warned 
that Israel would face a “diplomatic tsunami” if the conflict continued. 
 This argument has been getting harder and harder to make in recent 
years, as Israel’s diplomatic reach has steadily expanded. But it would 
have sounded particularly fatuous coming just days after Indian Prime 
Minister Narendra Modi’s historic visit to Israel, which caused many who 
had previously parroted Barak’s warning to throw in the towel. Typical 
headlines from center-left commentators included “Where’s the 
diplomatic isolation?” and “Modi visit shows Israel can improve foreign 
ties even without a peace process.” Judging by the fact that neither Peretz 
nor Gabbay mentioned this argument, they evidently think even Labor 
Party members will no longer buy it. 
 As an aside, it’s far from clear that diplomatic ties would continue 
expanding under a Labor government, because center-left governments 
typically view the Palestinian issue as their top priority, and therefore 
devote much less time and energy to expanding ties with the rest of the 
world. In contrast, since Netanyahu’s government believes a Palestinian 
deal is currently unobtainable, it has invested enormous effort in 
expanding Israel’s other diplomatic relationships. And that effort matters. 
 As Kenya’s UN ambassador said last week, it’s only recently that “the 
lights have gone on” in Israel and it has started engaging. Previously, he 
spent years asking Israeli officials, “Why are you not engaged? Where is 
Israel?” But the possibility that Labor might choose to focus on the 
Palestinians instead doesn’t change the fact that Israel clearly can expand 
its diplomacy even without a peace process. 
 Finally, Peretz and Gabbay both rejected the increasingly popular 
argument among left-wing activists that fully integrating Israeli Arabs 
requires inviting elected Arab parties into the governing coalition, no 
matter how extreme those parties are. They include one parliamentarian 
doing jail time for smuggling cell phones to imprisoned terrorists,  another 
who calls Arab policemen “traitors,” and a third who canceled a meeting 
with American Jewish leaders because he “cannot in good conscience” 
enter a building that houses a Zionist organization. Gabbay, typically 
blunt, said the Arab parties’ Joint List “includes anti-Zionist elements … 
so we can’t cooperate with this composition.” Peretz concurred: “Incidents 
that have occurred in the Joint List undoubtedly make it very hard to add 
them to any future coalition. Effectively, the difficulty is so great as to 
make this impossible.” 
 In short, both men upheld the traditional view that integration requires 
bolstering Arab moderates rather than bolstering radical politicians who 
support terrorists and/or want to abolish the Jewish state. Evidently, they 
believed any other position would repel Labor voters. 
 The bottom line is that, even among mainstream left-of-center voters, 
many ideas pushed by left-wing journalists and activists remain toxic. It’s 
a point worth remembering for all those foreigners who get much of their 
information from these very same sources.  
(CommentaryMagazine.com Jul 14) 
 

 


