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Commentary… 

 
The Police, Our Human Shields        By Lital Shemesh 
 A week and a half ago, two brave police officers, Haiel Sitawe and 
Kamil Shnaan, were brutally murdered on the Temple Mount. The Israel 
Police responded with a fairly simple security measure and erected metal 
detectors at entrances to the sacred complex, safeguarding the security of 
both worshippers and police officers at the site. 
 On Tuesday, however, police officers were informed that even though 
two of their comrades had been viciously murdered there, terrorists would 
once again have unhindered access to the Temple Mount, free to wage more 
assaults and commit more murders. 
 Police Commissioner Roni Alsheikh had said then that "we will deal 
with extremists with an iron fist and we will not allow them to achieve 
gains of any kind." But the extremists did end up gaining something. They 
understood that murdering Israeli police officers, as well as a Jewish family 
on Shabbat evening, will get them what they want -- the removal of Israeli 
sovereignty, or at least its markings, from the Temple Mount. And it wasn't 
just the extremists who came to this conclusion -- it was also the Arab 
world watching from the sidelines. 
 While the police brass and the government make decisions, it is the 
police officers who must stand guard and take their posts, day after day, 
hour after hour. Police officers and Border Police guards are the ones who 
face the riots and disorder and get hit in the head by rocks. They are the 
ones who stand strong while Arab MKs shout at them with contempt. They 
are the ones who must keep their cool when leftist groups from all over the 
world test their patience with provocations, pushing cameras into their 
faces. They are the ones who must cope with the threat of terrorism every 
day. 
 Behind these police officers are families -- children, spouses, parents -- 
who watch the news and cannot believe that their loved ones must return to 
the Temple Mount without the protection of metal detectors and smart 
cameras. These families realize that the murder of two police officers didn't 
change anything. 
 How can advanced armored personnel carriers and warplanes help us if 
we cannot even safeguard our security in the holiest place for the Jewish 
people? Do we truly have no sovereignty in Judaism's most sacred site? 
 Over the past week, police officers and soldiers have expressed how 
torn apart they feel, stuck between a desire to serve the state and feeling 
abandoned by the state. They are torn between their Zionist duty to protect 
their homeland and the shameful victory of protesters who threw stones at 
them all week. Just as some police officers did not return to their units after 
the murder, I also heard that there were police officers who refused to man 
their posts after the news emerged that the metal detectors and cameras 
would be removed. 
 Can we really blame them, when our government displays particularly 
lenient tolerance toward terrorism? When our government appears willing 
to do anything to prevent further rioting, but forgets that we have been the 
victims of near daily stabbing attacks, ramming attacks and shootings over 
the last two years? When over 50 Israelis have been murdered in the past 
two years since the wave of "lone-wolf attacks" began? Is this the calm that 
the government wishes to restore? Jews were being murdered here before 
the metal detectors were installed, and even before the establishment of the 
state.   (Israel Hayom Jul 26) 
  

 
Israel's Public Diplomacy Challenge      By Ariel Bolstein 
 The Jewish state is facing a growing public diplomacy problem 
following the events of the past few days. The anti-Israel front is trying to 
alter global perception of the reality in the Middle East. They attack Israel 
on every front -- canceling history in one fell swoop (with the stroke of a 
pen in the case of the U.N.'s anti-Israel resolutions). They distort actual 

events and whitewash 
Islamist terror. 
 Under the cover of 
extreme anti-Israel propaganda, 
incitement in the Muslim world is on 
the rise. All those who claim the 
crown among the believers of the 
religion of Muhammad are going out 
of their way to portray themselves as 

"defenders of the mosques" from the Zionists. As usual, facts are of no 
importance. There is no threat to the freedom of religion, including the 
religion of Islam, in areas under Israeli control. Turkish President Recep 
Tayyip Erdogan knows this, but he has mastered the art of propaganda and 
knows how to use it deviously and efficiently. What is the best way to 
distract public opinion at home from violations of human rights, from the 
purging of a country of all those with different opinions, from newspapers 
being shut down and Turkey's transformation into a dictatorship? That's 
right: Making false accusations against Israel to blind the believers and 
distract them from their real troubles. 
 Paradoxically, Israel's willingness to look for compromise, to soothe 
and appease, does nothing to help shatter the lies. Sometimes the opposite 
is true. The world can accept one country or another's insistence on a 
particular position, even if they don't agree with it, but will find it difficult 
to accept a lack of clarity and changing positions. Hesitation is the greatest 
enemy of any public diplomacy campaign. We should therefore ask 
ourselves why Israel's enemies -- those who do not shy away from 
violence and murder; those who never concede and perceive every one of 
our concessions as a sign of weakness -- are so good at convincing so 
many of their righteousness. The answer, or at least one of the answers, 
can be found in the question. We have conceded too much and we have 
shown that we are too willing to compromise. Of course, the world rightly 
assumes that no nation would willingly give up what is rightly theirs, and 
so millions watching from the sidelines throw their support behind the 
violent side that refuses to compromise. 
 We must refine our message and focus our efforts on emphasizing our 
rights and not the rights of others. Our right to the land of Israel, to 
Jerusalem and to the Temple Mount is indisputable, and the time has come 
to realize this right with the uncompromising implementation of Israeli 
sovereignty throughout the country. A hundred years ago, the Jews 
realized there could be no Zionism without Zion. Now we must realize 
there can be no Zionist public diplomacy without explaining Zion to the 
world. 
 There are situations when it is wise (or unavoidable) to make tactical 
concessions on the ground. But we must never backtrack on policies that 
we have clearly communicated to the world. We pay dearly for these types 
of concessions, losing entire populations that switch over to our enemies' 
side. We must present the world with a firm position that actualizes our 
sovereignty throughout the country by what the late Prime Minister 
Menachem Begin called "the virtue of our right." Our path to a public 
diplomacy victory is long, but determination and an insistence on our 
rights will take us there.     (Israel Hayom Jul 26) 
  

 
Truth and Deception: Calling Out Linda Sarsour on Al Aqsa 
By Meira Svirsky  

How many ways can Linda Sarsour misrepresent the volatile situation 
between Israel and the Palestinians? And why do we even care? 
 Sarsour, a Palestinian activist, is the darling of the left, the feminist 
movement and the BDS movement. Information she spreads is taken at 
face value; no one usually bothers to check the facts. 
 Because of this, her comments matter. One of her latest disingenuous 
Facebook posts shows Muslims in Israel praying on the street because, in 
Sarsour’s words, they have been (#1 deception) “denied access to pray at 
Al Aqsa Mosque in their own homeland.” 
 Sarsour then praises her Palestinian brothers for this act of “non-
violent resistance,” where they are (#2 deception) “met with tear gas and 
rubber bullets” from Israeli police. 
 She then paints her people, the Palestinians, as victims, saying the 
world powers (#3 deception) “continue to turn a blind eye to the blatant 
injustice against and the suffering of the Palestinian people.” 
 Let us navigate through the minefield of these distorted remarks, 
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which has become the common narrative of Islamists worldwide. 
#1 Palestinians are denied access to Al Aqsa mosque 
 Sarsour accuses Israel of blocking Muslim access to Al Aqsa, a mosque 
located on the Temple Mount. What she conveniently fails to mention is 
that Arab terrorists sneaked weapons onto the Temple Mount about 10 days 
ago and used them to kill two Israeli policemen who were stationed just 
outside the mount to guard the worshipers. 
 Until now, Israeli authorities allowed the Jordanian waqf (Islamic trust) 
to provide security for the sensitive area. In response to the attack, Israel 
installed metal detectors outside of the entrances to the mount. 
 Palestinians object to the metal detectors and have refused to enter the 
mount to pray at Al Aqsa, protesting instead by holding prayers outside, 
rioting and inciting against Israel which they accuse of wanting to take over 
the mosque and the entire Temple Mount. It’s a blood libel that has been 
used by Muslims for close to 100 years to foment horrific violence 
perpetrated by Islamists against Jews. 
 In fact, even after Israel regained control of the Temple Mount in 1967, 
they made the Islamic trust the administrators of the area. And although the 
mount is the holiest site in Judaism, to keep the peace, Israel law actually 
prohibits Jewish and all other non-Muslim prayer on the mount. 
 After the Palestinians called for a “day of rage” to be held last Friday to 
protest the metal detectors, Israel announced that only women and men over 
50 years of age would be allowed on the Temple Mount for Friday prayers. 
 This remarkable display of Palestinian hypocrisy over the metal 
detectors has been “reframed” by Sarsour and her ilk, who now claim to the 
world that Palestinians are “denied access to pray at Al Aqsa Mosque.” 
#2 Peaceful Palestinians protesters are “met with tear gas and rubber 
bullets” from Israeli police. 
 Since Palestinian leaders forbid going through the metal detectors to 
pray at Al Aqsa, Palestinians held protest prayers at outdoors locations. As 
the picture Sarsour posted shows, peaceful Palestinian protesters were 
allowed to pray in peace outside the Temple Mount. Those who became 
violent were, at times, subdued with tear gas and rubber bullets. 
 #3 The world turns a blind eye to Palestinian suffering 
 Since the establishment of the Palestinian Authority in the 1990s and its 
rule in certain areas of the West Bank and (previous to Hamas’ takeover) 
Gaza, the U.S. government alone has committed more than $5 billion in aid 
to the Palestinians. 
 The Palestinians are also one of the world’s largest per capita recipients 
of international foreign aid. 

Contrary to the lies put out by Palestinian Authority President 
Mahmoud Abbas that the Palestinians received no U.S. aid in 2016, $357 
million was given to them by the U.S. State Department. Taken in 
connection with the additional $355 million that the U.S. contributed to the 
United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees 
(UNWRA), total U.S. aid to the Palestinians last year alone was $712 
million. 
 World-wide pledges to UNWRA alone in 2015 were more than $1.5 
billion. That’s not including the massive monies that the Palestinians 
receive from the Europeans annually — $274 million in 2016 alone was 
pledged by the European Union. 
 Suffering only occurs because the leadership is corrupt and does not use 
these monies to improve the lives of their people. 

As for the “non-violent resistance” Sarsour so lauds, Sarsour failed to 
mention a major terrorist attack that directly resulted from Palestinian 
incitement over the issue of the metal detectors (their proof that Israel wants 
to take over Al Aqsa). 
 On Friday night, as a Jewish family sat down to eat their Sabbath meal, 
three members of the family were slaughtered in a knife attack by a 19-year 
old Palestinian who had just written on his Facebook page,  “Take your 
weapons and resist…. I only have a knife and it will answer the call of Al-
Aqsa…. I know I am going and will not return.” 
 Sarsour says her beloved, protesting Palestinians brothers “remain 
steadfast and teach us life, determination and patience.”  Comments to 
which I only have three words: God save us.   (Clarion Project Jul 24) 
 

 
The Cost of Avoiding War       By Annika Hernroth-Rothstein 
 I have no idea where to go from here.  
 I've written so many columns about the murders of Jews -- angry words 
and proposed solutions to the hatred being poured over us, year after year 
after year. 
 And now, after all this time and all that blood, I don't have any words of 
comfort or any proposed solutions. 
 A family is slaughtered during Shabbat dinner and because of where 
that family lived and who they were, their blood is viewed by many as 
cheap. Today I feel that any words I have to say about it all would be of 

similar worth. 
 I could point out that the outrage over the added security at the 
Temple Mount is an obvious misdirection, as every major holy place on 
the planet -- including Mecca -- has metal detectors at their gates. 
 I could dedicate 800 words to the fact that the U.N. plans to convene 
emergency sessions on the so-called Jerusalem crisis and that it expressed 
disappointment over Israel using metal detectors to limit Muslim prayer on 
the Temple Mount, and that every person participating in that emergency 
session has to go through more than one metal detector to enter the super-
secure U.N. building. 
 I could write about that hypocrisy and I could point to the Palestinian 
murder industry and how upsetting it is that the very people claiming to 
value this holy place are refusing any measures to keep it holy and safe. 
 I could do that. But I have no energy for the obvious anymore; I have 
nothing but my breaking heart and the tears I shed each year for the 
victims. 
 What scares me now is not only the attacks and murders but how this 
rhythm of violence has become as commonplace as a sunrise and as 
expected as tomorrow. When jihadists murder policemen on the Temple 
Mount, the government puts up metal detectors. The same jihadists use the 
metal detectors as an excuse to stage protests and to murder Jews. 
Ultimately, the metal detectors are taken down and replaced with cameras 
in what can only be seen as a concession to the faux outrage and a 
negation of the reason they were installed in the first place.  

And so they celebrate. They call this a win, quite rightly, and they pay 
the families of our attackers and go forth empowered, knowing that their 
tactics work. We know this. We're used to it. We accept it because this is 
the life we live and the version of safety to which we have grown 
accustomed. 

I realize that this conflict is being managed in perpetuity because if, 
God forbid, there were a great war, we would win it. The method in this 
madness is founded on the assumption of our overall superiority; we 
accept losing some battles because we know we would ultimately win the 
war. That is a logical but deeply flawed strategy, as all-out war has been 
replaced by constant low-level terror in most of the civilized world. 
Europe has taken great measures to stay out of active warfare over the past 
50 years, yet the lives of most Europeans are directly impacted by the fear 
and threat of terrorism. It has changed everything from one person's daily 
routine to the larger political landscape. 

The brilliance of terror is to put people in perpetual preparedness, 
causing arrested development for a country as the bulk of human and 
financial resources are used to manage an ongoing threat. To think that 
this is any less harmful than a traditional war is a fallacy and to hold the 
avoidance of war as a goal above all others is to play into the hands of 
those counting on that very thing.  

They don't want an all-out war, they can't fight an all-out war, and 
there is no such thing as a Palestinian army. So this is what they do. This 
is their war; this is their end game -- to exhaust us and exalt the conflict 
just up to and until we actually take up arms.  

I have no words of comfort and no proposed solutions. All I have is 
anger and fear and sadness to last a lifetime. I can't look the other way 
anymore and I can't go through another cycle of conflict, protest, murder, 
payback and inevitable backpedaling. I know this story -- I have seen it 
play out too many times and I have no energy left for political language 
and diplomatic tactics taking the place of the names of our murdered loved 
ones. 
 As we exhale after another threatening escalation, they are celebrating 
in the streets, having been given exactly what they came for. We avoided 
our big war so skillfully that we didn't notice how they won another one of 
theirs. And so it continues, until we get the message.  
(Israel Hayom Jul 26) 
 

 
Israel Must Disabuse Abbas of the Delusion He Can Bully Israel 
By David M. Weinberg    

The Palestinian Authority and its fiendish intra-Palestinian Islamic 
rivals seem hell-bent on brinkmanship, on being belligerent adversaries 
with escalating, maximalist demands of Israel. 
 They really think they can roll Israel back by recourse to street brawls 
and international courts; by brow-beating Israel through aggression, 
isolation and criminalization; by demonizing Israel with outrageous lies 
such as “al-Aksa is in danger.” They think they can conduct guerrilla and 
diplomatic warfare against Israel with impunity. 

It’s time to disabuse Mahmoud Abbas and these gangs of such 
delusion, through resolute Israeli action. 
 The holy war over the Temple Mount that Abbas is promoting tells 
Israelis that Palestinian society has gone crazy-radical-rogue Islamist – 



just as much of the Arab Middle East. 
  This spells the end of the two-state solution, as Israelis (and most 
Western policy-makers) understood it. 
 The one thing that Israel absolutely cannot countenance is the 
emergence of a madcap Islamist caliphate in Jerusalem and Judea and 
Samaria. Sinaistan, Hamasstan, Hezbollahstan, and Syriastan already have 
emerged on Israel’s southern and northern borders. 
 This is more than enough for Israel to handle. 
 A Palestinestan on Israel’s eastern border would be unbearable. Israel 
can’t and won’t let it rise. 
 The only Palestinian state in the West Bank that Israelis ever 
contemplated was a mature entity willing to reconcile ideologically with 
Israel, leading to the reasonable sharing of land, airspace, natural resources, 
and historical and religious sites. 
 The sharing includes the Temple Mount. 
 Indeed, for there to be peace, Jewish prayer would have to be facilitated 
on the Temple Mount, alongside the prayers of other faiths. 
 Alas, Abbas has made it clear that the Palestinian national movement is 
far from understanding this. 
 The only Palestinian state that Israelis ever envisioned would not 
threaten Israel’s security, obviously. This means that it would be truly 
demilitarized, with Israeli supervision on all borders and at all holy places. 
 It would not form hostile foreign alliances or allow radical Islamic 
groups to dictate the internal agenda. It would not rev-up violent 
insurrection when it has a difference of opinion about the management of a 
city or a holy site. 
 The only Palestinian state that Israelis ever thought of tolerating in 
Judea, Samaria and Gaza would declare a permanent end to the conflict and 
all claims against Israel. This means recognizing Israel as the nation-state of 
the Jewish people and recognizing ancient Jerusalem as its capital. 
 It means renouncing the so-called “right” of refugee return, and 
inculcating respect, not antisemitism, on Palestinian airwaves and in 
Palestinian schools. 
 Alas, Abbas has made it clear that the Palestinian national movement is 
far from internalizing this. On the contrary, he has made it clear that the 
Palestinian liberation movement will never recognize Israel as a Jewish 
state nor forgo refugee return. In other words, Abbas wants his state, but 
without an end to the conflict. He seems to want a Palestinian state in order 
to continue the conflict. 
 Prof. Ahmad Khalidi, a Palestinian ideologue close to Abbas, scorns the 
two-state solution as a “sovereign cage.” “The concept of Palestinian 
statehood is nothing but a punitive construct devised by our worst enemies 
– the United States and Israel – to constrain Palestinian aspirations and 
territorial ambitions,” he has written. 
 Until now, Israeli governments have sought to co-opt Palestinian 
leaders into peace and to mollify Palestinian masses through compromise 
and concession, including the provision of Israeli money, guns, water, 
electricity and many aspects of national sovereignty. 
 This could have been a path to enhanced Palestinian national power in 
cooperation with Israel. But the kleptocratic Palestinian Authority has 
pocketed these goodies without showing any true willingness to meet Israeli 
needs and expectations. 
 As a result, tactical Israeli restraint, like the decision to retreat from 
justified security measures at the Temple Mount, comes off as capitulation 
to Palestinian terrorism. It reinforces the rejectionist and triumphalist 
Palestinian narrative. It looks and smells like appeasement. 
 Winston Churchill warned that “an appeaser is one who feeds a 
crocodile, hoping it will eat him last.” So it’s time for a different strategy. 
Palestinian overreach and superciliousness should be countered by strong 
Israeli and international counter-measures. 
 The Palestinian leadership must be disabused of the notion that it can 
drive Israel off the Temple Mount and out of eastern Jerusalem by violence, 
or coerce Israel into withdrawals by appealing to international tribunals. 
 This will require perseverance and the flexing of muscle. To begin 
with, Israel can stop doing favors for the Palestinian Authority, like 
absorbing its mushrooming debt for electricity and fuel, or selling it water 
at discount prices. 
 Then Israel should stop facilitating the business interests of Abbas’s 
cronies, whose cartels control the Palestinian economy. The international 
donor community, too, might usefully rethink the huge sums of cash it 
pours into Abbas’s coffers every year. 
 Then Israel can and should revoke the VIP permits that allow Abbas 
and his ministers to fly in and out of Ben-Gurion Airport on their luxury 
private jets. Let them beg King Abdullah in Amman for travel privileges. 
 Simultaneously, Israel should clamp down on the activities in eastern 
Jerusalem of rabble- rousers like Sheikh Ekrima Sa’id Sabri, the lead agent 
in the city for Erdogan’s Turkey and the Muslim Brotherhood; Sheikh 

Issam Amira, the lead agent in the city for the Islamic Liberation Party 
(Hizb ut-Tahrir); and Abbas’s hand-picked henchmen, the intemperate 
Temple Mount Mufti Muhammad Hussein and the fanatic former chief 
justice of the PA’s religious court, Sheikh Tayseer al-Tamimi. 
 Their sermons, “charitable” enterprises and educational programs 
glorify terrorists and explicitly call for violent resistance to Israel. Their 
networks (along with Fatah social media) also are the source for the libel 
that al-Aksa is in danger from Israel. It would also not be too hard to arrest 
their key street-activists, who are leading the riots in the city. 
  Israel should unsheathe its sovereign power and put the extremists 
down. This is the decisive action that one day might allow for Palestinian 
moderates to emerge.   (Jerusalem Post Jul 27) 
 

 
Hamas’s Irrational Rationale       By Maj. Gen. (res.) Yaakov Amidror  

A new report by the UN has made headlines recently, alerting the 
world that after a decade under Hamas rule, the Gaza Strip has effectively 
become unlivable for the 2 million Palestinians that call it home. 
 This report was followed by even bigger headlines predicting that 
given the dire situation, it is only a matter of time before Hamas provokes 
fresh hostilities. 
 I believe the descriptions of both Israel’s share of alleged 
responsibility for the crisis in Gaza, as well as Hamas’s alleged eagerness 
to go to war, have been greatly exaggerated. There is no dispute that the 
life of the average Palestinian in Gaza is difficult, regardless of whether he 
is or is not a Hamas member. The Islamist terrorist group has never based 
the decisions by which it governs on what best serves the Palestinians’ 
interests, but on its own considerations, its war readiness, and the external 
pressure it faces over its activities. 
 As important as Gaza’s economic stability is, the last conflict on the 
southern front, Operation Protective Edge in 2014, erupted when Hamas 
was in the midst of advanced preparations for a major terrorist attack, 
prompted by several Gaza assassinations and the mass arrest of its 
operatives in the West Bank by the Israeli military. According to foreign 
media reports, the Shin Bet security agency had warned that the attack was 
imminent. True, Hamas was under significant economic pressure, but it 
was not Gazans’ daily hardships that drove it to provoke the rapid security 
escalation that resulted in the military campaign. There is no room for 
naiveté on this matter. 
 Perhaps this is also the time to debunk two other optimistic 
misconceptions about Gaza and its potential fate: the dire situation will not 
prompt Gazans to overthrow Hamas, and economic stability does not 
necessarily spell security stability. 
 The hardships experienced by the Strip’s residents, no matter how 
terrible, will not drive them to stage a coup to topple Hamas’s rule. The 
organization is entrenched in Gaza and is notorious for its brutality 
towards any sign of dissidence, and the Palestinians know there is no 
viable alternative waiting for an opportunity to rule. 
 For all these reasons, it is time everyone got used to the idea that 
Hamas is not about to relinquish its dominant position in the Gaza Strip, 
let alone concede to Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas. Nor 
will the local population expel it no matter how bad things get. Like any 
other organization, Hamas craves regional and international legitimacy, 
but it will not forgo its rule, its military power, or its means of oppression 
to achieve that. 
 The assumption that if Gaza experiences economic stability and 
prosperity Hamas would refrain from provoking hostilities is also baseless. 
This misconception is based on the theory that Hamas operates by 
governmental norms and prioritizes the needs and welfare of its citizens. 
This logic does not apply to Hamas. 

Israel has vested interests in the Palestinians’ welfare. It wants to see 
Palestinian despair decrease; it wants the average Palestinian citizen to 
acknowledge that his situation is much better than that of his brothers 
elsewhere in the Middle East. This is the Israeli interest with regard to the 
people living under the Palestinian Authority’s rule in the West Bank, and 
in principle, also with regard to the Palestinians in Gaza, both from a 
humanitarian standpoint and to prevent despair-fueled chaos. 
 But Gaza is ruled by Hamas, whose only priorities are bolstering its 
military power and cementing its grip. This is why all the supplies Israel 
allows into Gaza on a daily basis to facilitate normal life have little chance 
of reaching the people. Hamas first and foremost takes care of its leaders 
and makes sure it has what it needs to sustain its terror tunnel digging 
enterprise and its weapons production efforts. It then sees to the needs of 
its members. Then and only then, what little is left is diverted to 
rehabilitation efforts that benefit the population. 
 This is why the argument that Israel is responsible for Gaza’s inability 
to recover from its plight is baseless. It is Hamas that determines the 



priorities by which to allocate resources in the enclave, and the more 
construction materials enter Gaza, the easier and faster it is for Hamas to 
restore its military capabilities. 
 Should Israel sacrifice its own security on the altar of Gazans’ living 
conditions? I don’t think so. True, Israel is responsible for the blockade, but 
it has to be maintained to prevent the smuggling of sophisticated weapons 
into the enclave. Already, most of the organization’s weapons are locally 
produced. Should Israel simply allow Hamas to import more weapons by 
air and sea, or import the technology that would improve its rockets’ range 
and accuracy? The only logical answer to that is no. 
 A strategy for Gaza must be clear, even if complex and difficult to carry 
out. For the foreseeable future at least, Hamas remains the entity Israel 
holds responsible for any act of terror, be it an attack or rocket fire by one 
of the smaller radical groups that Hamas is struggling to rein in. Hamas is 
solely responsible, which is why it cannot be written off. 
 Still, Israel must also make sure Hamas is not growing strong enough to 
challenge the IDF in a way the military cannot counter. It is important that 
Israel maintain the ability to generate enough deterrence among Hamas 
leaders to make them question the organization’s future if it provokes war. 
 Israel needs Hamas to be weak enough not to attack, but stable enough 
to deal with the radical terrorist groups in Gaza. This line may be blurry but 
the logic is clear. The challenge lies in walking this blurry line. 
 Hamas can be undermined to the point that its existence is threatened. 
To accomplish this, Israel would need to seize large parts of the populated 
areas in Gaza; destroy miles and miles of terror tunnels; locate and 
eliminate Hamas commanders; and locate and destroy headquarters and 
weapons production sites, even if most of them are hidden in densely 
populated neighborhoods. 
 The results of such an operation would be hard to swallow in Israel, and 
even more so overseas. The IDF would surely sustain multiple casualties; 
Gaza would pay a heavy price in terms of fatalities among terrorists and 
civilians alike, which would undoubtedly number in the thousands; 
bombing large areas would cause massive infrastructure damage that would 
leave the enclave in utter ruins; and while there is no telling what damage 
bombing the tunnel grid would cause, it would certainly be massive. 
 Once the dust settles on such an operation, a familiar question would 
arise: now what? Does the IDF leave Gaza to the hell of warring terrorist 
groups left unchecked by a strong ruler, or does it stay? Will Israel be 
responsible for Gaza’s rehabilitation, shouldering the economic burden that 
implies as well as the burden any occupying power bears under 
international law? These are difficult questions that underscore the fact that 
the everyday dilemmas with respect to what should be done about Gaza are, 
for now at least, better than the alternative.   (BESA Jul 26) 
 

 
Stop Infantilizing the Palestinians       By David Harris 

It’s high time for the international community to wake up to certain 
Palestinian realities that many would rather avoid. 
 Recent events in the region — including the brutal killing of two Israeli 
policemen and three members of an Israeli family — as well as the wild 
conspiracy stories circulated in regard to the Temple Mount in Jerusalem, 
only underscore the point. 
 By the way, for the purpose of context, I write as the representative of 
an organization, the AJC, that has long been committed to the search for an 
enduring two-state agreement, coexistence between Muslims and Jews and 
friendly ties with moderate Arab countries. Indeed, the AJC record in these 
areas is quite unique. 

For too many observers of the region, however, their obsession with 
Israel and what it should (and should not) do blinds them to the other side 
of the equation — what the Palestinians should (and should not) do. 
 Here are five things that could end the infantilization of the Palestinians 
and lead, perhaps, to a more hospitable climate for restarting a long-
dormant peace process. 
 First, how can there be serious talk of a two-state accord when the 
Palestinians are divided between the West Bank and Gaza? 
 As a reminder, when Israel withdrew all of its soldiers and settlers from 
Gaza in 2005, it gave the residents of Gaza the first chance in history to 
govern themselves, something no one else — not the Egyptians or any other 
occupiers — ever even remotely considered. 
 What happened? By 2007, Hamas, labeled by both the United States 
and the European Union a a terrorist organization, was in power, and the 
Palestinian Authority (PA) was physically ejected. Since then, PA President 
Mahmoud Abbas has never — not once — visited Gaza. So all this talk 
today about two states could, just as easily, be about three states. 
 Israel cannot solve the problem of this division. Only the Palestinians 
can, possibly with outside help from the larger Arab world and beyond. But 
will they? 

 Second, whenever we hear about Gaza, we inevitably hear about 
“refugee camps.” But, pray tell, why are there refugee camps in Gaza? 
 It’s been 12 years since Israel left the coastal strip. What is the 
purpose of maintaining these camps, which have only served to perpetuate 
the notion, generation after generation, of a displaced people hankering for 
their “return.” Return to where? To Israel, presumably, and that would 
mean the end of the Jewish state. 
 Breaking news: The Palestinians are not the first refugee population in 
the world, far from it; nor, incidentally, are they the only refugee 
population from the Arab-Israeli conflict. Nearly a million Jews were 
forcibly evicted from their homes in Arab countries, but all of them 
resettled elsewhere rather than opt to languish in refugee camps ad 
infinitum. 
 But the Palestinians definitely are the first to be designated by the UN 
as “refugees in perpetuity,” handing the title to their children and their 
children’s children. How long must this unique status on the planet go on? 
Shouldn’t there be some statute of limitation in order to begin to change 
the mindset and put a halt to these camps, which serve as incubators of 
hatred and revenge? 
 After all, many of us come from refugee families, but that status 
applied to those who actually lost their homes, not to every descendant. 
 Third, why doesn’t the international community show more backbone 
in insisting that Palestinians take responsibility for their own behavior? 
 For example, the Palestinians could have had a state on more than one 
occasion between 1947 and 2017, yet they rejected each opportunity. 
That’s not an opinion, but a fact. 
 But, of course, the price to be paid was recognition of Israel as a 
sovereign nation alongside the Palestinian state, a price that they have 
been unwilling to pay. 
 So, while Israel has evolved in its own thinking and come to accept 
Palestinian nationalism, there has been no reciprocal movement on the 
Palestinian side to accept Jewish self-determination as its complement. 
 Moreover, Palestinians launch gruesome terror attacks against Israel, 
such as the murder of three people in Halamish last week, and then reward 
the killers and their families with generous monthly stipends. One estimate 
is that the Palestinians will spend up to $300 million in 2017 alone for this 
purpose. This should be kept in mind the next time someone wonders why 
more schools and hospitals aren’t being built in the West Bank. 
 Is this strategy — if that’s what it is — a pathway to the negotiating 
table? Is this likely to allay Israel’s legitimate security concerns and 
increase Israeli confidence that a genuine peace partner exists with whom 
to pursue a final settlement? And is the Palestinian incitement that 
surrounds such vicious attacks, including calls for the death of Israelis, 
Zionists and Jews, contributing to a climate conducive to confidence and 
compromise? 
 Fourth, the popular Palestinian belief that Jews are “outsiders,” 
“interlopers,” “colonialists” and “crusaders” must be confronted. Jews are 
indigenous to the region. The age-old link between the Jewish people and 
the land is documented and irrefutable. 
 Yet too many countries are willing to go along with this trumped-up 
narrative, as evidenced, for instance, by recent votes at the UNESCO 
Executive Board and its World Heritage Committee. 
 To deny the Jewish link to Jerusalem is tantamount to denying the 
Muslim link to Mecca, or the Catholic link to Rome. It’s totally ludicrous, 
yet it happens again and again — and, it must be noted, countries like 
Sweden and Brazil risk their own credibility by buying into this charade. 
Indulging the Palestinians in their fanciful history allows them to live in an 
alternate universe, one where Israel doesn’t exist, or, if it does, is only a 
“temporary and illegitimate” phenomenon. 
 And fifth, the world should make it clear: Terrorism is terrorism, is 
terrorism. Take Europe. Countries like France and Belgium have been the 
targets of fatal attacks. And they respond as they should: with a no-holds-
barred effort to find the perpetrators and their support networks, and to 
declare a no-tolerance policy for such bestiality. 
 But when it comes to attacks against Israelis, the language often 
changes, sometime subtly, other times overtly. There can be a hint of 
rationalization here, an immediate call for Israeli restraint there. Phrases 
like “cycles of violence” appear, implying that no one really knows, or 
cares, who started the process, or that this is really just a Hatfield-McCoy 
spat without any distinction between the two sides. 
 Yet surely there must always be a clear distinction between the 
fireman and the arsonist, the democrat and the despot — as there is in 
Europe and elsewhere when such outrages occur. Otherwise, moral fog 
replaces moral clarity. 
 Ending the infantilization of the Palestinians – and beginning to hold 
them responsible for their actions — could be one promising way forward 
for the peacemakers.    (Algemeiner Jul 27) 


