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Struggling to Explain my Aliyah Move to Friends  
By Rabbi Ari Segal 
 When my family recently announced our plans to move to Israel, I 
discovered an unanticipated challenge in this long-time goal. Many 
have asked me, “Why move? What makes Israel so special?” and the 
answer isn’t necessarily simple. 
 Recently, I discussed this with a parent at Shalhevet, the Modern 
Orthodox high school in Los Angeles where I am head of school. I 
praised the wonders of Israel — the technology centers, the IDF, 
Torah learning, even my favorite restaurants. My 8-year-old daughter 
Nili was listening and chimed in, “Isn’t Israel special because Hashem 
told Avraham that he should go live there?” She was, of course, right. 
So, why was I so hesitant to declare that we’re making aliya because 
God said we should live there? 
 The answer, I believe, says a lot about American Jewry’s 
complicated relationship with aliyah. Promoting “aliyah for all” may 
sound dictatorial to some, like a judgment that Jewish communities in 
the diaspora are somehow defective, no matter how much they 
flourish. “Aliyah for all” can sound like “aliyah or else” — suggesting 
some fundamental failure in our Jewishness, simply because of where 
we live in the diaspora. 
 I understand this. It makes sense that many avoid that sensitive 
message, arguing that aliyah is only for some. Still, I believe it is 
mistaken. 
 Striving for ideals, regardless of whether or not they can 
practically be reached, is a fundamental concept of Judaism. We strive 
for perfection but are prepared for the realities and restrictions of life. 
Whether or not we can fulfill these aspirations, preserving them 
strengthens our bond to Jewish identity and history. 
 Aliyah represents the fulfillment of Hashem’s promise to our 
people. For that reason alone, it is worth reaching for — even if, for 
most in America, it may never be practically grasped. 
 When God first introduced the land of Israel to Avraham, God 
describes it as “the land that I will show you” (Genesis 12:1). It’s a 
strange phraseology — why not just say “Israel”? One answer 
suggested by Rabbi Mordechai Yosef Leiner, the Rebbe of Izhbitz 
(1801-1854), is that one of the names of Israel is, in fact, the “land that 
I will show you.” Israel is the land that will be shown to us because its 
place as a future aspiration is part of the purpose of our homeland. 
Striving toward the land is part of the reason it exists. It is part of the 
reason we exist. 
 The philosopher Simon Rawidowicz once described the Jewish 
people as “the ever-dying people.” I think that situating Israel as an 
eternal aspiration for all makes us “the ever-returning people.” 
Through the centuries of life and death, we have continued to dream, 
and therefore we are always returning home. This idea has resonated 
with me personally since my mother tragically passed away at the age 
of 58. Following her passing we were given a “living will” that she 
addressed to our family, in which she wrote, “I want you to know that 
I consider it of the utmost importance that all of you try to live your 
lives in Eretz Yisrael.” She explained that she knew that we would live 
as committed Jews, but, in her words, “I wanted more.” 
 My mother was not disparaging our lives in America when she 
wrote this. Wanting more was not a negative reflection on the reality 
of our lives; rather, it was the dream that something even more perfect 
could be achieved in Israel. My mother never lived to see her dream, 
nor could she have ever known whether that dream could practically 
be fulfilled. Still, in her mind and her heart, she strove toward aliyah. 
 Living with dreams is what makes Jewish life so powerful. We 
dream of Moshiach but carry on whether or not he comes. Aliyah may 
not be for everyone — sadly, it was not something that my mother 
achieved herself — but that doesn’t mean it’s not a dream for 
everyone. 
 So I reject the idea that it is impractical or divisive to promote the 
dream of aliyah for everyone. The dream is part of the journey. That is 

why I’m making 
aliyah. My mother’s 
words taught me that 
challenges should not be an 
impediment to our aspirations. 
She was an aspirant — an olah 
(literally, moving upwards) in 
her heart; my family and I will be 
olim with our whole selves. 

The writer is head of school of the Shalhevet High School in Los 
Angeles.    (Times of Israel Nov 5) 

 
 
Hypocrisy with a Stench of Anti-Semitism 
By Ayelet Shaked  
 The Supreme Court of Justice of the European Union (whose 
relationship with justice in our case does not exist) this morning ruled 
that all EU member states are obliged to clearly mark products 
manufactured in Judea and Samaria, East Jerusalem, and the Golan 
Heights. 
 What hypocrisy. Such a determination exists only against the 
State of Israel. An anti-Semitic stench wafts from it. 
 There is no similar marking directive on other conflict zones like 
the Crimea, Tibet, Cyprus, Western Sahara - and the list goes on. 
 Still, what stupidity. The original EU directive discriminated 
against Israeli exports, but it was not mandatory. Therefore, the 
Foreign Ministry fought a strong and successful fight to stop 
implementation of the directive in most of the Union countries. 
 But the Psagot Winery insisted on continuing their petition to the 
Union Tribunal. Although the Deputy Director of International 
Affairs and I, as Justice Minister, recommended that they withdraw 
the petition long ago. 
 We pleaded with them, so as not to say we begged. We realized 
that we would not be able to find justice in the European Court of 
Justice. We warned them that this was a dangerous step, which would 
harm all business owners in Judea and Samaria. But they insisted on 
continuing the petition. Today came the decision of the tribunal, 
which made the directive mandatory. 
 The EU apparently does not understand that the solution to the 
conflict will not come from discrimination against Jewish settlement, 
but from eradication of terror, cessation of Palestinian incitement, 
and application of sovereignty to Judea and Samaria. 
(IsraelNationalNews.com Nov 12) 
The writer, an MK, is Chairwoman of the New Right Party. 

 
 
Netanyahu’s (Bulls)Eye on Iran     By Ruthie Blum 
 The Israeli Air Force conducted a strike in Gaza in the wee hours 
of Tuesday morning, killing Islamic Jihad senior commander Baha 
Abu al-Ata. According to Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, the 
bloodthirsty Palestinian terrorist, responsible for multiple rocket 
barrages on Israel from Gaza, was a “ticking time bomb.” 
 In other words, his death was a necessary step in preventing a 
series of imminent terrorist attacks on innocent Israelis. It was also a 
message not only to Islamic Jihad, but to Hamas—ruler of the 
terrorist enclave—that recent Israeli threats about a major military 
campaign in Gaza being inevitable were not empty. As Netanyahu 
has been emphasizing for the past few months, Hamas can’t keep 
blaming Islamic Jihad for launching missiles as a way of avoiding an 
Israeli ground invasion, such as “Operation Protective Edge” in the 
summer of 2014.  
 The trouble with the hit on Abu al-Ata, of course, is that it 
sparked a heavy—albeit anticipated—round of revenge attacks, 
sending Israelis across the south and center of the country into bomb 
shelters, and prompting the Israel Defense Forces to launch further 
airstrikes on targets in Gaza, among them an Islamic Jihad training 
facility and underground facility for the manufacture and storage of 
weapons. 
 The Home Front Command, which clearly was given a heads up 
prior to the targeted killing and the likely response it would elicit, is 
treating the situation seriously, keeping a wide geographical berth on 
high alert, and out of school and many public buildings. 
 Though the timing of the operation may have appeared odd 
initially—as it was executed mere hours before New Right Party 
chairman Naftali Bennett was to take the reins of Israel’s Defense 
Ministry from Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu—it actually had 
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been approved and was in the works for months. Since Abu al-Ata 
surrounds himself with human shields, much intelligence-gathering on 
his movements and whereabouts was required to minimize collateral 
casualties. What it means at the moment, however, is that Bennett is 
being given a Jewish baptism by fire. 
 What a way to start one’s first day on the job, particularly as a 
separate, almost simultaneous, bombing was carried out on the 
Damascus home of Islamic Jihad deputy chief Akram al-Ajouri. 
 Jerusalem has neither denied nor confirmed its part in the Syria 
strike. But that’s par for the course where Israeli operations in the 
north are concerned. 
 Both actions are significant well beyond the endless war of 
attrition with terrorists, however. Like Hezbollah, Islamic Jihad is a 
proxy of the ayatollah-led regime in Tehran, which repeatedly boasts 
of the will and wherewithal to wipe Israel off the map. Of all world 
leaders, Netanyahu has been the most vociferous in warning of the 
danger to the Jewish state and the rest of the world posed by Iran in 
general and by its race to obtain nuclear weapons in particular. 
 Which brings us to U.S. President Donald Trump, whose first 
orders of business included recognizing Jerusalem as Israel’s capital 
and ripping up the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, otherwise 
known as the 2015 Iran nuclear deal. 
 Trump’s open support of Israel against its enemies near and far 
was a breath of fresh air for Netanyahu, who had been forced to 
engage in a delicate balancing act with the previous American 
administration of President Barack Obama. 
 Nevertheless, Trump’s recent move to withdraw U.S. troops from 
Syria constituted an Iran-emboldening blow. Without openly 
criticizing Trump for this move—as part of his policy to “bring 
America’s boys back home” from the Middle East—Netanyahu 
indirectly referred to it by reiterating and thus signaling to Iran that 
Israel not only needs to protect and defend itself, but has the ability to 
do so, even while in the midst of its current political imbroglio. 
(JNS Nov 12) 

 
 
Pushing Back Against Anti-Semitism in the West 
By David M. Weinberg 
 For Jews everywhere, this has been a depressing year—on with 
anti-Semitic and anti-Israel activity on the rise. 
 There were even several shooting attacks inside Jewish institutions 
around the world in the past 12 months, in Pittsburgh and Poway, 
Calif., in the United States, and in Halle, Germany. As a result, the 
Jewish Agency is reporting a huge spike in requests to secure Jewish 
centers around the world. It estimates that over the next year $4 
million will be needed to upgrade security in Jewish communities in 
40 countries.  
 In Sweden, for example, anti-Semitic hate crimes rose by 53 
percent to an all-time high, including 280 attacks in 2018. Overall, the 
number of racist assaults in that country jumped by 69 percent since 
2016. 
 Israel’s Strategic Affairs Ministry published a report last month 
which documents more than 100 examples of global BDS activity that 
clearly qualify as anti-Semitic in tone and effect. These includes brute 
intimidation of and discrimination against Jewish (and Israeli) students 
on Western campuses. 
 Fortunately, there is brave pushback underway, indicating that 
many wise observers worldwide understand the treacherous 
implications for Western society of any growth in virulently anti-Israel 
sentiment and expression, as well as raw anti-Semitism. 
 Indeed, the German Bundestag has condemned BDS’s “methods 
and motives” as anti-Semitic. Even the U.N. Special Rapporteur on 
Freedom of Religion or Belief Ahmed Shaheed of the Maldives noted 
in a report to the U.N. Human Rights Council that “there is an 
alarming rise in antisemitism of the extreme left, in which individuals 
claiming to hold anti-racist and anti-imperialist views use anti-Semitic 
narratives or tropes in the course of expressing anger at the policies or 
practices of the Government of Israel.” 
 In a landmark anti-BDS ruling last week, Israel’s High Court of 
Justice sanctioned the deportation from Israel of Omar Shakir, the 
local director of Human Rights Watch, after it determined he had 
supported boycott activity that grossly and broadly delegitimized 
Israel. 
 In an important move in June, the Government of Canada adopted 
the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance’s (IHRA) 
definition of anti-Semitism as part of its anti-racism strategy. 

Hopefully, other countries will follow suit. 
 The IHRA definition explicitly recognizes that anti-Zionism—the 
delegitimization and demonization of the Jewish state—is a clear and 
unequivocal expression of anti-Semitism. According to the IHRA 
definition, Jew-hatred includes applying anti-Semitic slurs to Israel, 
denying the Jewish people’s legitimate right to self-determination, 
accusing Israelis of blood libels and holding Israel to double 
standards. 
 Canadian Prime Minister Justin Trudeau has offered full-throated 
rejection of BDS as well, telling students at Brock University in 
January that BDS runs “against Canadian values,” and that targeting 
Israel for BDS was a form of anti-Semitism. In an earlier speech in 
parliament, he noted that “Jewish students still feel unwelcome and 
uncomfortable on some of our college and university campuses 
because of BDS-related intimidation.” 
 Trudeau specifically referenced Natan Sharansky’s “3-D” rubric, 
which defines demonization, delegitimization and double standards 
against Israel as anti-Semitism. 
 Last week, we enjoyed another reminder that there are many 
righteous non-Jews around the world who embrace and admire Israel, 
and who stand tall in combating BDS and all manifestations of anti-
Semitism. 
 I’m referring specifically to former Canadian Prime Minister 
Stephen Harper, who visited Israel for the dedication of a JNF-KKL 
Visitors Center in the Hula Valley, named in his honor. 
 In a stirring address in Jerusalem, Harper declared his faith in 
Israel “as a beacon of freedom, innovation, culture and security in the 
most troubled and dangerous part of the world.” 
 He went on to acknowledge that “Israel continues to be attacked 
by those who propagate the fanatic ideology of anti-Semitism in its 
many forms.” 
 But Harper proceeded to declare that “while I must tell you that I 
am saddened to admit and to see that such hatred is again on the rise 
in the world, let me also assure you that there are millions of people 
in my country, Canada, not of Jewish faith or background, just as 
there are hundreds of millions more around the world, who join us in 
our admiration of all that Israel has accomplished.” 
 Indeed, throughout his long tenure as Canadian prime minister 
and ever since leaving office, Harper has challenged the world not to 
be complicit in the assault on Israel. 
 In his historic January 2014 speech to the Knesset, Harper spoke 
about the “twisted logic and outright malice” behind BDS. 
 “In the world of diplomacy,” Harper said, “with one, solitary, 
Jewish state and scores of others, it is all too easy ‘to go along to get 
along’ and single out Israel. But such ‘going along to get along,’ is 
not a ‘balanced’ approach, nor a ‘sophisticated’ one; it is, quite 
simply, weak and wrong. Unfortunately, we live in a world where 
that kind of moral relativism runs rampant. And in the garden of such 
moral relativism, the seeds of much more sinister notions can be 
easily planted.” 
 “Think about this: A state, based on freedom, democracy and the 
rule of law, that was founded so Jews can flourish, as Jews, and seek 
shelter from the shadow of the worst racist experiment in history, is 
condemned, and that condemnation is masked in the language of anti-
racism. It is nothing short of sickening,” he said. 
 Harper went on to state that “in much of the Western world, the 
old hatred, crude anti-Semitism, has been translated into more 
sophisticated language for use in polite society. People who would 
never say they hate and blame the Jews for their own failings or the 
problems of the world instead declare their hatred of Israel and blame 
the only Jewish state for the problems of the Middle East.” 
 And in this ugly environment, Harper emphatically concluded, 
“support today for the Jewish State of Israel is more than a moral 
imperative. It is also of strategic importance, a matter of our own 
long-term interests.” As a result, Harper said, “I refuse to single out 
Israel for criticism on the international stage,” insisting that “through 
fire and water Canada will stand by Israel!” 
 Harper’s bold words and actions, then and now, indeed provide 
hope that indeed there are many decent people who view the Jewish 
return to the Land of Israel as a just, meta-historic and ultimately 
uplifting drama; and who will not bow to the Orwellian twisting of 
language and history that habitually pertains to Israel these days. 
(JNS Nov 11) 

 
 
 



Why the Status Quo is the Least Bad Option for Palestinians 
By Evelyn Gordon 
 Even among people who recognize that Israeli-Palestinian peace is 
currently impossible, a growing number think that Israel must 
nevertheless quit the West Bank. Israel has a right to defend itself, 
their argument goes, but not by controlling another people for decades. 
Instead, it should withdraw to the “internationally recognized border” 
and protect itself from there, like other countries do. 
 Forget for a moment that the “internationally recognized border” is 
an arrant fiction. Forget as well that Israel remains in the West Bank 
precisely because defending itself from the 1949 armistice lines (the 
abovementioned fictional border) hasn’t worked very well in either the 
West Bank—from which Israel partially withdrew in the 1990s before 
returning the following decade—or the Gaza Strip.  
 That still leaves another uncomfortable fact: As long as genuine 
peace remains impossible, Israeli control of the West Bank, despite the 
undeniable hardships it causes Palestinians, remains the least bad 
alternative for the Palestinians themselves. As evidence, just compare 
the Israeli-controlled West Bank to Gaza, which has been free of both 
settlers and soldiers since August 2005. By almost any parameter, life 
in the former is far better. 
 Take, for instance, casualties. According to B’Tselem’s statistics, 
Israeli security forces killed 5,706 Palestinians in Gaza from 
September 2005 through August 2019. That’s almost eight times the 
756 killed by Israeli security personnel and settlers combined in the 
West Bank during this period (no Gazans were killed by settlers since 
there are no settlers there). 
 Nor is this surprising. Israel’s control of the West Bank means that 
suspected terrorists can often be arrested rather than killed, though 
shootouts (with attendant collateral damage) do occur. But in Gaza, 
where Israel has no troops, it can’t arrest terrorists. Thus the only way 
to fight terror is through military action, which naturally produces 
many more casualties among both combatants and civilians. 
 Seemingly more surprising is that the number of Palestinians 
killed by other Palestinians is also much higher in Gaza. According to 
B’Tselem, there have been 520 such deaths in Gaza since September 
2005, more than 20 times the number in the West Bank (25). But this 
isn’t surprising either because the same terrorists who kill Israelis 
often turn on Palestinians from rival organizations. Thus Israel’s arrest 
of terrorists in the West Bank has the side effect of reducing 
internecine Palestinian violence there. 
 No less dramatic is the economic difference between the 
territories. The first-quarter unemployment rate in Gaza was 46 
percent, almost triple the West Bank’s rate of 16 percent. One 
contributing factor is that while one-sixth of employed West Bankers 
work in Israel or the settlements, almost no Gazans do. Moreover, 
Gaza’s median daily wage was just 42 shekels ($12), less than half the 
West Bank median of 100 shekels ($28) and less than a fifth of the 
median earned by Palestinians in Israel and the settlements at 250 
shekels ($71.50). Thus it’s no surprise that fully three-quarters of 
Gazans wish Israel would provide them with more jobs. 
 These two factors, combined with fewer wars and greater access to 
the Israeli market, have also helped boost the West Bank’s per capita 
gross domestic product to three times Gaza’s ($1,025 versus $343 in 
the second quarter). And, of course, Gaza has astronomically higher 
poverty rates: In 2017, the last year for which the Palestinian Bureau 
of Statistics published poverty data, Gaza’s poverty rate of 53 percent 
was more than triple the West Bank’s 14 percent. 
 But while Israel is a major cause of these differences, it isn’t the 
only one. So would its departure really turn the West Bank into 
another Gaza? Unfortunately, the answer is yes—for many of the same 
reasons that Gaza looks like it does today. 
 First, the most likely scenario is that Hamas would take over the 
West Bank just as it took over Gaza. That’s the Israeli defense 
establishment’s assessment, and it’s also Palestinian Authority leader 
Mahmoud Abbas’s assessment, which is precisely why he has 
continued security cooperation with Israel despite its unpopularity 
among the Palestinian public. Ever since Hamas ousted him from Gaza 
in a one-week civil war in 2007, Abbas has recognized both that the 
Islamist organization is the greatest threat to his rule and that the Israel 
Defense Forces are his main protection against it. 
 Yet even if Hamas didn’t take power, an Israeli pullout would 
almost certainly produce a significant upsurge of terror from the West 
Bank. First, as noted, the IDF does most of the counterterrorism work, 
and there’s no evidence that P.A. forces would be capable of 
suppressing Hamas without Israel’s help. 

 Second, while Abbas does fight Hamas and Islamic Jihad, he has 
shown little interest in fighting non-Islamist terrorists, including 
elements of his own Fatah party and smaller groups like the Popular 
Front for the Liberation of Palestine. Moreover, many of his likely 
successors in Fatah are even more supportive of terror than the 83-
year-old Abbas (who both funds and incites it). Thus without the 
IDF, terror from non-Islamist groups would also rise. 
 Israel would obviously treat escalating terror from the West Bank 
no differently than it treats terror from Gaza. That means periodic 
military operations, with all the attendant casualties. It also means 
restrictions on dual-use imports, exports to Israel, Palestinians 
working in Israel, use of Israeli ports and airports, etc., which would 
have the same devastating effect on the West Bank’s economy as 
they have had on Gaza. 
 Granted, a post-pullout West Bank could presumably develop 
greater economic ties with other countries. But its only other 
neighbor, Jordan, is a poor substitute for Israel, which currently buys 
80 percent of the P.A.’s exports. With an economy one-ninth the size 
of Israel’s and an unemployment rate of 19 percent, Jordan simply 
lacks the capacity to absorb the quantity of Palestinian exports and 
workers that Israel does. 
 In short, an Israeli pullout from the West Bank under current 
conditions would lead to much higher Palestinian casualties and a 
devastated Palestinian economy, just as the 2005 withdrawal from 
Gaza did. As unsatisfying as the status quo is, it’s hard to see how 
turning the West Bank into a second Gaza would be an improvement. 
(JNS Nov 13) 

 
 
UNRWA is in Trouble     By Rachel Avraham   
 The mandate of UNRWA, the UN agency operating in 59 refugee 
camps in Jordan, Syria, Lebanon, the West Bank, Jerusalem and 
Gaza, is set to have its mandate renewed next week at the UN 
General Assembly in New York.  Nevertheless, what makes this a big 
deal now is that UNRWA Commissioner Pierre Krahenbuhl just 
resigned over “managerial issues.” 
 Krahenbuhl’s resignation came after an internal UN report found 
that mismanagement of UNRWA led to “sexual misconduct, 
nepotism, discrimination, retaliation and other abuses of authority for 
personal gain in order to suppress dissent and to otherwise achieve 
their personal objectives.” This internal report prompted Belgium, the 
Netherlands and Switzerland to stop funding UNRWA, after the US 
had already stopped funding the international humanitarian 
organization. 
 Furthermore, according to four recent reports conducted by the 
Center for Near East Policy Research and published by the Meir 
Amit Intelligence and Information Center, the textbooks utilized in 
the UNRWA schools today utilize a curriculum that prepares students 
for war.  Israel does not exist in the PA schoolbooks used by 
UNRWA. The term “beautiful” found in these textbooks is defined as 
a “shahid,” meaning martyr.  Four UNRWA textbooks glorify Dalal 
Mughrabi, a Palestinian female terrorist who murdered over 30 men, 
women and children.  In these textbooks, Newton’s law of physics is 
demonstrated with a picture of an Arab firing a slingshot at IDF 
soldiers.  And a 2016 textbook for 3rd graders that is still in use by 
UNRWA proclaimed: "And I shall remove the usurper from my 
country and shall exterminate the foreigners' scattered remnants." 
 Even UNRWA has acknowledged that some of the PA textbooks 
utilized in UNRWA schools incite hatred: “About 4-5 percent of the 
material in the PA textbooks has been found to not be in line with UN 
values.”  However, while UNRWA claims that their teachers have 
found a way to get around problematic sections in PA textbooks, their 
claims appear suspect when UN Watch published a report claiming 
that UNRWA staff members and teachers regularly share anti-
Semitic and pro-terrorist content on social media. 
 Despite the grave allegations against UNRWA, Peter Mulrean, 
director of UNRWA’s office in New York City, did not seem too 
concerned about the contents of the internal UN report regarding 
UNRWA’s misconduct: “UNRWA conducts regular self-evaluations 
to ensure cost-effectiveness and efficiency so that we can improve 
our work. A recent review of the Agency conducted by the 
Multilateral Organization Performance Assessment Network 
(MOPAN), funded in part by the United States, concluded, ‘UNRWA 
in 2018 is an organization that is competent, resilient and resolute. Its 
way of working and the results it is achieving in a resource-
constrained environment reflect a well-managed organization that 



delivers.’” 
 Although the Swiss Embassy in Israel declined to comment on 
why they stopped funding UNRWA, the Netherlands Embassy in 
Israel begged to differ on the seriousness of the charges against 
UNRWA: “There was regret and concern regarding the allegations of 
misconduct, sexual abuse and all forms of misconduct.  In response to 
the recent allegations of misconduct, we decided to wait for the UN 
Office of Independent Inspection to reach its conclusions and to 
suspend our core contributions to UNRWA.  We stressed the 
importance of a thorough and independent investigation and the 
prompt publication of its results.  The investigation will have to 
demonstrate to what extent the findings from the internal report of the 
UNRWA ethics committee are correct.” 
 A US State Department official concurred, emphasizing that 
UNRWA is beyond repair: “The U.S. views on UNRWA are clear.  As 
we have said, the fundamental business model and fiscal practices that 
have marked UNRWA for years – tied to UNRWA’s endlessly and 
exponentially expanding community of beneficiaries – are simply 
unsustainable and the organization has been in crisis mode for many 
years. The United States will not commit further funding to this 
irredeemably flawed operation.” 
 A spokesman for the German Federal Foreign Office declared that 
although they support the renewal of the UNRWA mandate in its 
existing form, they still have “been in active dialogue with UNRWA 
on issues such as organizational, budgetary and policy reform and 
standards of service. This also includes an active dialogue regarding 
school curricula as well as possible suspicions of non-compliance with 
UN values by individual UNRWA staff members. In cases of non-
compliance, Germany calls for clarification and appropriate measures 
within the UN rules and regulations.” 
 However, other UNRWA donor nations seemed less bothered by 
the allegations against UNRWA.   The Danish Foreign Ministry 
declared, “The EU and its member states are proud to support 
UNRWA's work in providing essential services to Palestine refugees, 
which should be seen as an inseparable part of our effort to reach a 
negotiated two-state solution and a lasting peace between Israel and 
the Palestinians.  The EU and its member states are collectively the 
largest contributors to UNRWA.”  The Danish Foreign Ministry 
denied any allegations of corruption: “UNRWA has rigorous processes 
and mechanisms in place for the implementation and enforcement of 
its rules, regulations and policies relating to UN neutrality.” 
 While the Danish Foreign Ministry and UNRWA’s denial of the 
issues at hand is apparent, America’s isolationist approach will do 
nothing more than lead to other non-democratic forces taking over 
UNRWA, which will only exasperate the issues at hand.  Since 
UNRWA’s mandate renewal depends upon a UN General Assembly 
resolution, it is not realistic that UNRWA will simply disappear 
because that is what US President Donald Trump wants.   Therefore, it 
would be much more effective for pro-democratic nations like the US 
to utilize their donations to UNRWA in order to ensure that the 
corruption, sexual abuse, ethical misconduct and war curriculum 
within the international humanitarian organization comes to an end.  If 
donor nations apply enough pressure, this is within the realm of the 
possible.  However, it simply won’t happen if America continues to 
promote an isolationist foreign policy.   (Israel Hayom Nov 12) 

 
 
How to Inspire Love for Israel in the Next Generation 
By Ilana Sherrington-Hoffman    
 While on a speaking tour abroad, a Holocaust survivor told me his 
heartbreaking story and explained with tears of joy why Israel is a 
living miracle. The tears turned into ones of sadness when he shared 
that his only son, born when he was 50 years old, is a prominent anti-
Israel activist on campus supporting the delegitimization of Israel’s 
right to exist. The sad reality where these two stories can follow each 
other speaks volumes on how values have changed between 
generations. 
 It is a sad but natural fact that the further away a point of time in 
history is, the further it is from hearts and minds. As the last survivors 
die, with no living testimony, the memory of the Holocaust and 
lessons learned will join the pool of age-old horrific times, 
remembered more out of respect than pertinency. When was the last 
time you felt deeply connected remembering the Jewish ghettos 
imposed by Rome in the 16th century? We must wake up to the fact 
that history has an expiration date when it comes to resonating with the 
younger generation. 

 It’s true that to us children and grandchildren of those who 
survived persecution, Zionism as a national movement for Jewish 
self-determination is still a necessity with which we identify. After 
all, it was not long ago that our grandparents were murdered for their 
Judaism. But can the same be said of those who were born into a 
reality where a Jewish state already exists? How does Zionism 
continue to be a relevant ideal when its main goal has already been 
fulfilled? What is left for the following generations to aspire to? 
 Throw into the mix the simple fact that Israel is not perfect; 
dealing with astronomic strategic threats on one hand, but also 
struggling with considerable flaws on the other. And Israel’s failings, 
similar to those which exist in many other countries, receive attention 
that does not exist for other countries. This makes the “miracle” 
perception of Israel a tough one to swallow. Concerted efforts by the 
anti-Israel movement on mainstream platforms, while largely 
misleading, further exaggerate Israel’s imperfections. If we are not 
prepared to educate the next generation about Israel as a very real 
country – imperfect but still outstandingly inspiring – we will see 
more youths becoming disenchanted with an Israel that does not live 
up to impossible expectations. 
 Young people today may not connect to Israel in the same way as 
those who lived in a pre-Israel reality. This is something that, as 
educators and parents, we often fail to recognize and address. We 
need to find compelling ways to inspire young people today about 
Israel, to be affected by its destiny. 
 So how do we instill a love for Israel in the next generation, when 
the power of an emotional past is no longer a compelling notion? 
How do you inspire a strong bond with a very honest perception of 
what Israel really is? 
 In order for history not to fade from memory along with 
everything our parents and grandparents held dear, it is our (the 
people you are speaking about here) responsibility to keep it alive; 
not only to learn our family’s history and connection to Israel, but to 
impart that knowledge in a profound way. I was raised hearing in 
detail about my great-grandfather losing his family in the Holocaust; 
that my grandfather was persecuted by the authorities in Iraq. I know 
the stories of my husband’s family from Iran and that my children are 
fourth-generation Jerusalemite. All these experiences are not just 
history to me – they informed my connection to Israel and my desire 
to stand up for its right to exist. 
Firsthand experience 
 If you want someone to care about something, they need to be 
familiar with it. Expose them to Israel – the people, the culture. 
Travel Israel, whether you live here or visit (even Israelis could travel 
more in their own country). Make memories, create something they 
can refer to in later points of life. 
Complexity is key 
 If you can show that Israel cannot be understood in simple terms, 
even if simplicity is the mind’s aspiration, you will better represent a 
notion of Israel that is rooted in reality. It is very real that is Israel can 
be both modern and historic, progressive and conservative, Eastern 
and Western, secular and religious, Jerusalem and Tel Aviv. 
Be open to questions – and to criticism 
 Don’t be afraid to criticize Israel; it doesn’t mean you don’t love 
it. And don’t be afraid of their criticism – encourage it. Let them 
explore it, but do so together. Criticism can only help to strengthen 
their connection and identity, as it will have been tried and tested 
rather than passed on by their elders. Moreover, encourage them not 
just to criticize – but also to be the change they want to see in Israel. 
Vote, participate, start movements, be involved. 
The bigger picture 
 Being pro-Israel does not mean agreeing with every policy of the 
Israeli government. In the democracy that is Israel, policies can 
change daily. You can be critical of issues like Israel’s handling of 
ongoing conflicts, the Nation-State Law and racism while having a 
deep love for your country and standing up to efforts to delegitimize 
it. Democracies are inherently imperfect, but it is their ability to work 
on those flaws – rather than the existence of the flaws themselves – 
that should be judged. 
 Rise to the challenge. Shape a perception of Israel that is based 
on today rather than reliant on the romance of the past. Let’s allow 
our children to shape their own connections to Israel, while inspiring 
them with our own. As someone said long ago: “If you will it – it is 
no dream.”   (Jerusalem Post Nov 11) 
The writer is the director of operations at StandWithUs Israel.  

 


