
תולדות פרשת ש״קע   
II Rosh Chodesh Kislev 5779    
November 9, 2018 
Issue number 1219 

   
Jerusalem 4:04 
Toronto 4:41 
 

Events… 

 
Wednesday, November 21, 8pm 
 An Evening with Hillel Fuld – Sharing the Story of Ari Fuld HY”D, 
at Chabad @Flamingo. 

 
 

Commentary… 

 
Did Israelis Err in Backing Trump after Pittsburgh?     
By Jonathan S. Tobin 

For those who have spent recent years lamenting the growing 
disconnect between Israel and the Diaspora, the days after the Pittsburgh 
shooting provided more proof of what they have been claiming. Some 
Americans believe that Israelis and their leaders—particularly, Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu—don’t understand the feelings, concerns or 
the fears of American Jews. 

Until now, that dispute has for the most part rested on disagreements 
about the peace process and the ongoing argument about religious pluralism 
in Israel. But in the wake of the horrific 11 deaths of Jewish worshippers in 
Pittsburgh, a separate argument may have become the biggest bone of 
contention between the two communities: how they regard U.S. President 
Donald Trump. 

The vast majority of American Jews are loyal Democrats and political 
liberals, and would oppose any Republican. But Trump’s populism and 
incendiary rhetoric, in which he flouts both political correctness and the 
normal conventions of leadership, put him beyond the pale for liberals. 
Most importantly, they think his focus on illegal immigration and his 
willingness to brand it as a threat fans the flames of hatred. They also 
believe that his inconsistent stands about the far-right—principally, his 
equivocal reaction to last year’s neo-Nazi march in Charlottesville, Va.—
has emboldened extremists, and directly or indirectly led to the slaughter at 
a Pittsburgh synagogue. 
 As former Anti-Defamation League executive director Abe Foxman 
said last week, Trump is “not an anti-Semite,” but he is “a part of the 
problem.” That led New York Times columnist Bret Stephens to conclude 
that the throngs of GOP voters who cheer for the president at his rallies may 
be different from the alt-right extremists who plot and carry out violence, 
but “not altogether different.” Stephens sees the relationship between the 
Trump-led Republican Party and lunatic murderers like Robert Bowers as 
analogous to that between the political activists of the Muslim Brotherhood 
and the terrorists of Al Qaeda. In his words, “the former generally 
committed to working within the political system, the latter to destroying it, 
yet both profoundly hostile to the values animating open societies.” 
 If that’s how you see Trump and his supporters, then it’s no wonder that 
Stephens concluded by writing, “The blood that flowed in Pittsburgh is on 
his [Trump’s] hands also.” 
 Trump may be guilty of helping coarsen the tone of American 
discourse, and extremists may applaud his open hostility to illegal 
immigration and worries about foreign threats. But the willingness of a 
usually sober writer like Stephens to characterize so many law-abiding 
Americans who—whatever your political differences with them or distaste 
for their flyover country mores—don’t deserve to be peremptorily 
dismissed as racists, let alone foes of American liberty, says a lot about the 
level of polarization in our society. 
 Yet as outrageous as those assertions might be, a significant number of 
American Jews probably agree with them. 
 So when Israel’s government indicated that their attitude towards 
Trump was unchanged, the reaction was predictable. The sight of Israeli 
Ambassador Ron Dermer at Trump’s side when he made a condolence call 
at the site of the massacre outraged many of the president’s detractors. 
Dermer’s decision to lend Trump cover during the visit led Haaretz 
correspondent Alison Kaplan Sommer to claim it was something 
“American Jews may never forgive.” 
 Israel’s Minister of Education and Diaspora Affairs Naftali Bennett, 
who went to Pittsburgh to attend some of the funerals of the shooting 
victims, later told the Council on Foreign Relations that he disagreed that 

there was a link 
between the 
president’s rhetoric 
and Pittsburgh. He also dismissed 
analogies between Trump’s America 
and Weimar Republic Germany. 
 Sommer quoted with approval the 
response from Edward Bleier, an 86-
year-old American Jewish 
philanthropist who claimed Trump’s 

behavior and his use of the “America First” slogan to describe his foreign 
policy did remind him of Nazis. Henry Siegman, a bitter critic of Israel, 
told Bennett to his face that he had no right to tell American Jews what to 
think about Trump. 
 The gap between Israeli opinion and that of American Jews on Trump 
was highlighted by an American Jewish Committee survey published in 
June. Israelis view the president solely through the prism of his support for 
them. American Jews who are not single-issue voters on Israel regard 
other issues as more important. 
 There is an argument to be made for Israelis who resent Diaspora Jews 
telling them what to do to be as reticent about giving advice to Americans. 
 Yet those who criticized Netanyahu for his willingness to quarrel with 
President Barack Obama are in no position to declare his support for a 
friendlier president to be foolish. For the Israelis to dump Trump at a 
moment when he was trying to stand together with both an afflicted 
American Jewish community and the Jewish state makes no sense. 
 Israeli attitudes towards American Jews on issues like pluralism are 
often tone-deaf and self-defeating. But in this case, distance gives them 
the luxury of perspective that those immersed in our hyper-partisan battles 
have lost. Any act of anti-Semitic violence, especially one as horrific as 
Pittsburgh, is one too many. But claims of a Trump-fueled surge in anti-
Semitism are simply false. Whatever you may think of Trump, he is not a 
harbinger of a new Third Reich, and America remains a place where Jews 
are accepted as they have never been anywhere else in the history of the 
Diaspora. 
 Anyone who witnessed, as I did, so many non-Jewish Americans 
showing up in synagogues this past Shabbat to show their solidarity can’t 
really believe that Jews are isolated, or that the overwhelming majority of 
their fellow citizens aren’t as appalled by Pittsburgh as they were. 
 Israelis may not know much about American Jews, but they aren’t 
wrong to regard hysteria, as opposed to reasoned opposition, about Trump 
with dismay. In this case, it may take an outsider to understand that 
analogies to the Nazis or the Muslim Brotherhood—let alone talk about 
him having blood on his hands—is a function of political disagreements 
that shouldn’t be allowed to intrude into the discussion about anti-
Semitism.   (JNS Nov 5) 

 
 

Who Speaks for the Democrats on Israel?       By Jonathan S. Tobin 
Have radicals taken over the Democratic Party? The victories of some 

self-described “socialists” and other left-wing individual candidates in 
some highly publicized races this year might lead you to think the answer 
is “yes.” 
 The growing number of critics and outright opponents of Israel among 
party activists has been a concern for several years. Their increasing 
prominence has added to the worries of those who worry the Democrats 
could be going the way of Britain’s Labor Party, which has fallen under 
the control of radical anti-Zionists, as well as an open anti-Semite like 
their leader Jeremy Corbyn. 

But instead of panicking at the prospect of a House of Representatives 
controlled by the Democrats in 2019, those fearing for the future of the 
U.S.-Israel alliance should calm down. While the next two years promises 
to be one of escalating conflict between the Democrats and U.S. President 
Donald Trump, Israel won’t be part of the argument. Just as important, the 
election results gave far more comfort to those who wish to keep the 
Democrats as part of a bipartisan pro-Israel coalition than those who want 
to break it up. 

Rashida Tlaib will become the first Palestinian-American to serve in 
Congress. Tlaib, who will represent a suburban district outside of Detroit 
with a large Arab-American population, is an avowed opponent of Israel’s 
existence and a supporter of the BDS movement. She will find a kindred 
spirit in fellow freshman Democrat Ilhan Omar, who will be first Somali-
American in Congress when she takes the oath to represent Minneapolis. 
Omar is a fierce critic of Israel, who has called it an “evil” country that has 
“hypnotized the world”—a standard anti-Semitic meme—and an 
“apartheid regime.” 
 Both are allied with Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, a socialist who will 
represent Queens, N.Y. Ocasio-Cortez said she wanted to end the 
“occupation of Palestine,” though she didn’t seem able to say whether that 
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meant the West Bank or, as Palestinians define the term, all of Israel. 
 This trio of congressional newcomers is also allied with the Women’s 
March, whose leaders combine anti-Zionism with a soft spot for anti-
Semitic hate-monger Louis Farrakhan, head of the Nation of Islam. 
 We can expect them to unite with other Democrats to undermine the 
U.S.-Israel alliance, such as the dozens who signed letters last year 
championed by figures such as Sens. Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) and Elizabeth 
Warren (D-Mass.) calling for the lifting of the blockade of the terrorist 
Hamas regime that rules Gaza. 
 Intersectional ideology, which falsely analogizes the Palestinian war on 
Israel’s existence with the struggle for civil rights in the United States, has 
become fashionable in progressive circles. But those running the 
Democratic caucus are still firmly in the pro-Israel camp. 
 House Democratic leader Rep. Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.)—and the 
presumptive Speaker of the House next year—has been a fairly reliable 
friend of Israel, though not necessarily a fan of the Netanyahu government. 
The No. 2 Democrat in the House, current Minority Whip Rep. Steny 
Hoyer (D-Md.) is an even more ardent supporter of Israel who has done his 
best over the years to keep left-wing members of his caucus in line with 
respect to the Middle East. 

Some of the Democrats who will run powerful House committees, such 
as Rep. Maxine Waters (D-Calif.), are not friendly to Israel. But her 
leadership of the Financial Services Committee probably won’t cause any 
trouble for it. 
 On the other hand, other veteran Democrats are in a position to bolster 
the alliance. 
 The current ranking minority member and presumptive chair next year 
of the House Foreign Affairs Committee is Rep. Eliot Engel, who 
represents the Bronx, N.Y. Engel’s views about the Middle East could be 
fairly described as aligning perfectly with the Likud Party in Israel. He is 
the last person who would champion an attempt to reverse Trump’s 
policies, such as cutting back U.S. aid to the Palestinian Authority to force 
them to cease subsidizing terrorists. 
 The new chair of the powerful House Appropriations committee is 
likely to be Rep. Nita Lowey (D-N.Y.), another reliable pro-Israel 
legislator. 
 Just as important is the fact that left-wing foes of Israel received some 
sharp setbacks in the midterms. 
 Despite the general swing towards the Democrats in Virginia, anti-
Israel propagandist Leslie Cockburn failed to win a vulnerable Republican-
held seat for the Democrats. Scott Wallace, a left-wing philanthropist who 
had funded BDS causes, also failed to capitalize on anti-Trump sentiment in 
his effort to flip a Republican seat to the Democrats in the Philadelphia 
suburbs. 
 Democrats expanded their numbers throughout the country, but those 
who ran as unabashed progressives, rather than as moderates in districts and 
states that were not deep blue, generally failed. Indeed, while the 
gubernatorial contest in Florida was more of a test of the lingering appeal of 
the Trump brand, it was also one that pitted a fervent ally of Israel in Rep. 
Ron DeSantis (who eked out a win) against Tallahassee Mayor Andrew 
Gillum, who had ties to groups that are critical of Israel. 
 It remains to be seen whether Democrats will conclude that the mistake 
in Florida and other races was nominating left-wingers, and now look for a 
presidential nominee in 2020 who is more of a moderate, rather than one 
who can appeal to the anti-Israel intersectional crowd on the left. But as 
much as people like Ocasio-Cortez, Tlaib and Omar will get publicity for 
their cause, the fact remains that most congressional Democrats will be 
counted among Israel’s friends. Alongside a Republican caucus that is 
nearly unanimous in its support for the Jewish state, it creates a political 
atmosphere that is still very friendly to Israel. 
 The future of the Democratic Party with respect to Israel is by no means 
assured as the party shifts to the left. But for the present, the radical anti-
Israel faction remains in the minority, at least as far as Congress is 
concerned. It will be up to pro-Israel liberals to make sure it stays that way.   
(JNS Nov 7) 

 
 

Painting Iran into a Corner         By Yoav Limor 
 The U.S. sanctions imposed on Iran as of Monday are an additional, 
vital step in the West's long struggle to curb the ayatollah regime's nuclear, 
territorial and religious aspirations.  
 This battle has been going on for more than two decades at a changing 
pace, combining a variety of economic, diplomatic, operational, and media-
oriented measures. Throughout this period, Iran has repeatedly defied and 
defrauded the international community and has only suspended its nuclear 
work twice: after the U.S. invasion of Iraq in 2003, and with the 
formulation of the nuclear agreement in 2015. 
 In both cases, Iran's leaders felt the noose was tightening around their 
necks and sought to ensure the regime's survival. In 2003, Iran believed that 
after the U.S. wars in Afghanistan and Iraq it would be next, and in 2015, it 
really only agreed to the nuclear deal when the vast economic sanctions 
threatened to completely overwhelm the Iranian economy. 
 This is also the undeclared goal of the current round of sanctions: to 
push the Iranian leadership into a corner and force it to make different 
decisions. 
 There are those in the United States and Israel that hope that the 

growing economic pressure in Iran will topple the regime but, despite 
recent unrest on the street, that scenario seems far-fetched.  The Islamic 
republic is strong, and the current momentum is not enough to rattle it.  
 The new round of sanctions is different from those that were imposed 
up to 2015, as they are solely American. Europe, Russia and China have 
not joined the American efforts, which therefore cannot encompass the 
Iranian banking sector as a whole.  
 It is likely that Iran will try to maintain its economy in the near future 
on the basis of cash transactions and foreign currency, all while looking 
for loopholes or partners that will enable its economic survival. 
 This, however, is a tall order. The European effort to formulate ways 
to bypass the American sanctions is likely to fail because it is doubtful that 
any Western company would prefer to deal with Iran over the U.S. On the 
other hand, Russia has the potential to undermine the American effort if it 
agrees to export Iranian oil and deliver the proceeds in cash.  
 Still, even this type of move would fall grossly short of saving the 
Iranian economy, which has yet to recover for the crippling, pre-2015 
sanctions.  
 As always, it is the Iranian citizens who will pay the price. 
Washington and Jerusalem hope that the sanctions will affect wider circles 
supported by the Tehran, namely Syria, Hezbollah in Lebanon, Hamas in 
the Gaza Strip, and the Houthi rebels in Yemen.  
 This will not happen automatically and without a clash between 
extremists and moderates in Iran, but the ayatollahs will soon have to 
decide between their desire to export the Islamic Revolution or investing 
their resources domestically to appease the Iranian people. 
 This is good news for Israel. If Iran opts for the path of war, it would 
expose its true colors even to the biggest skeptics. If it opts to withdraw, 
its regional proxies would become less of a threat, as reducing terrorism 
financing means fewer weapons, less training and, as a result, diminished 
motivation to embark on war-like adventures.  
 Tehran most likely hopes to weather the storm until such time as a 
new American president is elected, but its ability to do so is doubtful. This 
will force the ayatollahs to choose between violating the 2015 deal 
completely and – based on the North Korean precedent – make a mad dash 
for a nuclear weapon in hopes that it would grant it immunity, or negotiate 
a less convenient agreement that would allow its economy to recover.  
 As far as Israel is concerned, such an agreement must be far broader 
than the one devised in 2015. It would have to include not only the nuclear 
program, but also significant restrictions on the development of long-range 
ballistic missiles and Iran's involvement in terrorism and the 
destabilization of the Middle East.  
 To date, talks of such negotiations have proved nothing but rumors, 
but it is likely that intermediaries will soon emerge to promote the idea. 
The more pressure Tehran feels over the new U.S. sanctions, the more 
eager it will be to reach a compromise to lift them.   (Israel Hayom Nov 5) 
 

 
The Left has Abandoned Truth     By Haim Shine 

The memorial rally for slain Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin on 
Saturday quickly became a display of hatred and incitement. The sound of 
horns replaced the silence that would have been appropriate to 
commemorate one of the country's senior sons, a fighter in the pre-state 
Palmach Zionist militia, IDF chief of staff in the 1967 Six-Day War, and 
elected prime minister. 
 Instead, the memorial rally is a tool for slamming the Right and its 
leadership, a pathetic political, sectoral and patronizing rally that tramples 
on Rabin's legacy. The Left has misappropriated Rabin's legacy to the 
point that one could be forgiven for believing he headed the Meretz party, 
belonged to rights group B'Tselem, and supported Peace Now and the 
Joint Arab List. Rabin's vision, character and legacy, and the terrible way 
in which he was killed, have all been refashioned to serve a narrative he 
would have found foreign. 
 The left-wing rally at Tel Aviv's Rabin Square was just another 
expression of the technology of social destruction by radical left-wing 
agitator Henry Mintzberg, the first person to establish and maintain 
solidarity organizations and weeping rallies. The desperate Israeli Left is 
trying to act according to Mintzberg's recommendations to encourage 
societal division and ensure deep wounds remain wide open. It is a real 
shame that the memorial events for Rabin have been co-opted to this end. 
 The Israeli Left has been at a low point for some 40 years. The public 
is learning to distance itself from the Left's opportunistic leadership, which 
moves from party to party, each time selling goods it simply doesn't have. 
One former prime minister the media loves to quote is almost pitiful. 
There is no vision, no path, no truth to speak of. Under these 
circumstances, all that remains is to use this terrible murder the same way 
Zionist leader Haim Arlosoroff's murder was used 85 years ago. 
 The number of people who attend the rally drops from year to year. 
Within a few years, it will likely become a small family affair. Most of 
Israel's citizens came to understand the cynical way in which the rally was 
being used some time ago and simply avoid it. Not even the top Israeli 
artists who performed at the rally were enough to draw an audience to this 
event. Every right-wing minister or lawmaker who participates in this type 
of memorial rally is making a serious mistake. Instead of appreciating 
their good will, an appearance at the rally is perceived by members of the 
Left as an apology from the Right for something it never did. There is no 



reason to play into the Left's hypocritical hands. 
 For the sake of historical accuracy, we should mention that Rabin called 
the Association for Civil Rights in Israel the Association for Hamas Rights 
in Israel. He said that a Palestinian state between Israel and Jordan would 
be a cancer in the heart of the Middle East and that if Israel gave then-PLO 
Chairman Yasser Arafat a state, he would take the entire country with it. 
 In a speech to high school students in 1995, Rabin said, "If they were to 
tell us the price of peace would be ceding a unified Jerusalem, we would 
relinquish peace." 
 One of Rabin's most famous statements was: "I have no property. I have 
only dreams to bequeath the next generations a better, more conciliatory 
world, a world that is pleasant to inhabit. That is not too much." 
 If those who love Rabin want to sanctify his memory and bring him 
into millennia of historic Jewish legacy, they would be wise to adopt his 
spiritual will and stop destroying the remaining glue that holds us together 
as one people in one homeland.    (Israel Hayom Nov 5) 
 

 
Saudi Arabia is Still a Partner      By Eyal Zisser 

In a flash, Saudi Arabia has gone from courted to ostracized, shunned 
on the international stage. In Israel, too, some are calling to keep Saudi 
Arabia at arm's length because it fails to meet the ethical standards 
separating the world's dark dictatorships and enlightened Western countries, 
and because it has shown itself, in retrospect, to be a flimsy ally in times of 
crisis. 
 The veritable public "lynching" of Saudi Arabia is not without 
hypocrisy, especially because the leader of the mob, Turkish President 
Recep Tayyip Erdogan, has single-handedly wiped out democracy and 
journalistic freedom in his own country. What we are seeing, therefore, is 
the capriciousness and power games the Turkish president so enjoys and 
which form the basis for his rather unsuccessful foreign policy. 
 Herein lies the problem. In a "prefect world" Turkey, as a country that 
looks ahead, should have steered the region in the face of its many 
challenges and been a trustworthy ally to the Americans. No less 
importantly, it should have functioned as the anchor for a regional 
campaign against Iran. Erdogan, however, chose to distance himself from 
the Sunni Arab countries, such as Saudi Arabia and Egypt, and debilitated 
his relations with Israel to new lows. 
 The Saudis have had to fill the vacuum left behind by Turkey. They 
haven't balked at facing the Iranians and their allies, even when the U.S. 
administration turned them a cold shoulder. 
 As a country, Saudi Arabia has its fair share of problems and there's 
credence to the claim that it's weaker than it outwardly appears. Attempts to 
depict the Saudis and the other Persian Gulf states as omnipotent regional 
powers – whose rapprochement with Israel will solve all their problems and 
allow them to form a powerful front against Iran, and perhaps even help 
forge a peace deal with the Palestinians – are hyperbolic. 
 Similar to Jordan under former King Hussein though, Saudi Arabia also 
has considerable strength. Perhaps some officials in Washington or Europe 
wish the West's regional interests were aligned with Iran, as was the case 
when it was ruled by the Shah. But today Iran is Russia's ally, serving and 
advancing its regional aspirations and expansion, while Turkey is 
dependent on the whims of its frantic, reactionary president. 
 On the other end, Saudi Arabia's conduct projects stability and 
continuity. With all due respect, or not, to Crown Prince Mohammed Bin 
Salman, he presides over a system that has never allowed one single person 
to lead it and has been able to balance out the impulses of its rulers. 
 The ever-growing relationship between Israel and Saudi Arabia must be 
viewed from a sober perspective. We shouldn't overstate the supposed 
power the kingdom projects, but we also shouldn't downplay the sources of 
its strength. As of now, Israel and the United States don't have another 
partner in the region, not one as reliable and stable as Saudi Arabia. 
 The Saudis erred in assassinating journalist Jamal Khashoggi on 
Turkish soil, and as a result they are now the "criminal of the day" and 
communal punching bag. The punches, however, won't turn Saudi Arabia, 
like many other places in the world for that matter, into a bastion of 
journalistic freedom and human rights. Quite the opposite, they will only 
bolster regional forces such as Iran, which hasn't only killed journalists and 
members of the opposition, but recently half a million Syrians as well; in 
addition to its machinations toward Israel, which it has made abundantly 
clear. Israel, therefore, would do well to use its influence, particularly in the 
U.S., to help resolve the current fallout between Saudi Arabia and the West.   
(Israel Hayom Nov 5) 
 

 
Pushing Iran to its Breaking Point       By Abraham Ben-Zvi 
 This Monday, one day before midterm elections in the U.S., the second 
round of economic sanctions will be imposed on Iran as a result of the 
Trump administration's withdrawal from the nuclear deal in May 2018. 
These sanctions will comprise a wide range of economic and financial 
measures, intended primarily at decreasing the regime's oil exports and 
financial transactions via the country's central bank to a bare minimum. 
Consequently, the Trump administration hopes to inch the regime closer to 
its breaking point and threshold of willingness to accept the inevitable and 
radically alter its "operational code" – whether in regard to its plans and 
ambitions for its nuclear and ballistic missile programs or its far-reaching 

and unrelenting subversive activities across the Middle East. 
 In contrast to early prognostications, whereby Iran is expected to 
retaliate swiftly, defiantly and provocatively to the newly imposed 
sanctions, U.S. President Donald Trump notched another win in his favor 
by deterring the Iranian adversary from breaking the rules of the game and 
heading for a head-on, perilous collision with the American superpower. 
With that, the regime still hasn't shown any signs it is ready to temper its 
fanatical positions or sponsorship of terrorist groups such as Hezbollah 
and Hamas. 
 The main reason for this is the regime's disposition and willingness to 
continue paying an increasing price for its intransigence (particularly in 
light of the country's plummeting currency and soaring cost of living) – 
but also the limited nature of the sanctions apparatus. Not only are they 
not a declaration of all-out economic war by the administration; other key 
players in the international arena, such as China and India, still don't fully 
support this strategy. 
 Moreover, although the threat of punishment continues to deter large 
corporations from Europe, Japan and South Korea from making wide-
ranging deals with Iran, countries in the European Union have recently 
created a joint system to bypass the sanctions and continue doing business 
with Tehran. To be sure, the sanctions campaign is far from its full 
potential and illustrates the difficulties still preventing hermetic, 
comprehensive enforcement. All this being said, and although it's hard to 
assume these harsher American sanctions will trigger an immediate 
diplomatic breakthrough without broad international consensus regarding 
their breadth and scope, the new sanctions package is significant and 
potentially potent, very much in the image of America's 45th president – 
who has methodically and consistently kept the promises he has made to 
his electorate.   (Israel Hayom Nov 4) 

 
 

Another Predictive Failure Leaves Mideast ‘Experts’ Unchastened 
By Evelyn Gordon 

Listening to “experts” on the Mideast has been positively 
embarrassing recently. They admit that the Arab world has just taken some 
dramatic steps toward normalization with Israel, and they admit that they 
had previously considered such steps inconceivable without Israeli 
concessions to the Palestinians. Yet in the same breath, they assert 
unequivocally that progress on the Palestinian track remains a prerequisite 
for further normalization. In other words, the failure of their previous 
predictions hasn’t dented their confidence in their predictive powers. 
 Mideast experts obviously aren’t alone in this. It’s a common failing 
among experts in many fields, and it has contributed significantly to 
“populist” disdain for expert opinion. But recent developments in the 
Mideast offer a particularly clear example of the problem. 

One of the most significant of these developments was Israeli Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s visit to Oman, an Arab country with 
which Israel has no official relations, on Oct. 26. Given that even Egypt 
and Jordan, with which Israel does have relations, often keep Netanyahu’s 
visits secret, the fact that Oman made the trip public, with several Omani 
newspapers reporting it, may be even more noteworthy than the fact that it 
took place. 
 The next day, at the Manama Dialogue in Bahrain, Omani Foreign 
Minister Yusuf bin Alawi bin Abdullah went even further, telling the 
Mideast security summit that “Israel is a state present in the region, and 
we all understand this. … Maybe it is time for Israel to be treated the same 
and also bear the same obligations.” 
 That same weekend, an international judo tournament took place in 
the United Arab Emirates. Although much has been made of the fact that 
Israeli judokas were allowed to compete under their own flag and anthem 
for the first time in the history of the Abu Dhabi Grand Slam, that actually 
proves nothing except that the International Judo Federation finally 
developed a spine: After cravenly forcing Israeli athletes to complete 
under the federation’s flag and anthem at last year’s tournament, this year, 
it threatened to strip Abu Dhabi of hosting rights unless Israeli athletes 
were treated the same as athletes from other countries (the success of this 
tactic should be a lesson to other sporting associations that still kowtow to 
Arab states’ refusal to grant Israeli athletes equal rights). 
 But Abu Dhabi went far beyond the federation’s mandate. Nothing in 
the federation’s rulebook, for instance, required the hosts to grant Israeli 
Culture Minister Miri Regev the honor of awarding the medals at one of 
the tournament’s events. Nor did anything in the federation’s rules require 
Emirati officials to take Regev on an official visit to Abu Dhabi’s Sheikh 
Zayed Grand Mosque—the first such visit by any Israeli minister. As 
Times of Israel reporter Raphael Ahren put it, this “was something veteran 
analysts said they never imagined could happen in their lifetime.” In other 
words, Abu Dhabi took advantage of the cover provided by the 
tournament to make some dramatic gestures toward Israel. 
 Mideast experts readily acknowledged that the Omani and Emirati 
moves, coming as they did at a time when the Israeli-Palestinian peace 
process is frozen, were both unprecedented and completely unexpected. 
Yet that didn’t stop most of them from asserting that “only a final status 
agreement with the Palestinians can inspire normalization,” as Evan 
Gottesman of the Israel Policy Forum put it. Or as Yoel Guzansky of Tel 
Aviv University’s Institute for National Security Studies told Ahren, “The 
Palestinians are still the glass ceiling for Arab-Israel normalization. … 



This visit should be the beginning of normalization, not the end, but for the 
Gulf states, it’s likely the end. This is the most they can do for now.” 
 Yet what makes them so certain? After all, they’ve been wrong many 
times before. Just two years ago, after another round of unprecedented 
gestures, the “experts” similarly declared (wrongly) that the rapprochement 
had gone as far as it could without progress on the Palestinian track. So 
why are they convinced that this time, they’re right? 
 There are two answers to this. The first is wishful thinking. The experts 
making this claim generally favor Israeli concessions to the Palestinians, so 
they don’t want Israel to be able to normalize relations with Arab states 
without such concessions. Similarly, the few experts who confidently 
predict that normalization is possible regardless of the Palestinians are 
generally people who oppose such concessions. 
 The second answer is that predicting change is hard. For decades, with 
the notable exception of the peace with Egypt, Arab attitudes toward Israel 
were in stasis, making it easy to predict that the future would resemble the 
past. But now, with Arab attitudes in flux, nobody can really know how far 
Arab states are willing to go; I doubt they even know themselves. There’s 
simply no precedent to judge by. 
 Yet since human beings don’t deal well with chaos, the normal human 
instinct is to cling to the past as a guide even when that guide is clearly no 
longer reliable. And that’s especially true for “experts” because if they 
admit to being clueless, then why should anyone listen to them anymore? 
 That’s precisely why experts are so often wrong on so many issues—
not because they’re stupid or evil, but because they’re too arrogant to admit 
that even experts can’t predict the future. They can’t predict whether a 
complex policy will succeed or fail, they can’t predict when a seemingly 
stable country will suddenly implode, they can’t predict when long-held 
attitudes will suddenly shift. 
 That doesn’t make them useless; experts excel at concrete tasks that 
don’t require oracular powers. For instance, though Israel’s intelligence 
agencies failed to predict the second intifada, they became very good at the 
day-to-day task of thwarting terror attacks once they adjusted to the new 
situation. 
 But unless experts acquire enough modesty and honesty to admit that 
they have no special expertise about the future, they will keep getting big 
issues wrong. And eventually, like the boy who cried “wolf,” people will 
stop listening to them altogether, even on issues where they do have 
something to contribute.   (JNS Nov 7) 

 
 

The Jewish Blindness to Anti-Semitism on the Left  
By Abraham H. Miller 

A Trump-hating neo-Nazi slaughters worshippers in a Pittsburgh 
synagogue—and Jewish communal groups spin the tragedy as confirmation 
of two of their most cherished, if not fallacious, ideas. The greatest threat to 
American Judaism comes from the right, they declare, and U.S. President 
Donald Trump has provided the climate responsible for the massacre. 
 The Jewish Council for Public Affairs is using the tragedy to unify and 
educate the community about the anti-Semitism of the right. The virulent, 
more threatening, more widespread anti-Semitism of the left is ignored. 

The San Francisco Jewish Community Relations Council couldn’t wait 
to exploit the tragedy to direct its constituents to embrace the Democratic 
Party’s support of gun control as the palliative to the immediate problem. 
Their exhortation was as perverted as it was partisan. 
 The anti-Semitism of the right is indeed a threat, and a lone gunman 
possessed by a warped ideology is dangerous. But the Jewish left’s 
immersion in its dogma of the threat of right-wing anti-Semitism, President 
Trump as the icon of evil and gun control as the solution to mass murder is 
as moronic as it is mendacious. 
 The neo-Nazis and white nationalists hold no meaningful political 
power. They have limited entrée to the corridors of decision-making in this 
country. The Jewish liberal obsession with the right ignores that the real 
anti-Semitic threat comes from the left, and certainly not from President 
Trump, but from within the Democrat Party and across the left sector of the 
ideological spectrum. 
 Karl Marx’s treatise showcasing Jews as the possessors of capitalist 
traits was one of the foundation blocks for the ideological switch from anti-
Jewish hatred to anti-Semitism in 19th-century Germany. 
 Hatred towards Jews as a theological issue could be cured by Jewish 
conversion, but anti-Semitism transformed Jews from apostates to carriers 
of bad traits, the cure for which was not conversion but death. 
 This transformation of anti-Jewishness into anti-Semitism has persisted 
into the modern age as the ideology of left-wing and Muslim anti-Semitism 
on the American campus—the ideology infused into the mind of Vermont 
Sen. Bernie Sanders, who sees Israel as murdering hapless Palestinians 
“demonstrating” at the Gaza fence. 
 Jews are blind to the anti-Semitism of the left embodied by the likes of 
Linda Sarsour, Tamika Mallory, Ilhan Omar, Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, 
Leslie Cockburn, Louis Farrakhan, Black Lives Matter and Students for 
Justice in Palestine, among others. 
 Obama’s nuclear deal with Iran was the single greatest threat to the 
survival of the Jewish people since the Holocaust. Iran makes no secret of 
its intention to destroy the Jewish state. Its development of nuclear weapons 
and the missiles to carry them were directed at one target: Israel. Trump’s 
abrogation of the treaty should have been praised by the Jewish community. 

Of course, it wasn’t. 
 The confluence of interest between leftists and anti-Semitic Muslims 
repeatedly rears its head, but is ignored by Jews and Jewish communal 
organizations. The British Labour Party is engaged in a purge of Jews who 
support Israel. Its leader, Jeremy Corbyn, lionizes and memorializes 
terrorists. On campuses throughout North America, anti-Semitic hate fests 
are celebrated as Israel Apartheid Week under the watchful eye of 
doctrinaire leftists who would not permit similar events if they targeted 
Muslims. 
 It is that part of anti-Semitism that the Jewish communal organizations 
refuse to acknowledge as they indulge their obsession with the political 
Right and their inability to acknowledge President Trump’s unflinching 
support for Israel and the Jewish people.   (JNS Nov 5) 
The writer is an emeritus professor of political science, University of 
Cincinnati, and a distinguished fellow with the Haym Salomon Center. 

 
 

A Year and $72 Million Later, Still Nothing      By Elisha Levy    
It has been almost a year since Israel budgeted $72 million for anti-

BDS projects funded by the government and Jewish donations. These 
resources were meant to launch a new organization that would oversee the 
fight against boycott attempts through public diplomacy.  
 I remember reading the news a year ago. Initially, I felt excited at the 
prospect that the Israeli government had finally acknowledged the need to 
tackle BDS. My subsequent reaction, however, was doubt on how the 
money would actually be used. Would it fall into the right hands or would 
this money be wasted by people who are, to put it bluntly, well past their 
sellby date? The task at hand requires more than a middle-aged man with a 
thick Israeli accent standing in front of multiple classes of bored kids, 
meticulously plowing through a PowerPoint presentation sharing stories of 
his time in Lebanon. Gone are the days where it is enough to show an 
Israeli history movie as the last activity of the week on a late Friday 
afternoon. These old-school methods have failed to educate the adults of 
the future on the very basics of Israeli current affairs. We have to do more.  

You may ask why it is important to know all this “stuff” about the 
Israel/ Palestine conflict. How can we merit the name “Startup Nation” 
and be so far behind our opposition? As Jews in the Diaspora, we share 
summer stories and pictures of our trip to the “Holy Land” on Instagram, 
yet we can’t string together even a few basic answers to fundamental 
Israel-bashing tactics. It’s a farce. All we can talk about these days is “the 
rise of antisemitism.”  
 I don’t claim to hold the cure to the disease, but I can suggest a 
starting point. There are two elements to this equation. 1) As advocates, 
we must capitalize on the obsession with technology and understand the 
short attention span of the new generation. 2) Average Jews in the 
Diaspora must also be players.  
 Too many regard Israel education as unnecessary. This begins at 
Jewish the schools and scales all the way up to the hierarchy of the Israeli 
government. Just imagine every Jew understanding the reasons why Israel 
is not an apartheid/ racist state. At the protests and forums within 
campuses, the emotional plea of the BDS movement would not succeed 
among groups of people who are proud educated supporters of Israel.  
 BDS claims take less than a minute to debunk. There is a common 
misconception that one needs to endure many hours of lectures on the 
topic and that the debate cannot be handled by just anyone. “You must be 
trained in advocacy” is a mantra, unfortunately, too often accepted by the 
Jewish community. We must reject this attitude and shift away from this 
approach.  
 Destroying the BDS “movement” can start with a simple challenging 
of the term “BDS movement.” If it sought to boycott divest and sanction 
generally, it would fail at the first hurdle – the subject of human rights. 
The rule when analyzing human rights is to start with the worse cases first. 
If there were a general international BDS movement truly concerned with 
human rights, Israel would be somewhere around 196th on its list of 
priorities.   

The most difficult task is making the key information accessible to the 
average Jewish student, positioning them to enjoy the experience. This 
should not be a difficult experience; it should be enlightening. When I was 
given the tools to stand my ground, I felt that an awkward cloud was 
lifted; I was able to be a proud Zionist and fit into any social environment.  
 This is the opinion of a 23-yearold who has experienced today’s 
campus environment. Unless the response is enjoyable and delivered at 
lightning speed, it won’t make the required impact. We live in a 
generation where you can do almost anything instantly and it’s getting 
harder to engage people’s attention. This is something students of 
campuses or recent graduates well understand.   
 As an Israeli citizen who is passionate about advocating for Israel, my 
suggestion is provide the right people with the tools to educate. Create a 
community of advocates who understand the social climate on the ground 
in the US and worldwide. Allow us to create change. Make it easier to 
become an official advocate for the country without going through five 
years of grueling cadet training, where from what I hear, by the time 
people come out they are too old and have lost the fire to create change.  
The writer, a former IDF soldier and spokesman is an Israel advocate 
who co-hosts a podcast “Israelawoke” with Hen Mazzig, focusing on how 
to fight BDS in today’s campus environment.   (Jerusalem Post Nov 5) 


