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Commentary… 

 
A Voice of Moral Clarity and Logic        By Amnon Lord 
 After David Ben-Gurion declared the country's independence in 1948, it 
took then-U.S. President Harry Truman "11 minutes" to recognize the State 
of Israel, U.S. Senator Ted Cruz said Monday, hours before the new U.S. 
Embassy was inaugurated in Jerusalem. "I believe President Trump's 
decision to move the embassy to Jerusalem will be remembered as a similar 
moment in history," he said. 
 It sounds a little bombastic perhaps, but we tend to forget that 
America's recognition of the state of Israel was historically deficient: The 
lack of recognition of Jerusalem as its capital dually implied a lack of 
recognition of the country itself. This rendered Israel and the United States, 
two allies, hostage to the Palestinians and the Muslim world. 
 The press conference held by the four senior Republican senators – 
Cruz, Lindsey Graham, Mike Lee and Dean Heller – provided two shows 
for the price of one. As expected, they wholeheartedly hailed the "historic 
moment" of moving the U.S. Embassy to its new home in Jerusalem, and 
with the same vigor they lambasted the nuclear deal with Iran, which 
Trump withdrew from last week. 
 Cruz, however, was supported by his colleagues when he argued that 
moving the embassy to Jerusalem "lifts a heavy burden from the Jordanians 
and Egypt." Why would this be the case? Because, said Cruz, "a president 
willing to withstand all the consequent pressures and such scathing 
international criticism on the matter of Jerusalem, is also a president who 
can fulfill his commitments to stand by these Arab countries against Iran. 
We stand alongside friends, and to the same degree we stand against 
enemies." 
 The senators intimated their view of Israel as a "great country" in the 
sense that it radiates greatness, not a "small country that runs away from its 
troubles," as implied through the some of the questions posed by Israeli 
journalists. These journalists expressed concern that people were liable to 
get killed over the embassy transfer. "A great country which takes 
courageous steps needs to expect resistance and conflicts," said Heller. 
 The truth is, it's wonderful to see American public officials who mean 
what they say and say what they mean, speaking with moral clarity and 
logic, standing by our side. Cruz and Graham addressed the fact that no 
Democratic senator or member of Congress attended the embassy 
ceremony. "Almost every Democrat voted in favor of transferring the 
embassy in 1995," Graham noted. "There were two who abstained." 
 Among those Democrats of the party's illustrious past, only former 
Senator Joe Lieberman was in the crowd at the press conference at the King 
David hotel on Monday. However, even as Democrats and Meretz 
Chairwoman Tamar Zandberg kept their distance, very important Arab 
countries moved closer. This is certainly one of the reasons a historic 
opportunity has emerged for a daring diplomatic initiative. And of course,  
a certain prime minister who knows a thing or two about true strategic 
patience.    (Israel Hayom May 15) 
 

 
Sometimes Dreams Do Come True         By Haim Shine 
 A melody can be heard from Jerusalem's Bridge of Strings, and it 
resonates with the very roots of my soul. An ancient melody, thousands of 
years old, called Jerusalem, once played by the Levites on harps and violins 
on the way to the Temple. After the destruction of the Temple, the melody 
was planted in the hearts of all Jews wherever they dispersed. It celebrated 
their joy and it accompanied their sorrow. This melody did not cease for a 
moment – not in Yemen, South America, the Caucus Mountains, Europe, 
Morocco or any other place the Jews ended up in their wanderings. 
 The wish for peace in Jerusalem, just like the yearning and longing to 
return to it, gave the Jews hope that one day we will indeed return to 
Jerusalem, even if it takes thousands of years. And we waited to return 
home, redeem the land, rebuild its ruins and restore the glory of ancient 
days. 
 The love for Jerusalem was tucked into the belongings of every Jew, 
always on their lips, never forgotten. The land of Zion and Jerusalem were 
the heart's desire of the prophets, who prophesied today's reality. Anyone 

walking around the 
holy and sanctified city 
with a Bible in his 
hand will be thrilled to discover how 
accurate the prophets had been in their 
vision. 
 "When the Lord restored the 
fortunes of Zion, we were like those 
who dreamed" (Psalm 126:1). Indeed, 
sometimes dreams come true. 

Jerusalem, the city that was brought together, will be united forever and 
ever. 
 Next week, during the Shavuot holiday, hundreds of thousands of 
Israelis from all corners of the land, together with pilgrims and Jews from 
all over the world, will make a pilgrimage to Jerusalem to bask in the 
city's beauty and spiritual power and marvel at its foundations and 
chiseled stones. People will be flocking in droves to the Western Wall to 
declare in front of the world that Jerusalem is once again bound together 
forever and ever, creating camaraderie between all Jewish people. 
 Today, in a very impressive ceremony, the U.S. Embassy will open in 
Jerusalem. Such a natural step took years of tremendous diplomatic efforts 
to achieve. The promises made in the past were not fulfilled, as American 
presidents lacked the leadership and the courage to recognize Jerusalem as 
the capital of Israel, mainly for petty and pragmatic reasons, but also 
because of theological considerations. 
 Praise and thanks to U.S. President Donald Trump, who keeps 
promises, fulfills his vision and firmly sets aside ulterior motives. 
 I can see before my eyes a day when Jerusalem will house missions 
from all over the world. When the flags of all the nations will wave in the 
Jerusalem breeze. As the prophet Isaiah, said, "And many nations will go 
and say go rise to the mountain of the Lord…The law will go out from 
Zion, the word of the Lord from Jerusalem…They will beat their swords 
into plowshares and their spears into pruning hooks. Nation will not take 
up sword against nation, nor will they train for war anymore." (Isaiah 2:2-
4) 
 May the world know that Jerusalem is the city of global peace and 
hope for a better future for all of humanity.    (Israel Hayom May 14) 
 

 
As Usual, the Jews Blame Themselves       By Reuven Berko 
 The people who link the relocation to Jerusalem of the U.S. Embassy 
to the mass riots at the Gaza border fence have had the wool pulled over 
their eyes. The Palestinians' reasons for their "rage" and memorial days – 
"Nakba," "Al-Aqsa," whatever – are excuses for them to dig attack tunnels 
and deploy suicide bombers and rockets against Israel. All the 
Palestinians' reasons for their "days of rage" boil down to one thing: their 
desire to annihilate us – and certainly not the embassy being moved. 
Anything else is simply "kalam fadi" – empty words. 
 The Palestinians often start terrorist riots around the issue of Al-Aqsa, 
for example, as a way of channeling the growing anger of the Palestinian 
street toward its leaders. This is what happened in the Second Intifada 
initiated by then-Palestinian Authority President Yasser Arafat, which 
broke out moments before the Palestinian masses were about to storm the 
Muqataa in Ramallah and hang him and his corrupt people. So the 
motivation for Hamas, an organization on life support, is a "spontaneous" 
sacrifice of the rabble (some of whom are armed) on the altar of clashes at 
the Israeli border. 
 The failure of the Gaza leadership's well-funded terrorist attacks, 
rockets, and tunnels, alongside their political and economic failures; their 
isolation internationally and among Arabs (even the Egyptians), and the 
internal fissure in the form of the sanctions PA President Mahmoud Abbas 
and the PA placed on Hamas in Gaza, have gotten the Palestinians down. 
They are bitter and stirring up an already incited public whose dreams 
focus on the destruction of Israel and their own "return." Now the 
Palestinians are taking poor comfort in their firebomb kites 
"achievement." Wow, way to go. 
 One analyst, Yossi Werther, for whom the happiness of his people is a 
burden, wrote Tuesday in a paper that shall remain nameless: "Nothing 
can spoil Netanyahu's celebration." True, Hamas or any other despicable 
entity must not be allowed to succeed in their mission. A self-appointed 
Hamas spokeswoman (Amira Hass) wrote: "This isn't a Hamas march, but 
rather tens of thousands of people who are willing to die!" Very true, Ms. 
Hass! This is exactly the reason the "shahids" are being killed on the 
border – before they murder Jews on the other side. Someone else 
claimed: "The more people killed in Gaza, the more ridiculous the 
[embassy] ceremony in Jerusalem becomes." Not exactly. Because the 
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embassy move was not the reason for the riots or the "march of millions," 
the people doing the ridiculing focused on the Hamas casualties and on 
identifying with the aggressor and blaming the victim. We, on the other 
hand, celebrated. 
 The people behind the "march of millions" aspired to have millions of 
Palestinians marching inside Israel. Given their goals and funding, the 
turnout was pretty weak. IDF soldiers blocked thousands of would-be 
murderers and allowed the farmers in the Gaza periphery and millions of 
other Israelis to go on about their business and their celebrations – whether 
in Jerusalem over the opening of the U.S. Embassy or in Tel Aviv over 
singer Netta Barzilai's Eurovision win. 
 It could be that Jews' tendency to blame ourselves for the ills of the 
world stems from the religious approach that God is wrathful and punishes 
us for our sins. Some think that it comes from generations of persecution 
and the sense of guilt instilled by Christian preaching about the crucifixion 
of Jesus. The self-flagellation and the sense of guilt is always accompanied 
by Jewish logic about cause and effect, which leads us to find "reasons" for 
everything bad so we can instill "order." This is why Jews feel responsible 
for what happens, even if it would have happened anyway, regardless of our 
own actions. 
 And if we're talking about psychology, the Pavlovian response to 
Hamas and its ilk indicates there is a chance that they will realize that the 
blows they suffer for their war of attrition at the border fence are linked to 
restraining their goals of "return" and committing genocide. The upcoming 
heat wave and the monthlong Ramadan fast will help. On the other hand, 
concurrent therapy for the Jews should adopt the Arab saying that "let a 
thousand mothers weep, but not my own," which bolsters the words of our 
own sages: "All who are compassionate to the cruel will come to be cruel to 
the compassionate."    (Israel Hayom May 16) 
 

 
Questions the Press Hasn’t Asked about Violence in Gaza 
By Noah Rothman  

Commentary’s Sohrab Ahmari has done invaluable work shaming the 
Western press for patronizing the Palestinian people and robbing them of 
their agency. We are told that the Palestinian population in Gaza is acting 
out in response to a blockade around that tiny piece of land, which has 
transformed the Strip into “an open-air prison.” Less is said about the 
actions that led to those blockades: Israel’s unprecedented removal of Jews 
from Gaza, the 2006 election (Gaza’s last election) that led to Hamas’s 
ascension, and the conflicts the Hamas-led government waged against Israel 
and Egypt. All of these things yielded the conditions with which Gazans 
struggle today. 
 But that was yesterday. Today, the political press has adopted a new 
narrative into which the old one has been subsumed. That narrative goes 
something like this: Israel’s violent response to the efforts of thousands of 
Palestinians to breach the Israeli border (with explicitly murderous intent) 
has marred not only the opening of the U.S. embassy in Jerusalem but the 
70th anniversary of Israel’s founding. On front pages from Sacramento to 
Seoul, images of the bloodshed at the border were juxtaposed with pictures 
of American delegates happily dedicating the new embassy—implying 
without explicitly stating causality. For many in the commentary class, the 
temptation to surrender to emotion and condemn Israel for its actions has 
been too great to resist. Yet these positioning statements overlook many of 
the harder questions with which the political press should concern itself. 
Among those questions are, for example, why Gaza? Yesterday’s events 
were not the first of their kind. Urged on by Hamas, Gazans began 
crowding the border with the intent to harass Israeli security forces as early 
as February. Those protests quickly became violent, when an improvised 
explosive device hidden under a Palestinian flag near the border wounded 
four IDF soldiers and ignited a night of Israeli retaliatory strikes on Gazan 
targets. Similar mass demonstrations followed in March and April, during 
which civilians crowded the Gazan border with the express intent to 
provide Hamas militants the opportunity to breach the fence. 
 Each time, those confrontations resulted in numerous casualties and 
several fatalities among Palestinians. No doubt, many of those fatalities 
were civilians; that is to be expected when civilians are explicitly placed in 
the line of fire. But just how indiscriminate were those deaths? Both Hamas 
and Israeli officials agree that 80 percent of the fatalities in April —26 of 
32 dead—were identified as Hamas militants. As for yesterday’s 
confrontation, Hamas’s Internal Security Apparatus claimed that 16 of the 
dead were members either of their organization or the Palestinian Islamic 
Jihad. As Gen. Martin Dempsey said during Israel’s 2014 incursion into 
Gaza, though they may at times be unavoidable, “The IDF is not interested 
in creating civilian casualties.” Some have suggested that Israel should have 
resorted primarily to non-lethal munitions—as they generally did, indicated 
by images featuring copious amounts of tear gas. The apparent targeting by 
snipers of suspected militants suggests that these fatalities were not the 
result of recklessness by individual IDF soldiers or a crowd control 
operation gone wrong. 
 So why haven’t we seen the mainstream Western press repeat Hamas’s 
Internal Security Apparatus’s claims when they take Hamas’s Ministry of 
Health’s assertions as though they were gospel? The notion that 1,400, 

1,100, or 1,360 people were injured by “live fire” with less than 1 percent 
succumbing to their wounds defies logic and should be met with 
skepticism, but those figures are bandied about in the press without 
concern for their propagandistic effects. And why hasn’t the mainstream 
press noted the extent to which Hamas officials provided demonstrators 
along the “Great Return March,” the quickest routes by which they could 
infiltrate Israeli communities upon breaching the border fence? And why 
hasn’t more been made of the fact that Hamas actively lobbied Gazan 
civilians to converge on the border while simultaneously using those 
civilians as cover to launch attacks on the IDF using grenades and 
Molotov cocktails? Perhaps because to note these things would be to 
expose the extent to which the press has played precisely the role Hamas 
and their benefactors wanted them to play. 
 But it’s the dogs that aren’t barking that is the most interesting story to 
develop in the last 24 hours. It is also the Western media’s biggest blind 
spot. Extensive coverage was devoted to Turkey’s decision to respond to 
Monday’s border skirmish by withdrawing its U.S. and Israeli 
ambassador. President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan has long sought to unite the 
Islamic world behind Ankara, and Turkey’s outrage over Israel’s actions 
fits a pattern among majority Muslim nations. Or, at least, it used to. 
Precious little coverage in the West has been devoted to the non-response 
to yesterday’s events from Palestinian sponsors in Saudi Arabia, Jordan, 
and Egypt. Indeed, Egypt has been conveying Israeli messages to Gazan 
officials in an effort to prevent the escalation of hostilities and to facilitate 
reconciliation between Hamas-led Gaza and its supposed brothers in the 
West Bank. Why? Because the West Bank’s sponsors in Riyadh are more 
closely aligned with Cairo’s priorities than Hamas’s benefactors in 
Tehran. 
 Indeed, as of last year, with America’s withdrawal from the nuclear 
accords and amid the rise of a competing Shiite power center in Iraq 
following the electoral success of Moqtada al-Sadr’s faction, Iran is 
feeling the heat. Tehran traditionally responds to domestic pressures by 
raising the temperature in the region. All of this is complicated and 
requires some modest familiarity with the Middle East, but it doesn’t take 
a regional expert to wonder why one Palestinian territory erupted and the 
other did not. If this was all really about Israeli behavior and the abuses of 
its government, why has the West Bank remained comparatively calm 
while Gaza has been on the brink for months? The answer is regional 
political dynamics, much of which has increasingly little to do with Israel. 
 Yet, from the press, we’ve seen fewer questions being asked than 
conclusions being drawn. “How DARE Palestinians be slaughtered,” 
National security reporter for the Daily Beast sneered when American UN 
Ambassador Nikki Haley walked out of a rote series of attacks on Israel at 
the United Nations. The Atlantic Council’s Dr. H.A. Hellyer decried Jared 
Kushner’s “disgusting,” “disgraceful,” “victim blaming” and his failure to 
devote a portion of his speech commemorating the new U.S. embassy to 
condemning Israel. Rachel Maddow producer Steve Benen all but 
explicitly blamed President Donald Trump for the violence. And so on. 
 These reactions are the result of what must be a deliberate effort to 
internalize only half the story in Gaza—Hamas’s half.   
(CommentaryMagazine.com May 15) 
 

 Israel will not Stay Quiet         By Nadav Shragai 
 The "tourists" that Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan started 
sending to Jerusalem a few years back so they could "reoccupy Al-Aqsa" 
have in recent months been tearing historical maps that document the 
Armenian genocide down from the walls of the Armenian Patriarchate. 
The spirit of their leader, Erdogan, who even now refuses to recognize that 
Turkey was responsible for the Armenian genocide, is alive and well 
among them. 
 However, Erdogan's megalomaniacal dreams are pulling him toward 
other things that happened in that same period, the final days of the 
Ottoman Empire and its dynasty of sultans. He is laying down plans for an 
Islamic caliphate and now, by recalling Turkey's ambassadors to 
Washington and Jerusalem, wants to send a signal to the world that he is 
the leader and protector of Jerusalem. 
 On his way to the Turkish election on June 24, and his imaginary way 
to Jerusalem, anything goes – even the blood libels he spins against Israel, 
although only recently he slaughtered Kurds in Afrin, Syria. 
 Israel must not ignore the ridiculous statements from the Turkish 
president, bizarre though they might be, because many people in the 
Muslim street buy what he says. Erdogan's part in the Palestinian "march 
of return" and Hamas terrorism are certainly relevant for Israeli public 
diplomacy, like the details about how he provides Hamas with a haven 
abroad in Istanbul. We need to tell the world about this – today. We can 
already start disseminating what we know about Turkish money being 
transferred directly or indirectly to Hamas and about Turkish nonprofit 
groups – some government-run – that pour money into Jerusalem. We can 
also take action. We need to quote the tenets of Hamas, an organization 
that aspires to wipe out the Jews and the State of Israel and that Erdogan 
sees as an ally rather than a terrorist group. 
 One of Hamas' openly declared goals is "death in the name of Allah," 



"our dearest wish," as it is described in the group's charter. Indeed, senior 
Hamas official Khalil al-Hayya noted only Monday, almost with 
satisfaction, that "the Palestinian people's march has tempted the enemy to 
spill more blood." 
 Al-Hayya's words require an explanation. It appears that they are best 
clarified by Fahti Hamad, former interior minister for Hamas and who 
headed some branches of Hamas' security. Hamad, who recently fell out 
with his colleagues in the Hamas leadership, said a few years ago that for 
the Palestinian people, "death has become an industry, and women excel. It 
has turned women, children, the elderly, and mujahedeen ["holy warriors"] 
into human shields. As they told the Zionist enemy: 'We long for death like 
you long for life.'" 
 Hamas has been implementing this belief system for years. It sanctifies 
the culture of death and martyrdom. In Operation Protective Edge in the 
summer of 2014, it set up bases and positions among the civilian 
population, in hospitals, schools, UNRWA facilities, mosques, and 
residential neighborhoods. It knowingly sent women and children to their 
deaths. For years, Hamas has prioritized building up its military strength 
over investing in its population. It elects to invest in terror tunnels and 
rockets and abandons the residents of Gaza to poverty, war, and hunger. On 
Monday, Hamas sent them to die at the border. 
 We weren't the ones who spilled their blood. There is plenty of proof of 
that. We need to show it, repeatedly, without tiring, not only in the west but 
also to the Muslim and Arab world both in Israel and abroad that is being 
led by Erdogan's delusions. Israel sending the Turkish consul home on 
Tuesday should be the first step in a reassessment of how Israel and Turkey 
should maintain ties. Turkey has to understand that it, too, has something to 
lose.   (Israel Hayom May 16) 
 

 
Rejoice with Jerusalem       By Meir Indor 
 A hundred thousand people carrying Israeli flags are expected to take 
part in the traditional Jerusalem Day "Flag Dance" parade around the Old 
City on Sunday. The procession will be led by veterans of the battle for 
Jerusalem and victims of terrorism. 
 For 30 years, crowds have been marching and dancing in the streets of 
Jerusalem. This year, the dancing started on Saturday and went on all night, 
with people flocking to the Western Wall. 
 For the religious Zionist movement, Jerusalem Day is a celebration in 
every sense of the word, almost like Independence Day. Sephardi and 
Ashkenazi Jews alike pray and wear their Sabbath clothes. The 
mythological Merkaz Harav Yeshiva – where the enterprise of settling 
Judea and Samaria began – will be hosting a huge party, and the prime 
minister is scheduled to speak there. Many of the yeshiva's graduates fought 
to liberate Jerusalem and Judea and Samaria, including IDF Paratroopers 
Brigade commander Yoram Zamosh, who immediately after the Western 
Wall was liberated in June 1967 drove Rabbi Zvi Yehuda Kook and Rabbi 
David Cohen there in a jeep, knowing the symbolic power of bringing both 
these great spirits of Zionism together at the remaining wall of the Second 
Temple compound. 
 "Rejoice with Jerusalem, and be glad for her, all you who love her," 
said Isaiah the prophet (Isaiah 66:10), who predicted that after the terrible 
exile the Jewish people would rise again. Who could have thought when 
Jerusalem was razed that it would rise again like this? But the prophet gave 
us Divine instructions: When you return to Jerusalem, you must rejoice. In 
current terms, as Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu put it: Don't be 
sourpusses. 
 There is strategic value in joy. Who rejoices in Jerusalem? The public, 
the people. The joy bubbles up from below; it does not come from the 
media or from the politically calculating. 
 "On your walls, O Jerusalem, I have set watchmen, all the day and all 
the night," Isaiah said. The new watchmen over Jerusalem see themselves 
as rejoicing in its streets over their redemption. They fought in battles and 
under siege, were in exile from the Old City and returned to it. They have 
withstood terrible terrorist attacks, massive demonstrations that sought to 
divide the city, and attempts to bring PLO founder Yasser Arafat to the city. 
They will withstand any future attempt to harm the city. 
 And now who is joining these good people? The United States and 
President Donald Trump. Other countries are starting to "see that you are 
called by the name of the Lord" (Deuteronomy 28:10). This is why we 
should rejoice. Everyone is invited to join us in Jerusalem for the huge 
march and the boundless joy.   (Israel Hayom May 13) 
 

 
Netanyahu’s Finest Hour         By Caroline Glick 
  At the start of his cabinet meeting on Wednesday, President Donald 
Trump discussed his announcement Tuesday afternoon that he is removing 
the US from his predecessor Barack Obama’s nuclear deal with Iran and 
reinstating the nuclear sanctions that were suspended with the deal’s 
implementation in January 2016. 
 European and other international leaders responded angrily to Trump’s 
move. The EU’s foreign policy commissioner Federica Mogherini was 
downright indignant. 

 Apparently unaware that the US is a more important EU ally than Iran, 
Mogherini insisted, “The European Union is determined to preserve it. 
Together with the rest of the international community, we will preserve 
this nuclear deal.” 
 The liberal US media outlets were also aghast. Commentators joined 
the chorus of former Obama administration officials condemning Trump 
and insisting his move will isolate the US from the international 
community.  
 Trump brushed off his critics by noting, “You saw [Prime Minister] 
Benjamin Netanyahu get up yesterday and talk so favorably about what 
we did.” 
 In other words, as far as Trump is concerned, Israel’s support is just as 
valuable as Mogherini’s. He’s perfectly willing to suffice with Israeli 
support. Having Israel in his corner means that the US is not isolated. 
 From moving the US Embassy to Jerusalem, to walking away from the 
nuclear deal which guaranteed Iran’s eventual acquisition of nuclear 
weapons and financed its regional aggression and terrorism sponsorship, 
to unconditionally supporting Israel’s military operations against Iranian 
positions in Syria, Trump has demonstrated that he is the most pro-Israel 
president in US history. No other president comes close. 
 The difference between Trump and his predecessors is that Trump 
accepts Israel on its own terms. He doesn’t expect Israel to do anything to 
“earn” American support. So long as Israel is in America’s corner, he 
respects the Jewish state as America’s ally. 
 Trump has earned all the credit for transforming the US-Israel 
relationship into a full-blown strategic relationship. But it was another 
leader that prepared the groundwork for his actions.  
 That leader is Netanyahu. 
 For many Republicans, Netanyahu is the most important foreign 
leader of our times. In the ranks of their esteem he ranks a close second to 
Winston Churchill. Netanyahu’s high standing is all the more remarkable 
given that Israel has no British Empire behind it. In the vast scope of 
things, Israel is a tiny country with no coattails. 
 Republicans aren’t the only ones who admire him. World leaders from 
Russian President Vladimir Putin to Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi 
to Chinese Premier Xi Jinping welcome him to their capitals like a visiting 
monarch. Sandwiched between two major Israeli air assaults on Iranian 
military assets in Syria Tuesday and Wednesday night, Netanyahu flew to 
Moscow. He stood next to Putin in Red Square as the Red Army Band 
played “Hativka” during the parade marking the 73rd anniversary of the 
Allied victory over Nazi Germany. 
 What explains his meteoric rise? How is it possible that an Israeli 
politician from the political Right, a man castigated for decades by the 
local and Western leftist elites as a fanatic and an extremist, is so revered 
today? 
 To understand Netanyahu’s success, a comparison with the late 
Shimon Peres is in order. Until his death, the same elites who revile 
Netanyahu revered Peres as the greatest Israeli statesman of all time. 
 Peres had a clear formula for statesmanship. He identified the interests 
of key actors – first and foremost, the Europeans – and he adopted them. 
 Consider his central foreign policy initiative, the Oslo peace process 
with the PLO. Since the 1970s, the Europeans sought to legitimize the 
PLO – at Israel’s expense. In 1993, then-foreign minister Peres turned 
their goal into an ideology of peace and adopted it as his own. 
 On Monday, Labor MK Eitan Cabel said that if the late Yitzhak Rabin 
had known the toll the Oslo process would take on Israel, he never would 
have adopted it. In his words, “From my dealings with [Rabin], in my 
view, if he had known the price the State of Israel would pay for the Oslo 
agreements, he never would have agreed to them.” 
 Peres, of course, was different. As the Israeli casualties of his peace 
process mounted from the tens to the hundreds to the thousands, and as 
Israel’s international position sunk ever lower, Peres became more 
dogmatic in its defense. For his efforts, Peres was personally glorified by 
the A-list crew of European and American elites. They came to his 
extravagant birthday parties and had their photos shot embracing him. But 
none of his triumphs were shared with the country. 
 Netanyahu, has a different approach to diplomacy. Netanyahu 
identifies Israel’s national interests. Then he scans the international 
community for actors with aligned interests. He uses his considerable 
power of persuasion to convince those actors to achieve common goals. 
 The discrepancy between the two men’s approaches is nowhere more 
apparent than in their divergent moves to develop ties with the Arab 
world. 
 Peres viewed the Arab world from a European perspective. The EU 
views the Arab world as a monolithic presence moved only by Israel’s 
willingness to give Jerusalem to the PLO. So long as Israel refuses to give 
up Jerusalem, the Arabs will reject the Jewish state. Once Israel has 
conceded its eternal capital – and Judea and Samaria along with Gaza – 
the Arabs will be placated in one fell swoop and immediately embrace 
Israel as a neighbor and friend. 
 This view, which Peres gave voice to in his book The New Middle 
East, bears no relationship whatsoever to the realities of the Middle East. 
 Consequently, rather than embrace his vision, the Arabs viewed it as a 



Jewish conspiracy to take over the Arab world. 
 In stark contrast, Netanyahu has built his regional strategy on the real 
Middle East. During the Obama years, Netanyahu realized that Obama’s 
policies toward Iran and the Muslim Brotherhood imperiled Sunni Arab 
states no less, and perhaps even more, than they imperiled Israel. 
 Netanyahu developed relations with Egypt, Saudi Arabia and the UAE 
on the basis of these shared concerns and shared interests in diminishing the 
deleterious consequences of Obama’s policies. Although Netanyahu’s 
moves are unlikely to generate extravagant signing ceremonies with doves 
and balloons, they did bring about a situation where the Saudis, Egyptians 
and the UAE sided with Israel against Hamas, Qatar and Turkey during 
Operation Protective Edge in 2014. 
 That united front prevented Obama from coercing Israel into accepting 
Hamas’s cease-fire terms in the war. 
 So too, the relationships Netanyahu built formed the basis of a united 
Israeli-Arab front opposing Obama’s deal with Iran. 
 Now with Trump in the White House, Netanyahu’s regional policies 
have fomented a strategic transformation of the US’s system of alliances in 
the Middle East. Whereas in 1990, then-president George H.W. Bush built 
a coalition of Arab states against Iraq at Israel’s expense, in 2017, Trump 
reframed the US’s alliance structure to one based on the common Israeli-
Sunni front against Iran and the Muslim Brotherhood. 
 Throughout Obama’s eight years in office, politicians from the Left 
accused Netanyahu of destroying Israel’s alliance with the US. Yesh Atid 
leader Yair Lapid, for instance, chastised Netanyahu in 2015 insisting, 
“Your understanding of America is obsolete and irrelevant and it is causing 
damage to the State of Israel.” 
 Netanyahu did understand America though. He understood the Obama 
administration was incurably hostile to Israel and that Obama viewed Israel 
as the main obstacle to achieving his goals in the Middle East. Netanyahu 
understood that under those circumstances, he had to find partners inside 
the US – in Congress and among the general public – to lessen the damage 
Obama was causing Israel. 
 Netanyahu’s approach to the US during the Obama years, and indeed, 
during the Clinton administration as well, was to recognize that the 
administration, while a key actor, is just one actor in a much wider 
American society, which is by and large deeply supportive of Israel. This 
insight informed Netanyahu’s decision to bring his opposition to Obama’s 
nuclear diplomacy with Tehran to the American people directly, through his 
address before a joint session of Congress in March 2015. 
 Netanyahu was reviled and attacked brutally by the Israeli and 
American Left for his move. Both groups insisted that he was undermining 
and even destroying US ties with Israel. 
 But the truth was that to a significant degree, Netanyahu’s speech in 
March 2015 safeguarded and protected the US alliance with Israel. 
 Netanyahu recognized that the White House’s propaganda campaign on 
behalf of Obama’s nuclear deal was even more dangerous to Israel than the 
deal itself. Obama’s campaign centered on delegitimizing all of the deal’s 
critics, by castigating them as Israeli agents and warmongers. If Obama’s 
efforts had succeeded, US support for Israel would have crashed, as that 
support would have been effectively rendered toxic and somehow 
treasonous. 
 Netanyahu’s address to Congress stopped Obama’s efforts in their 
tracks. He preserved the political legitimacy of opposition to the Iran deal 
and of support for Israel. His speech presented a clear case for how the 
nuclear deal harmed America’s national interests and how support for Israel 
advanced America’s national interest. Although Netanyahu’s speech 
represented the most significant substantive challenge Obama’s foreign 
policy ever suffered, Netanyahu offered nothing but praise for Obama in his 
address. In so doing, Netanyahu insulated himself and Israel from charges 
that he was hostile to Obama or in any way disrespectful of the presidency. 
 By coming to Washington and preserving the legitimacy of Obama’s 
opponents, Netanyahu blocked Obama from securing the support of either a 
majority of US lawmakers or a majority of the US public for his nuclear 
accord. His speech was the foundation of the Republican Party’s rejection 
of Obama’s deal. It created the political space for Democratic lawmakers to 
oppose their president’s most important foreign policy initiative. 
 If Netanyahu had not deliver his speech, opposition to the nuclear deal 
might not have become the consensus view of the Republican presidential 
candidates in the 2016 primaries. If Netanyahu not ensured the continued 
legitimacy of opponents of the nuclear deal, Trump might not have 
promised to abandon it. 
 Trump is the only person who decides his policies and so he has earned 
the admiration of the people of Israel, who are rightly moved by his 
extraordinary, unprecedented acts of friendship and support since entering 
office. But the man who set the conditions that afforded Trump the 
opportunity to transform the US-Israel relationship into a full-board alliance 
is Netanyahu. 
 Israel is now reaping the rewards of Netanyahu’s visionary 
statesmanship. For his efforts, over the course of 30 years, Netanyahu has 
roundly earned the ever growing acknowledgment at home and abroad that 
he is the greatest statesman in Israel’s history.  (Jerusalem Post May 13) 
 

Christian Supporters Made The Embassy Move To Jerusalem 
Possible       By Yechiel Eckstein    

The US Embassy move from Tel-Aviv, where it has been since 1948, 
and White House recognition of Jerusalem as Israel’s capital stands as a 
huge diplomatic achievement for the State of Israel. It’s also reasonable to 
think that Jewish leadership in the United States helped advocate for this 
day. 

But this historic turning point in Israeli history could also not have 
taken place without the critical involvement of another group – 
evangelical Christians in America. 
 It’s no secret that evangelical Christians largely supported President 
Trump in the 2016 elections, helped elect him and remain among his key 
supporters. The president maintains a close advisory committee of 
evangelical Christian leaders; and Vice President Mike Pence is a fervent 
evangelical. Further, the US Ambassador to the United Nations, Nikki 
Haley, while not an evangelical, is a devoted Christian who is also fighting 
fearlessly in the UN to defend Israel. Other senior US officials also 
maintain very little daylight between the US and Israel on key positions. 
 In essence, steadfast support of Israel by the evangelical Christian 
community ensures, more than anything, the promotion and the 
safeguarding of Israeli interests and Israel’s emergence as a world power. 
 While some may believe this support is guaranteed, it is not – and has 
never been. For the past four decades, the organization I founded, the 
International Fellowship of Christians and Jews, played a critical role in 
building bridges of trust and cooperation between Christians and Jews in 
America and between Christians and the State of Israel. By the end of the 
‘70s, very few Jews were aware of this community, and those that were, 
generally were suspicious of it and failed to take them seriously. 
Moreover, Israel and the Jewish people were not at the top of Christian 
priorities back then. We can recall President Carter, who was an 
evangelical Christian – but whose positions as president were hardly pro-
Israel. The widespread Christian support of Israel we see today is a direct 
result of decades of advocacy, education and teaching the evangelical 
community of the Jewish roots of their Christian faith, and the need to 
deepen their bonds with Israel and the Jewish people. 
 At the start of my journey I had no idea how much this community 
would eventually grow in numbers and influence. While we focused on 
teaching the Christian leadership to support Israel, we also sought to 
encourage Christians to tour the land of Israel and strengthen their bonds 
with her. Today Christian tourism accounts for about half of all tourism to 
the Jewish state. 
 Starting in the ‘90s, with the fall of the Soviet regime and the first 
wave of Russian immigration to Israel, millions of Christians answered 
my call to help bring Soviet Jews on aliyah to their ancestral homeland. 
Many also began contributing to The Fellowship to help us care for 
Israel’s weaker citizens – lower-income, elderly, minorities and others – 
and to provide security for the country. 
 Israeli leaders including ministers, member of Israel’s parliament, the 
Knesset, local mayors and anyone engaged in social issues in Israel 
understands the impact evangelical Christians here have made over the 
years. Indeed, today, The Fellowship is the single largest philanthropic 
charitable organization in all of Israel. 
 Each year more than 1.5 million Israelis and vulnerable Jews around 
the world – poor elderly, those threatened by anti-Semitism – receive help 
from The Fellowship. We provide for basic needs such as food and 
medicine for families, children on welfare and senior citizens, we have 
funded MRI and PT Scan machines and trauma care rooms in hospitals in 
Israeli communities in peripheral areas that serve lower-income residents, 
we have renovated 5,000 bomb shelters in such communities, and support 
hundreds of other projects for the wellbeing of Israelis regardless of 
gender, religion or race.  
 These projects, costing hundreds of millions of dollars each year, 
would not have existed without the donations of millions of Christians 
worldwide, most of whom are ordinary Christians of modest means who 
deeply believe in supporting the Jewish State and her people.  
  Such support – which the American and Israeli public at large may not 
fully recognize – has become a critical strategic asset for Israel, politically 
and socially. 
 But we cannot rest on our laurels. There is so much more we can do. 
Outside the US, evangelical Christians are one of the fastest-growing 
religious communities in the world, with some 100 million believers in 
China alone, and hundreds of millions more in Latin America, the Far East 
and elsewhere. 
 In fact, those nations following the United States in moving their 
embassies to Jerusalem share a common thread – strong evangelical 
Christian communities. The President of Guatemala, Jimmy Morales, is a 
fervent evangelical Christian and his voters support Israel for that same 
reason. In Honduras too, which has also announced the transfer of its 
embassy, the evangelical community is some 40 percent of the population. 
 Yet just as evangelical Christian support for Israel did not just happen 
out of nowhere, but required leadership and bridge building work, so for it 
to survive and thrive in the future it is imperative that we invest in it and 
strengthen it so that it will be our Jewish lifeline in the years ahead. 
The writer is president and founder of the International Fellowship of 
Christians and Jews.     (Jerusalem Post May 15) 


