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Events… 

 
Tuesday May 15, 8pm 
 IsrPundit’s Ted Belman speaks on “The Jordan Option: The Ultimate 
Alternate Solution for the Arab/Israeli conflict” at Aish Thornhill.  
 

 

Commentary… 

 
The End of the Peace Process         By Reuven Berko 
 On the eve of the transfer of the U.S. Embassy to Jerusalem, the 
Palestinian National Council, the legislative body of the Palestine 
Liberation Organization, in other words, the organization for the liberation 
of the Land of Israel, convened for its 23rd session in Ramallah. Grown 
men in suits listened to the don, Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud 
Abbas spew anti-Semitic lies, fabricate history and deliver empty promises. 
 According to Abbas, the Palestinian coffin was nailed shut as a result of 
the split with and corruption of Hamas, the Arab states' abandonment of the 
Palestinians, Israel's strength and the U.S.'s traitorous rejection of the 
Palestinian demands for a "right of return" and Jerusalem. The only thing 
that remains for Abbas to do is claim a chapter in the Quran commands the 
Palestinians wait patiently alongside the borders of Palestine. Let them 
wait, because the same Quran promises this land to the Jewish people, and 
that is why we are therefore the actual owners. 
 According to Abbas, Ashkenazi Jews are descended from the Khazars, 
a people who existed hundreds of years ago somewhere between Eastern 
Europe and Central Asia, and therefore have no connection to Palestine. 
The Palestinians are the chosen Canaanite people who will remain parked 
outside Palestine until their victory is achieved. Israel was established on an 
imperial whim and as part of a conspiracy to thwart the Arab power that 
threatens Europe. The Jews collaborated with Nazi leader Adolf Hitler to 
arrive in Palestine, just as Israel's first Prime Minister David Ben-Gurion 
brought Jews from Arab states to Palestine, even though they enjoyed 
pleasant and pogrom-free lives under the auspices of Islam. 
 As far as Abbas is concerned, the transfer of the U.S. Embassy to 
Jerusalem, the draining of the abscess of the "eternal Palestinian refugees" 
and the closure of the U.N.'s agency for Palestinian refugees, which so 
maliciously perpetuates the problem, has turned the deal of the century into 
the slap of the century. Abbas' response has been to engage in efforts to 
provide international legitimacy to the Palestinians and a legal campaign 
against Israel. 
 At a counterconference in the Gaza Strip, Hamas' political bureau chief 
Ismail Haniyeh blamed the Palestinian Authority in Ramallah for the 
blockade and vindictive sanctions on the group. In his speech, Haniyeh 
reinforced the message of jihad and an "intifada of return" to break the 
blockade. He denounced Abbas as a dangerous leader conspiring to divide 
the people and described the Palestinian Authority as a traitorous 
organization that collaborates with Israel and so impedes the efforts of the 
"opposition," in other words, terrorism, the uprising and the "March of 
Return" on Judea and Samaria. 
 Haniyeh abrogated the Palestinian National Council conference, which 
he called patronizing, unrepresentative and illegitimate. He rejected 
Defense Minister Avigdor Lieberman's plans for a one-stage regional 
agreement with Arab leaders over the heads of Palestinians for territorial 
and population exchanges, Israeli sovereignty in Jerusalem, the 
demilitarization of Palestinian-controlled territory and Israeli security 
control over territory west of the Jordan River. Ahead of the gathering, 
Hamas' Al-Aqsa TV station broadcast war songs.  Meanwhile, near the 
border fence with Israel, a religious man promised that the Zionists' fate 
was one of death. There is no one to talk to. It was during these 
uncompromising speeches that a decision emerged: Only a solution that is 
forced upon the Palestinians will stabilize the region. Within the framework 
of this solution, control over Gaza will be returned to Egypt and the 

Palestinian Authority 
enclave will 
confederate into 
Jordan's Hashemite Kingdom.   (Israel 
Hayom May 3) 
 

 
A Tale of Two Speeches       By 
Jonathan S. Tobin 

Much has changed in the world 
since March 2015, when Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu 
addressed Congress to urge it to reject what would become President 
Barack Obama’s signature foreign-policy accomplishment. Despite 
Netanyahu’s efforts, the Iran nuclear deal was approved. But the 
subsequent election of U.S. President Donald Trump means that the pact 
with Iran is once again subject to debate as the administration struggles to 
find a way to deal with fatal flaws in the agreement. 

This was the issue that in no small measure brought French President 
Emanuel Macron this week to Washington. Macron hoped to bridge the 
divide on a number of issues that has opened up between the United States 
and Europe since Trump’s election. But his primary mission was to try to 
persuade his American counterpart not to pull the United States out of the 
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action that legalized Iran’s nuclear program, 
rewarded it with billions and lifted international sanctions in exchange for 
a pause in Tehran’s quest to obtain a weapon of mass destruction. 

In his speech to Congress, Macron criticized Trump’s policies as 
much, if not more than, Netanyahu attacked Obama’s. But while 
Netanyahu’s address was widely seen as an affront to the U.S. 
government, the media cheered Macron. The reason for the contrast 
between the receptions of the two speeches says a lot about Trump and 
Obama, as well as about the general lack of honesty in the debate over 
Iran. 
 The Europeans and the American foreign-policy establishment that 
applauded Obama’s appeasement of Iran remain desperate to stop Trump 
from acting on his intention to begin the process of correcting the 
problems in the deal by reinstating sanctions. 
 They know that the sunset clauses in JCPOA (the official name of the 
deal) ensure that after a decade, Iran will be able to build a nuclear 
weapon with impunity. They’re also aware that Iran’s ballistic-missile 
program will give it the ability to deliver such weapons to either threaten 
Israel’s destruction—something its leaders have often vowed to do—or 
terrorize Europe and the United States. The wealth and legitimacy the deal 
conferred on Tehran have also helped it spread terrorism throughout the 
Middle East and establish military bases north of Israel’s border as part of 
its successful intervention in the Syrian civil war. But much of the world 
would rather ignore these issues. For them, anything is better than having 
to sacrifice their business prospects in Tehran and a desire to avoid 
conflict at any cost. 
 That’s why the Europeans have been trying to convince Trump that 
negotiations over side deals—that won’t actually alter the agreement or 
end the sunset clauses—are the path to its improvement. But Trump’s 
instinctive distrust of the conventional wisdom being peddled by foreign-
policy experts is serving him and the nation well on this issue. He seems 
to understand that the Europeans’ tactics are intended to distract him from 
his goal of altering JCPOA, rather than a credible plan to solve a real 
problem. 
 Macron used his invitation to Congress to attack Trump’s stance on 
Iran, as well as his trade and climate-change policies, and to make a more 
general critique of the president’s more nationalist approach to 
international relations. 
 The thin-skinned Trump, who is generally intolerant of criticism, 
chose not to be offended by Macron. Though the body language between 
the two leaders seemed bizarre, Trump rolled out the red carpet for the 
French president. Nevertheless, the media reception for Macron was 
friendly, as liberal editorial pages lauded his efforts to talk Trump into not 
pulling out of the Iran deal in mid-May. 
 The contrast to the reception that Netanyahu received for his 2015 
congressional address couldn’t be greater. Three years ago, the normally 
unflappable Obama was enraged by the Israeli leader’s willingness to 
challenge him on his home turf. 
 Part of the problem stemmed from the fact that the invitation came 
from House Republicans rather than Obama, who spent his eight years in 
office seeking “more daylight” between the United States and Israel. 
Netanyahu’s decision to accept was a tactical error. It enabled Obama to 
make the Israeli prime minister’s supposed effrontery an issue that helped 
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him turn the Iran deal into a partisan litmus test for Democrats, thereby 
making it easier to avoid GOP efforts to derail the pact. 
 Netanyahu was derided as a scaremonger. Macron was cheered for 
quoting Franklin Roosevelt’s famous line about “the only thing we have to 
fear is fear itself.” But while Macron told Trump critics what they wanted 
to hear, Netanyahu’s warnings about the danger Iran poses to the Middle 
East and Western security are all still true. Added to that, events in the 
intervening three years as Iran’s influence has spread have also validated 
his attempt to sound the alarm. 
 In 2015, Netanyahu told the West that surrendering to Iran on the 
nuclear issue was unnecessary. He was right. America’s hand is far stronger 
than Trump’s critics claim. The United States can, if it has the will, re-
impose sanctions on Iran and force its allies to go along with it. Rather than 
a formula for war, a failure to end the sunset clauses, as well as to address 
Iranian missiles and terror, is a guarantee of a bloody conflict in the not-
too-distant future. Iran’s economy and currency have steadily gotten 
weaker, and the notion that the Islamist regime or its Russian allies are too 
strong to be pressured is a myth they and their apologists are at pains to 
bolster. 
 Trump’s new foreign-policy team of Secretary of State Mike Pompeo 
and National Security Advisor John Bolton seem to understand that 
pretending, as Obama did, that Iran merely wanted a chance to “get right 
with the world” is the most dangerous policy imaginable. 
 While Macron’s speech was more popular, if Trump stands his ground 
on Iran, as he should, the spirit of Netanyahu’s address may prevail. If so, 
that would be a belated vindication of a warning that up until now has gone 
unheeded.    (JNS Apr 27) 
 

 
Our Hearts are Burning         By Avner Yona 
 We, the farmers in the Gaza periphery, are helpless. It pains my heart to 
see a field on fire after we worked day and night to sow it. People who 
aren't farmers might not understand, but when you grow wheat, you only 
have a certain time frame, so we don't mind spending a white night on the 
Gaza border, even though it's very dangerous. 
 We invest a lot of money and effort in fertilizing the soil and irrigating 
the wheat, so in a situation in which we see everything going up in flames, I 
see crops burning before they can be harvested, and my heart burns along 
with them. 
 I can't keep a tractor on standby every day and wait until we see kites in 
the air so we can start putting out fires when they land. I'm not a firefighter, 
I'm a farmer. 
 It's truly a terrible feeling, and I have no magic solutions. My plot was 
burned up and the army is standing there, not doing anything. What can it 
do? By the time they called in a fire truck, the field burned. 
 If the army doesn't have any solutions, what are we farmers to do? The 
fire spread to the jojoba we planted five years ago and have been waiting to 
see bear fruit. Now a lot of my plants are gone, and I don't have the words 
to describe what I feel. Everything is burned. How much more do we have 
to take? It's not even over yet. 
 We suffered from the Hamas terror tunnels and when we realized there 
was a solution to them, we were filled with optimism. But it's always 
something else: tunnels, bombs, snipers, and now the terrorists are using 
kites. We have to tell the truth: The Palestinians don't want us in this 
country and don't recognize our existence. They don't care that they are 
sacrificing people, but we care about them.   (Israel Hayom May 3) 
The writer is a farmer living in Kibbutz Nahal Oz, near the Israel-Gaza 
Strip border. 
 

 
Classic Europe: Appeasement at all Costs          By Eldad Beck 
 To understand the bizarreness of the European Union's almost-
automatic response to Israel's revelation of Iran's nuclear weapons archive, 
we have to go back to July 14, 2015. In the early afternoon, following 
intensive, painstaking negotiations, EU foreign policy chief Frederica 
Mogherini and Iranian Foreign Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif emerged 
side by side to read a joint statement in English and Farsi affirming the 
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, otherwise known as the Iran nuclear 
deal. 
 An overly ecstatic Mogherini and her Iranian colleague spoke about a 
"historic day" and stressed that "with courage, political will, mutual respect 
and leadership, we delivered on what the world was hoping for: a shared 
commitment to peace and to join hands in order to make our world safer." 
 Since that day, this mutual commitment to peace has been seen in Syria 
and Yemen, where Iran has taken part in bloodbaths capable of igniting a 
regional conflagration at any given moment. 
 The joint statement failed to mention, explicitly or implicitly, Iran's past 
efforts to develop nuclear weapons. It essentially absolved Iran of having to 
address the existence of any military nuclear project and accepted Iran's 
claim that all of its atomic endeavors were for civilian purposes. The 
historic event would have been very different had the joint statement 

included an Iranian declaration along the lines of: "In the past, we had a 
military nuclear program. We are giving it up for the sake of world peace." 
 Now we are only left to ponder how "conditions for building trust" 
coincide with the official statements from several leading European 
governments and Mogherini that "the Iran nuclear deal is not based on 
trust about Iran's intentions; rather it is based on tough verification, 
including measures that allow inspectors from the International Atomic 
Energy Agency unprecedented access to Iran's nuclear program." 
 Has Mogherini lost faith in the Iranians? And if not, why, and how 
will this affect ongoing compliance with the deal? And if the agency's 
inspections are so meticulous, why did Mossad agents have to carry out a 
daring operation to find and extract Iran's military nuclear archives? Why 
was this archive not handed over to the IAEA and destroyed, with even 
greater efficiency than the United Nations has thus far exhibited in 
destroying the Syrian regime's weapons of mass destruction arsenal? After 
all, Iran promised it would not seek nuclear weapons under any 
circumstances. 
 Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu almost assuredly does not 
believe that European countries will change their stance on the Iran 
nuclear deal in the wake of Israel's intelligence coup. In any case, Israel 
doesn't want the deal to be completely shelved either, as this would allow 
Iran to immediately renew its program to develop nuclear weapons. 
 However, the Israeli revelation allows the Europeans to amplify 
pressure on Tehran to accept the idea of an addendum to the nuclear deal, 
at the request of the United States and Israel. U.S. President Donald 
Trump will either temporarily extend sanctions relief until an addendum is 
agreed or will renew sanctions until an addendum is formulated within a 
specific timeframe. Unlike the Europeans, Trump understands that the 
Iranians are making a mockery of everyone. The Europeans now have no 
choice but to admit this and help, even if involuntarily, remove the mask 
from the ayatollah regime.    (Israel Hayom May 2) 
 

 
A Fantastic Intelligence Feat        By Maj. Gen. (ret.) Yaakov Amidror 
 One can argue whether what Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu 
revealed from the Iranian nuclear archive constitutes a smoking gun and 
debate its significance as pertains to Iran's compliance with the 2015 
nuclear deal.  One cannot, however, dismiss the intelligence agency's 
accomplishment. 
 The Israeli intelligence community has once again proved it has 
extraordinary capabilities. Reaching the secret archives, stored in an 
ordinary building in the heart of Iran so as not to attract the attention of 
foreign intelligence agencies, entering the facility and transferring the 
contents of those archives to Israel – these are all abilities that will remain 
important in future efforts to identify any Iranian attempt to deviate from 
the framework of the nuclear accord. 
 What should the Iranians internalize from the successful Israeli 
operation? They should understand that they have been penetrated, that 
Israel has the ability to reach the most sensitive places in Tehran and that 
they should think twice before they act. Even if it does not provide 
evidence of a current Iranian violation of the 2015 deal, this 
accomplishment by Israeli intelligence serves to delay to a certain extent 
any future violation by Iran. 
 The deal commits two grave sins that must be reckoned with: It allows 
the Iranians to continue to develop ballistic missiles and more explicitly, 
allows them to develop a new generation of centrifuges for the enrichment 
of uranium. As a result, when the accord expires, the Iranians will find 
themselves much better off: possessing long-range missiles and 
centrifuges that are 10 or even 20 times faster than those they had before 
the deal. They could then return to the nuclear archive and easily pick up 
where they left off. This begs the question: Why did they risk holding on 
to an archive that could incriminate them and show the world their bold-
faced lies? 
 There may not be a smoking gun, but there is pride in the work of 
Israel's intelligence agency and considerations that must not be ignored.   
(Israel Hayom May 1) 
 

 
The Palestinians Have Reached a Dead End         By Eyal Zisser  

The number of Gaza residents willing to participate in Hamas’ riots 
along the border fence is dropping, as seen at last Friday’s protest. Hamas 
is no longer hiding the fact that the demonstrations are not intended to be 
quiet marches, but violent attempts to carry out attacks on Israeli soldiers 
and civilians, damage the Israeli border fence and military equipment, and 
burn fields and forests. 
 We can assume that leading up to May 15, on which the Palestinians 
mark the Nakba (or “Catastrophe”) of their displacement during Israel’s 
1948 War of Independence, the border will heat up again. Hamas will 
encourage Gazans to head out for the “marches of return,” reminding 
Israel and the world that the Palestinians are still committed to the dream 
of return, which in essence means the destruction of the State of Israel. 



 As Hamas prepares for more rounds of violence, since it has nothing to 
offer the residents of Gaza other than that, the Palestinian Authority (PA) in 
Ramallah has been keeping mum. This is due in part to internecine 
Palestinian power struggles — primarily, the fight over who will succeed 
PA leader Mahmoud Abbas — but also because Abbas and his friends do 
not want and actually cannot escape the trap that they closed on themselves 
when they turned up their noses at the Trump administration’s attempts to 
kick-start the peace process. 
 The Palestinian nationalist movement is at one of the lowest points in 
its history. Some, even among the Palestinians, argue that it has come to the 
end of the road. Its goals — even the smallest ones — are slipping out of its 
reach. No matter what happens, their fate is once again out of their hands 
and out of the hands of their leadership, whether that happens to be the PA, 
which is pinning its hopes on the international community, or Hamas, 
which is now making its way back to the welcoming embrace of Iran. 

The anniversary of Israel’s independence and its achievements over the 
70 years of its existence is an excellent opportunity for the Palestinians to 
spend some time thinking about where they went wrong, and what could 
extract them from the dead end they have found themselves in. 
 After 100 years of clashes (dating from the Balfour Declaration), 70 
years of conflict (starting with the 1948 War of Independence), and a 
quarter-century since the Oslo Accords, which were supposed to have given 
the Palestinians both peace and a land of their own, it looks like they are 
losing the little they have managed to obtain. 
 The Palestinian nationalist movement was always a mirror image of 
Zionism. In other words, it was born out of and in response to the Jewish 
national movement. This means that the battle against the Zionist idea and 
the desire to serve as an antithesis to everything that Israel symbolizes were 
and are a common denominator rather than a defining element of 
Palestinian identity. This is not enough to sustain a national movement and 
lead it to success. 
 The sources of Palestinian weakness have never changed: the lack of a 
national identity that supersedes the tribe, the clan, or the village, and is 
nothing more than a rejection of the other (Zionism); the lack of any 
legitimate, effective leadership that lays out a path and convinces the public 
to take it; a weak economy; religious radicalization; and, above all, 
depending on others to rescue the Palestinian people from their distress. 
 From 1948 to 1967, the Palestinians hung their hopes on the Arab 
states. For the PA, it’s now the international community, the same vague 
and amorphous entity whose efficacy we have seen in Syria. For Hamas, 
hope lies in Iran and Turkey. 
 This is a challenging reality for Israel, because it means the hope that 
one day Israel will find a Palestinian partner for either a peace deal or, in 
the case of Gaza, a truce, is currently a false one. 
 It’s hard to imagine that the Palestinians in their current situation are 
capable of compromise at all, much less a compromise acceptable to Israel, 
which is the stronger side. It also means that, in the future, the ball is in 
Israel’s court when it comes to its approach towards the Palestinians. 
Ultimately, it’s doubtful whether the Palestinians wish to or even can take 
part in the game.    (Algemeiner May 1) 
The writer is a lecturer in the Middle East History Department at Tel Aviv 
University. 
 

 
Prelude to a Showdown?        By Noah Rothman  
On Monday, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s revealed the 
results of an audacious intelligence operation that resulted in the seizure of 
thousands of documents related to the Iranian nuclear weapons program. 
Since then, the revelations about the bomb program that the Islamic 
Republic preserved, presumably for future use, have been met with furious 
spin by supporters of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA), 
aka the nuclear deal. They’ve contended that there is nothing to see here, 
but they are all missing the bigger picture. And it is a sobering one. 
 Supporters of the 2015 nuclear agreement have alleged that information 
revealed by an operation involving 100 Mossad agents or assets, in which 
55,000 printed pages and 183 compact discs revealing the Iranian bomb 
program in granular detail were spirited out of a civilian warehouse in 
Tehran, is no big deal. Middlebury Institute of International Studies lecturer 
Jeffrey Lewis called the way in which Netanyahu revealed this intelligence 
coup a “dog and pony show” that exposed only information already 
disclosed to the IAEA. NIAC chief Trita Parsi said Israel had essentially 
raided and plundered the IAEA, not a secret Iranian storehouse. This was 
all “well-known pre-Iran deal history,” according to Barack Obama’s 
deputy national security advisor, Ben Rhodes. Former spokesman for 
Obama’s national security council, Tommy Vietor, even accused the U.S. 
and Israel of “cooking up intel” to justify the abrogation of the JCPOA. 

This all amounts to a strenuous exercise in missing the point. The 
documents, which cover a time span that ends prior to the adoption of the 
nuclear accords in 2015, might not reveal violations of the nuclear deal (by 
definition), but they are by no means old news. The specificity revealed by 
those documents, including the metallurgy work and kiloton yields sought 

by the regime were new to the West, and details of the nuclear test sites 
that Iran considered and prepared were news to Western observers. But the 
bombshell was not the information contained within these documents. The 
very fact that they exist was the bombshell, as was the fact that they were 
being housed in a facility designed to keep them secret from international 
inspectors (to the modest extent that a verifiable inspections regime exists 
as part of the JCPOA). Former Secretary of State John Kerry repeatedly 
assured the public and lawmakers that all of Iran’s past nuclear-weapons 
work would have to be disclosed to an international monitoring regime as 
part of the nuclear accords–or there would be no deal. Now we are told 
that the very fact that Iran has violated the spirit if not the letter of the 
accords is also the very reason that they are so vital. 
 Again, though, to focus on the intelligence Netanyahu revealed is to 
lose the plot. The exposure of an exceedingly complex operation that 
revealed these documents to the world is by itself an alarming 
development. According to the Israeli officials with whom Axios reporter 
Barak Ravid spoke, the Iranian nuclear archive was transferred to its 
covert home in February of 2016 explicitly to hide the military dimensions 
of its nuclear program from inspectors. The Israeli operation that 
uncovered that warehouse, which was known only to a small circle of 
Iranian officials, took years to prepare and involved hundreds of agents 
and informants. Exposing this operation has compromised all of those 
irreplaceable human assets and sacrificed a lot of invaluable collection 
capability. No government does that without performing a cost/benefit 
analysis. Either Israel concluded that making this operation public was 
worth the concrete policy objective that would be achieved by the reveal, 
or Netanyahu’s government determined that the value of its assets in 
Tehran was going to depreciate soon anyway as a result of events. And 
events are becoming rather ominous. 
 In as many months, Israel has executed three airstrikes on Iranian 
targets inside Syria. In February, Israel claimed to have shot down an 
Iranian drone originating in Syria that penetrated its airspace. In response 
to that incursion, the Israeli military targeted and destroyed four Iranian 
positions and an Iranian-operated command-and-control center from 
which the drone originated. One Israeli aircraft was shot down by Syrian 
anti-aircraft fire during that operation. In early April, Israel executed an 
airstrike on an Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps post in Syria in which 
Iranian soldiers and Hezbollah were killed. And just days ago, Israel 
attacked two Iranian-linked bases inside Syria killing dozens of Iranian 
and Syrian fighters and igniting ammunition that resulted in several 
massive explosions. The tempo of Israeli operations is increasing and 
Americans sources say observers have every reason to fear the 
accelerating trend. 
 U.S. officials reportedly told NBC News that, within the last two 
weeks, Iran has stepped up deliveries of small arms and surface-to-air 
missiles to Syria as part of Tehran’s effort to “shore up Iranian ground 
forces and to strike at Israel.” The conspicuous reinforcement of Iranian 
soldiers, support staff, and weapons stockpiles might have led Israel to 
draw the gravest of conclusions. “The three U.S. officials said Israel now 
seems to be preparing for military action and is seeking U.S. help and 
support,” NBC News revealed. 
 The arguments among political factions within the United States 
regarding the Iran nuclear deal and various presidential legacies are 
peripheral to what may be the more immediate issue: the prospect of 
imminent hostilities between Israel and Iran, to say nothing of Tehran’s 
proxy forces in Syria, Lebanon, and Gaza. Seen in that light, Netanyahu’s 
decision to reveal the most eye-opening feat of spycraft in a generation is 
anything but a “nothing-burger.”    (CommentaryMagazine.com May 2) 
 

 
Something Is Rotten in Israel: It’s the New Israel Fund  
By Douglas Altabef 

The New Israel Fund (NIF) is ecstatic over its victory dismantling the 
Israeli government’s plan to deport illegal migrants from Africa back to 
friendly, third-party African countries. As the self-described “real 
opposition” in Israel, the NIF believes it has accomplished a major policy 
goal. 
 The NIF is indeed on a roll. Their grantees have been advocating 
against the self-defense tactics of the IDF at the Gaza border and are also 
trying to stop the transfer of the US embassy to Jerusalem. 
 There’s just one problem: The NIF is not an Israeli organization. It’s 
American. The NIF has no seats in the Knesset, nor does it send its 
children to the Israeli army. If there is conflict in Israel, there is no need 
for them to find shelter in a safe room, because they are safely ensconced 
in America. 
 How are Israelis supposed to react to this state of affairs? Perhaps a 
hint can be found in how Americans have reacted to the prospect that 
Russians interfered with the US election in 2016. They were furious that 
the internal affairs of their country might have been influenced by 
foreigners. 

Americans were rightly concerned that their sovereignty was being 



compromised by non-Americans who had their own agenda. They were 
being manipulated by outsiders who might claim they were acting for the 
benefit of Americans, but were actually pursuing their own agenda. 
 The real question then is why should Israelis be any different from 
Americans? Why shouldn’t we be resentful about the incursion into our 
democracy by people who incessantly proclaim that they are acting in the 
name of democracy, yet completely disregard ours? 
 Our government is duly elected by the citizens of Israel. It reflects the 
will of the people, and indeed — according to various opinion polls — the 
government’s policy towards migrants was supported by a significant 
majority of the citizens of Israel. 
 None of this seems to matter to the New Israel Fund. This is 
reminiscent of the politician who, when hearing that he had lost his election 
and the “people” had “spoken,” said that what was needed was a new 
“people.” 
 There are two things that truly distinguish the New Israel Fund — lots 
of money and overbearing arrogance. Combining the two, the result is a 
“my way or else” approach to Israel, an insistence that Israel’s many sins be 
corrected according to the dictates of… guess who. 
 Lots of money can buy you a lot of access and even influence. It 
cannot, however, change the reality that what is being attempted is an end 
run around Israel’s own sovereignty, its own democracy, and our own 
destiny. 
 I often hear fellow olim (new immigrants to Israel) saying, “I didn’t 
make aliyah so that … (fill in the grievance).” I understand the sentiment. I 
didn’t make aliyah to have my future controlled by people who didn’t and 
wouldn’t make aliyah, but nevertheless feel entitled to tell me how to live 
my life. 
 Something is rotten in Israel. We should not be delegating our destiny 
to the New Israel Fund. 
The writer is Chairman of the Board of Im Tirtzu and a director of the 
Israel Independence Fund. 
 

 
The Disintegration of American Jewry    By Isi Leibler 

American Jewry, apart from the Orthodox and a minority of committed 
non-Orthodox, is demographically imploding. 

Paradoxically, this is taking place at a time when support for Israel 
among the American people is at an all-time high and traditional anti-
Semitism is at its lowest level. Jewish education among non-Orthodox Jews 
is catastrophic with widespread ignorance of Judaism and understanding 
about Israel. Assimilation is rampant with intermarriage levels reaching 
70%. 

Although right-wing racist anti-Semitism has made headlines, the real 
threat emanates from the viciously anti-Israeli and anti-Semitic Left and the 
growing numbers of Muslim extremists. 

Under normal circumstances, a proud Jewish community supported by 
most Americans could neutralize these negative elements. 

However, the crisis is largely internal. In the past, American Jews, with 
valid historical justifications, have always had a penchant for liberalism. 
Their attachments to Israel and Judaism were synonymous and liberal 
political forces were Israel’s strongest supporters, while conservatives were 
less inclined to support the Jewish state. 

However, over the past two decades, the far Left has become viciously 
anti-Israeli, even supporting terrorist groups like Hamas and Hezbollah and 
depicting Israel as an imperialist occupier. 

This trend reached a climax under U.S. President Barack Obama, who 
made overtures to the Iranians and treated Israel politically as a rogue state. 
Aside from ZOA head, Morton Klein, not a single mainstream Jewish 
leader had the courage to stand up and protest Obama’s bias against Israel 
and his constant bracketing of Israeli defensive actions as morally 
equivalent to the actions of terrorists. 

Despite this, incredibly, aside from African-Americans, the Jews 
remained consistently Obama’s greatest supporters. 

When Donald Trump was elected president, the hatred manifested 
against him from the bulk of the Jewish leadership reached hysterical 
levels. 

Many of the so-called leaders intensified the anti-Israeli hysteria by 
falsely accusing Trump of fascism and even anti-Semitism – despite his 
Jewish friends and family members and outstanding support for Israel. In 
fact, the administration’s wholehearted ongoing support for the Jewish state 
even seemed to intensify their anti-Israeli inclinations. 

The Anti-Defamation League, headed by Jonathan Greenblatt, 
relinquished any pretense of being apolitical. It continuously lashed out 
against the administration and behaved like an extension of the extreme 
anti-Trump opposition. The ADL frequently seemed more inclined to 
defend Muslim extremists than Jews, maintaining that organizations like 
Canary Mission, which exposes anti-Semitism on college campuses, are 
Islamophobic and racist. It also ignored or dismissed much of the left-wing 
anti-Semitism and soft-pedaled its criticism of Black Lives Matter, an 
organization that accused Israel of ethnic cleansing and exaggerated the 

influence of far-right radicals, seeking to link them to Trump. The ADL 
also took upon itself to repeatedly condemn Israeli policies and the so-
called “occupation.” 

The Reform movement leader, Rabbi Rick Jacobs, behaved similarly, 
usually with the support of leaders of the Conservative movement. Jacobs 
initially even condemned Trump’s decision to recognize Jerusalem as the 
capital of Israel. 

In this environment, the anti-Israeli-government J Street was absurdly 
promoted by sectors of the establishment as a moderate and a legitimate 
vehicle to soften the more delusional Jewish groups openly seeking the 
demise of Israel and even defending Hamas. 

By remaining silent and appealing for tolerance even toward groups 
castigating Israel like Jewish Voice for Peace, the Jewish establishment 
created a defeatist climate, paving the way for the chaos currently 
prevailing in the Jewish community. 

This has impacted on large numbers of Jews, especially youth with 
virtually no Jewish education and for whom Israel has already become a 
marginal factor. 

In turn, this has strengthened the boycott, divestment and sanctions 
movement and created an atmosphere in which it is chic for unaffiliated 
Jews to distance themselves from, or in some cases even publicly 
condemn, Israel. 

Twenty years ago, it would have been inconceivable to have any other 
than delusional Jewish fringe groups attacking Israel. Today, especially on 
campuses, it requires courage to even stand up against these perverted 
anti-Israeli Jews. 

These self-hating Jewish deviants have combined with Muslim 
extremists and the far Left to intimidate Jews committed to Israel, making 
life for them unbearable particularly on campuses. They are at the 
forefront of the BDS movement, deny Israeli spokesmen the right to 
speak, disrupt their lectures and support the depiction of Israel as an 
“apartheid state.” The extent of the madness is reflected in groups of 
Jewish radicals publicly reciting kaddish for Jihadist Palestinians killed by 
Israeli soldiers defending their borders. 

Sadly, many Jewish leaders urge supporters of Israel to be tolerant of 
these hostile Jewish groups and, rather than confronting them, entreat 
them to engage in dialogue. Regrettably, many Hillel groups encourage 
and provide venues for such dialogue. 

It is hardly surprising that, in such an environment encouraged by the 
anti-Israeli media and the radical wing of the Democratic Party, whereas 
in the past Jewish support for Israel was almost a given, today the 
preponderance of liberal Jews – especially their leaders – feel awkward 
supporting Israel. Wishing to conform to their self-image as 
“enlightened,” in most cases they feel comfortable publicly condemning 
the Israeli government. 

The current, almost unprecedented unity of the Israeli people 
transcends politics over issues such as war and peace, defense of the 
borders and deterring terrorism, including the violent efforts by Hamas to 
breach Israel’s borders. This is ignored by many liberal American Jews 
living in an atmosphere in which they not only feel the need to conform 
and condemn Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and his democratically 
elected government but in many cases, go even further, castigating the 
IDF for allegedly responding disproportionately to terrorists who use 
human shields as a tactic in their warfare. 

It is in this context that Academy Award-winning actress Natalie 
Portman’s outburst, a symptom of the current climate, was a public 
relations gift to Israel’s enemies despite her subsequent mealy-mouthed 
utterances. She would never have contemplated such behavior a few years 
ago, before the atmosphere had become so poisoned that criticism of Israel 
by Jews barely raises eyebrows. 

It is time for those committed to Israel to be courageous and stand up 
and be counted. They should dismiss the absurdity of promoting the “big 
tent” and attempts to engage in dialogue with Jews condemning Israel’s 
right to defend itself. 

They should publicly demand the resignation of leaders who criticize 
Israel’s security policies, which are supported by a broad Israeli 
consensus. They should call on their leaders to publicly castigate Jews 
who denigrate Israel and expel from their ranks those who support or 
tolerate groups promoting BDS or defend those seeking Israel’s 
destruction. 

Jews who align themselves with Islamic extremists or the anti-Semitic 
far Left are equivalent to Jews who would have supported the Nazis had 
Hitler not turned on them. They should be spurned by the community and 
rejected from Jewish gatherings or synagogues. They are equivalent to the 
“mosers” of the Middle Ages who betrayed their communities and should 
be treated accordingly. 

Until there are Jewish leaders who are fully committed to supporting 
Israel during these critical times rather than those who are primarily 
concerned to display their tolerance toward those who seek our 
destruction, the disintegration of the non-Orthodox American Jewish 
community will proceed unimpeded.   (Jerusalem Post May 1) 


