
תצוהש"ק פרשת פורים, ע   
14 Adar 5781    
February 26, 2021 
Issue number 1334 

   
Jerusalem 4:55 
Toronto 5:45 
 

News… 

 
B’nai Brith Demands Action over Anti-Semitic Content on 
Canadian TV Show 
 B’nai Brith Canada is calling on the producers of a Canadian 
medical drama series to apologize and take action for inaccurate and 
offensive stereotypes against Hasidic Jews in a widely-distributed 
episode of their show. 
 In Episode 8, Season 1 of Nurses, produced by Toronto’s ICF 
Films, Entertainment One and Corus Entertainment, a young Hasidic 
man and basketball player named Israel suffers a serious leg injury. He 
is told by hospital staff that a bone graft from a corpse is his only hope 
for recovery, at which point he refuses. The character's father then 
objects to the prospect of receiving a graft from “goyim,” non-Jews, a 
woman or an Arab.  
 In actuality, when a Jew receives a graft or organ donation from 
the dead, under Jewish law, the fact that the donor may be a non-Jew, 
a woman, an Arab or even a fellow Jew is irrelevant. According to 
traditional Jewish law, saving a life takes precedence over all other 
considerations and religious commandments.  
 B’nai Brith’s view is that this inaccurate plot line perpetuates false 
and dangerous anti-Semitic stereotypes about Jews – Hasidic and 
Orthodox Jews in particular – hating women, Arabs or non-Jews in 
general. The organization has written to three companies responsible 
for producing the show, demanding an apology, a factual correction 
and the removal of the impugned episode until changes can be made. 
 Nurses has recently received more interest and scrutiny due to 
being broadcast by NBC in the United States.  
 “The disturbing stereotypes present in this episode of Nurses are 
deeply damaging to Jews, especially Orthodox practitioners,” said 
Michael Mostyn, Chief Executive Officer of B’nai Brith Canada. “We 
call on the producers to act responsibly and take accountability for this 
outrage.  “All of this could have been avoided if producers had thought 
to consult members of the Orthodox Jewish community before 
depicting them in this false and slanderous light.”  
 B’nai Brith’s Audit of Anti-Semitic Incidents for 2019, the latest 
year with full data, bore witness to 2,207 acts of violence, vandalism 
and harassment against Canadian Jews in 2019, the highest number on 
record and an 8% increase over 2018.  
 The past two years have also seen an unprecedented wave of 
attacks on Orthodox Jews, especially Hasidic Jews in the New York 
area.    (BBC Feb 24) 

 
 

Commentary… 

 
Israel Needs America But the Client State Era is Over 
By Jonathan S. Tobin 
 President Joe Biden may have finally called Israel last week after 
waiting nearly a month since he was sworn in. But the foreign-policy 
establishment has left its own message for Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu: Watch your step! 
 The transition from the Trump administration to that of Biden 
means an abrupt, and in some cases, a 180-degree policy shift. The 
difference between the two presidents on how to treat Israel and the 
Arab states aligned with it against Iran is as stark as any other being 
contemplated. And the prospect of Netanyahu, as well as the Gulf 
states and Muslim countries that have chosen peace with Israel over 
continuing to be held hostage to Palestinian intransigence, being 
demoted from America’s priority to being an afterthought is a matter 
of pure delight to establishment types. 
 But amid their celebration about this change, these inveterate 
purveyors of conventional wisdom about the United States needing to 
“save Israel from itself” by creating more daylight between the two 
allies need to understand that things have changed since the last time 
the establishment was running Washington four years ago. 
 With Biden’s foreign-policy team almost entirely composed of 
Obama administration alumni, former U.S. State Department peace 
processors like Aaron David Miller can barely contain their glee over 

Netanyahu’s demotion. 
In an op-ed published 
by Politico this week, 
Miller and Richard Sokolsky—
another former State Department 
staffer and fellow senior fellow 
at the Carnegie Endowment for 
Peace—summed up the view of 
the so-called experts about what 

Biden’s policies will mean for the Middle East. Headlined “How 
Biden Will End the Trump Sugar High for Israel and Saudi Arabia,” 
the article explains that the “big egos” that lead those two American 
allies are in for a series of blows of which the delayed phone call is 
just the start. 
 Speaking with authority about the mindset of former colleagues 
of theirs, like Secretary of State Tony Blinken, the pair states in no 
uncertain terms that both Netanyahu and Saudi Crown Prince 
Mohammed bin Salman should get used to not being on anyone’s 
speed-dial in Washington. Both knew they could count on the support 
of former President Donald Trump with respect to their main 
concern: how to stop Iran from achieving regional hegemony, as well 
as from becoming a nuclear power. But Biden, beset at home by the 
problems of dealing with a coronavirus pandemic that didn’t 
magically disappear with the swearing-in of a new president and a 
failing economy, has other pressing concerns. 
 David Friedman, Trump’s ambassador to Israel, saw his job as 
promoting close cooperation between the two nations and fostering 
American support for the Jewish state. Miller and Sokolsky want a 
return to the pre-2017 status quo in which the American ambassador 
will act like an imperial Roman proconsul who is there to give orders 
to inferiors, not to act like a friend. That would mean the Israelis 
might stop behaving as if they are entitled to defend their rights in 
Jerusalem and the territories and to make their own decisions about 
issues that involve their security. The establishment thinks that 
Trump’s recognition of Jerusalem as Israel’s capital, as well as its 
sovereignty over the Golan and seeking to hold the Palestinian 
Authority accountable for subsidizing terrorism while getting nothing 
in return, was outrageous. 
 Biden is determined to revive Obama’s disastrous Iran nuclear 
deal. And despite supposedly consulting with Jerusalem about 
attempts to start negotiations with Tehran, the administration is 
determined to ignore the legitimate concerns of its closest friends and 
sole democracy in the region. Biden’s team is stubbornly indifferent 
to advice about the folly of returning to a pact that will expire by the 
end of the decade, leaving the Islamist regime free to resume its 
nuclear quest, while also doing nothing about its illegal missile 
program and its support for terrorism. 
 The authors acknowledge that the new president understands that 
the Palestinians have no interest in peace. That means a return to 
former President Barack Obama’s obsession with forcing Israel to 
make concessions to enable a two state solution would be a waste of 
time and effort. Still, Miller and Sokolsky would prefer a “reset” of 
relations with Israel. 
 The two have an impressive list of punishments for Israel and the 
Saudis that would mean torpedoing the relationship with both 
countries, lest either nation be too obstreperous about defending their 
interests or seeking to obstruct a new round of American 
appeasement of Iran. 
 The Saudis are unlikely to be impressed by such treats, while 
Netanyahu will seek to avoid unnecessary confrontations with Biden. 
But what Miller and Sokolsky—and perhaps their friends in the 
administration—fail to realize is that there’s no going back to the old 
paradigm of expecting Israel to behave as a servile client state. 
 Small nations have always had to defer to large ones, yet the 
dynamic of the U.S.-Israel relationship was always predicated on the 
Jewish state being the beggar who had nowhere else to turn for help 
except for the Americans. And while there is a growing faction of the 
Democratic Party that is influenced by the anti-Zionism of the 
intersectional movement, even in the worst of times, the majority of 
Americans still support Israel. 
 Most of Trump’s Middle East moves legitimizing Israel’s stance 
on the legality of settlements in the territories or on the Golan can be 
erased with the stroke of a pen. But what can’t be so easily reversed 
is the new correlation of forces in the region in which Israel and the 
most important Arab states are aligned together in a tacit anti-Iranian 
alliance. 
 Israel still needs its sole superpower ally; however, it is no longer 
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as isolated as it was even during the Obama years. By resisting 
pressure to make foolish concessions to the Palestinians, Netanyahu 
has already proved he could say “no” to the United States, even to the 
point of publicly lecturing Obama in the Oval Office, and get away 
with it. The same will be true with respect to the Biden administration 
from an Israel that has more friends among the Muslim governments 
of the region that have given up on the Palestinians than enemies. 
 By choosing to appease Iran and to back down on his 2013 “red 
line” threat about the use of chemical weapons in Syria, Obama 
effectively left Israel and the Gulf States on their own, practically 
pushing them into each other’s arms. Though Trump was as 
uninterested in further direct involvement in the region as Obama, he 
encouraged this relationship, and the result was the Abraham Accords, 
a true breakthrough for peace. 
 But that didn’t happen as the result of an American fiat. It is 
precisely because the links between Israel and the Arab world are in 
the best interests of both sides, rather than being part of a plan hatched 
in Washington, that these agreements will endure. 
 With a strong economy and military—and now with a growing list 
of friends in the Arab world—Israel can’t be as easily bullied as it was 
in the past. Having experienced what it meant to be treated like a true 
ally by Trump, rather than a favored poor friend as it was with even 
the most sympathetic presidents before him, there’s really no going 
back to the old model even if that is what Biden and his supporters 
want. 
 Trump may be gone, but his legacy of empowering Israel to stand 
on its own with regional friends remains. Netanyahu or any potential 
successor will be loath to antagonize Biden; still, the sort of deference 
that would involve compromising Israeli security and vital interests is 
now off the table.   (JNS Feb 24) 

 
 
The Dispute on How to Handle Iran could Cost us   By Yoav Limor 
 With talks between Iran and Western powers about the United 
States returning to the 2015 nuclear deal poised to relaunch, Israel 
finds itself in a particularly problematic situation. 
 A high-level meeting convened this week by Israeli Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu highlights the extent of the problem. In 
the meeting, National Security Council head Meir Ben-Shabbat laid 
out an approach quite contrary to that of the Americans, and which 
another official present called “particularly apocalyptic and extreme.” 
Mossad director Yossi Cohen and IDF Chief of Staff Lt. Gen. Aviv 
Kochavi opposed Ben-Shabbat’s approach, arguing that Israel must 
avoid a public clash with Washington. IDF Military Intelligence 
Directorate head Maj. Gen. Tamir Hayman and Israel Atomic Energy 
Commission director Zeev Snir were of like mind, as were Defense 
Minister Director-General Amir Eshel and Zohar Palti, the head of the 
Defense Ministry’s Political-Military Bureau. 
 This disagreement between experts reflects a similar split in the 
country’s political echelon. The prime minister is very skeptical about 
the possibility of reaching understandings with the Americans that will 
improve the original nuclear deal, whereas Defense Minister Benny 
Gantz and Foreign Minister Gabi Ashkenazi believe Israel must try 
and talk to the administration, as well as other signatories to the deal, 
primarily Germany, France and Britain. 
 The meeting ended with operational decisions (the NSC will 
coordinate a professional forum focusing on the political aspects of the 
Iranian issue, and the Mossad and the IDF will continue to collect 
intelligence and prepare military options), but no strategic ones. Israel 
did not wind up defining what outcome it wants to see, or what its red 
lines will be. The only thing agreed upon was the need to work with 
Washington for now, if only to ensure that every effort has been made. 
 The awkwardness on the Israeli side, which is increasing in light 
of the country’s upcoming election and the intense rivalry between 
Netanyahu, Gantz and Ashkenazi, will make it very hard for Israel to 
wage an effective campaign with a U.S. administration that already 
seems to lack empathy for Israel. The Americans have committed to 
keeping Iran away from a nuclear weapon, but their open eagerness to 
rejoin the original nuclear deal is very disturbing, given the huge holes 
in it. Hints from Washington that these holes will be addressed going 
forward sound particularly naive—the moment the deal is renewed and 
the sanctions on Iran are lifted, Iran will have no incentive to agree to 
any concessions. 
 In quiet talks between the United States and Israeli defense bodies 
over the past few weeks, Israel floated a few aspects of the 2015 deal 
that, if amended, could transform the deal “from bad to more than 
reasonable,” as one official put it. Top of the list would be its 

expiration date, along with tighter oversight of Iran’s nuclear activity, 
limits to its ballistic-missile development and manufacturing, and 
limits to Iran entrenching itself in the Middle East, especially Yemen. 
 The way things look now, it’s doubtful that the Americans see 
eye to eye with Israel. This is concerning, but not a reason to throw 
up our hands. The fat lady still hasn’t sung, and until she does, Israel 
has both time and room to exert influence. To do that, however, it 
needs to arrange matters at home and coalesce a clear strategy. 
(Israel Hayom Feb 24) 

 
 
Seizing an Opportunity to Expose Violent Palestinian 
Rejectionism      By Alex Nachumson 
 It’s abundantly clear that the Palestinian elections, called for 
May, are a farce meant simply to placate the new U.S. administration. 
 The Palestinian Authority and its aging leader, Mahmoud Abbas, 
have not suddenly become democrats after abjectly refusing to hold 
presidential, parliamentary or municipal elections for 16 years. The 
whole exercise is purely a public-relations stunt. 
 Unfortunately, so far, the main target of the farce—the 
international community—is buying it. 
 A few days ago, the P.A. sent an official letter to the White 
House claiming that all factions, including Hamas, were committed 
to the establishment of a Palestinian state along the pre-1967 lines, 
with eastern Jerusalem as its capital. 
 This has been held up as proof of a Palestinian commitment to a 
“two-state solution,” and of Hamas’s having signed on to such a 
commitment. Neither has made such a commitment, however. The 
rhetoric is merely a smokescreen mimicking an old Palestinian tactic 
that harks back decades. 
 In 1974, the Palestinian National Council approved the Palestine 
Liberation Organization’s Ten-Point Program, known as the Phased 
or Salami Plan. The program called for the establishment of a 
national authority “over every part of Palestinian territory that is 
liberated,” with the aim of “completing the liberation of all 
Palestinian territory.” 
 In other words, the program implied that the liberation of 
Palestine could be partial, in stages, using armed struggle, but that the 
ultimate goal remained the destruction of Israel in its entirety. This 
program has never been annulled or repudiated. On the contrary, it is 
still alive and well. 
 The agreement signed in 1974 was repeatedly used and 
mentioned by PLO chief Yasser Arafat to justify his involvement in 
the Oslo Accords. This slower and more phased destruction of Israel 
remains the Trojan Horse that the Palestinians have constantly and 
consistently used to disguise the simple fact that their long-term goal 
remains the same. 
 Then, as now, there is no mention of living alongside Israel 
peacefully or recognizing the Jewish people’s rights to sovereignty in 
their ancestral and indigenous homeland. Then, as now, large parts of 
the international community are claiming disingenuously that the 
latest agreement is a victory for moderation and a historic moment. 
 The State of Israel must not be confused; it has to act 
independently of international acquiescence. 
 Firstly, it must not allow Hamas to take part in the P.A. elections. 
Hamas won the 2006 Palestinian legislative elections because of 
international pressure, most prominently from then-U.S. President 
George W. Bush, who pushed for the genocidal terrorist organization 
to be allowed to take part. 
 This was a major mistake for which the residents of Israel’s south 
are still paying. Hamas’s success in those elections emboldened and 
allowed it, through violence, to establish an Islamist stronghold on 
Israel’s southern border and—as it has shown repeatedly in the 
intermittent years—to create a sophisticated rocket arsenal capable of 
reaching most of the Jewish state. 
 Israel must not make the same mistake. It must declare loudly to 
the Palestinians and the international community that no armed group 
that threatens it will be allowed to take part in the elections. Any and 
every group that does want to take part must commit itself to 
explicitly recognizing the State of Israel as the national homeland of 
the Jewish people, without equivocation. 
 To many in the international community, this will seem like 
bullying tactics, but if the Palestinians are truly committed to a “two-
state solution,” this should be an easy commitment, as recognizing 
the nature and permanence of the other state is in line with previously 
signed agreements between Israel and the Palestinians. 
 Most importantly, it will put an end to the tactic formulated in 



1974, which created the principle for Israel’s destruction in stages. It 
will mean that the more-than-100-year Palestinian war of violent 
rejectionism against Jewish sovereignty is finally at an end. 
 It will mean its defeat and Israel’s victory. 
 This is an important opportunity for Israel to establish this 
principle and expose Palestinian hypocrisy. The Palestinians have been 
very good at playing the international community, by manipulating 
language and persuading it of Palestinian moderation. 
 Israel needs to use this occasion to expose the Palestinian end 
game for what it remains—the ultimate destruction of the Jewish state. 
Israeli leaders should be using the country’s extensive diplomatic 
apparatus to send this message to the international community. Only 
groups who lay down their weapons and recognize Israel as the 
national homeland of the Jewish people will be allowed to participate 
in these upcoming Palestinian elections. 
 This must be a sine qua non. 
 It is a reasonable demand, but one that no Palestinian faction, 
regardless of its perceived moderation or pragmatism, will be able to 
achieve. It will expose, once and for all, the ultimate Palestinian war 
aims, regardless of tactical differences, which are still held by groups 
across the Palestinian political spectrum. 
 Then, when the true face of violent Palestinian rejectionism is 
exposed, Israel should be given a freer hand to forcefully use all of its 
diplomatic, economic and military power to impose its will and finally 
defeat this rejectionism. 
 Such a tactic will give the Palestinians a choice: either end their 
war against Israel of their own volition, or Israel will end it for them. 
Then, and only then, can negotiations begin to ensure a safer and more 
secure region for all.   (JNS Feb 23) 
The writer is an IDF Military Commander (Res.) and CEO of Mivtachi 
Israel, an organization of former senior IDF Officers. 

 
 
A Gag about Israel and Vaccines is More than a Bad Joke 
By Jonathan S. Tobin 
 A comedian telling a bad joke that hurts someone’s feelings isn’t 
news. Or at least it didn’t use to be. But when the bad joke validates a 
lie that is fueling the latest anti-Semitic blood libel, it may actually be 
far more important than even many of those who are always on guard 
against anti-Israel bias think. That’s especially true if it is broadcast on 
one of the late-night comedy programs that have increasingly played 
an outsize role in shaping American public opinion. 
 Those who saw the most recent episode of “Saturday Night Live” 
heard comedian, chief writer and “Weekend Update” anchor Michael 
Che’s casual claim that Israel’s record vaccination rate has already 
covered half its population. The butt of the “joke” was when Che 
quipped: “The Jewish half.” The comment provoked immediate 
outrage from pro-Israel groups and viewers alike—and not all of them 
Jewish. Yet predictably, Che’s jibe provoked as much left-wing 
support for the false assertion cloaked in a humorous review of the 
news as it did anger. That speaks volumes about the pervasive nature 
of the anti-Semitic myths spread by Israel’s enemies about its 
successful effort to vaccinate its citizens—all of its citizens. 
 The most important thing to understand about this kerfuffle is that 
the argument isn’t about defining what is or isn’t funny or, as one 
celebrity rabbi mistakenly insisted, the need for more outreach or an 
effort to better educate an African-American comedy star who is 
probably as well-versed in the news of the day as most pro-Israel 
activists. Nor is this the moment for wise guy kibitzers to tell the 
Jewish community to chill out, and understand it was just a joke and 
not be taken so seriously. 
 Instead, it’s time to realize that the ground on which the battle to 
combat misinformation about the Middle East conflict and anti-
Semitism is fought has shifted. It’s a mistake to dismiss the content of 
television satire as mere pop-culture fluff. What is said on “SNL” or 
any of the other late-night comedy shows may be as important as the 
bad reporting in mainstream news outlets on which the writers of these 
satirical skits base their calumnies. 
 In recent years, as the #MeToo movement gained ground, along 
with the Black Lives Matter movement and a host of other left-wing 
causes that became unquestioned orthodoxy in the pop-culture world, 
comedy has ceased being a genre where one could be an equal 
opportunity offender. It started with stand-up comedians no longer 
feeling welcome on college campuses. This spirit of intolerance was 
once confined to universities but has now spread to the rest of society, 
including much of the news media—where woke mobs of reporters 
bully their editors over decisions to give conservatives a voice at 

outlets like The New York Times and Politico, especially to cultural 
venues. 
 In the entertainment world, anyone who transgresses whatever 
the left is currently defining as politically incorrect is in trouble. 
That’s a loosely defined term that includes what can be fairly or 
unfairly construed as racist, sexist, transphobic, and now, 
increasingly can also simply mean having supported former President 
Donald Trump or raised questions about election fraud. The result is 
nothing less than a revival of the old Hollywood “blacklist,” with the 
only difference being that the ones being shunned are now 
conservatives rather than leftists and that liberal civil libertarians who 
once denounced such practices now cheer them since the victims are 
now their foes as opposed to their friends. 
 One of the most reliable indicators of what can or cannot be said 
is late-night comedy, which has become increasingly politicized in 
the last two decades. This is especially important because these 
programs—whether it’s episodes of “SNL” or Comedy Central’s 
“The Daily Show” and HBO’s “Last Week Tonight With John 
Oliver” or the humorless diatribes that pass for comedy on “The Late 
Show With Stephen Colbert” (and his less overtly political but still 
reliably liberal competitors hosted by Jimmy Kimmel and Jimmy 
Fallon)—aren’t just operating in lockstep when it comes to politics. 
They also have tremendous influence, especially on younger viewers, 
who are less likely to read or watch actual news than their elders. 
 The Pew Research Institute has conducted surveys pointing out 
that many viewers rely on “The Daily Show” to learn about current 
events. Another poll showed that its audience actually considers 
Colbert’s show to be a “trusted source of political news.” 
 Just as important, the “Weekend Update” segment and political 
skits on “SNL” that regularly pillory anyone on the right, especially 
but not solely attacking Trump while treating liberal icons like 
Barack Obama with kid gloves, are now must-see TV for anyone 
wanting to be in the know about contemporary politics. Some of the 
one-liners and satirical segments are hysterical. Some are lame. But 
either way, they matter. 
 The humor on these programs almost never challenges the 
prevailing liberal orthodoxy of the moment, although such political 
skits go back all the way to the mid-1970s when the show started. 
That has made them a modern political catechism for young 
audiences seeking to know what is or isn’t acceptable to think or say 
about the issues of the day. As politics came to dominate culture in 
the Trump era and as leftist orthodoxies like BLM have become 
pervasive, that is more the case than ever. 
 Thus when Che noted that half of Israel’s population had become 
vaccinated—“the Jewish half”—it’s not just a matter of an unfunny 
and false claim. A year ago, he made a tasteless and possibly anti-
Semitic joke about the winner of a “Miss Hitler contest” being “Miss 
Israel,” while also implying that pro-Israel Fox News host Laura 
Ingraham was a Nazi. But this past week, he was repeating libelous 
assertions about Israel denying the coronavirus vaccine not only to 
Arabs—an untruth that has been aired on CNN by correspondent 
Christiane Amanpour and also spread by BDS supporter Rep. 
Rashida Tlaib (D-Mich.)—but to Christians and other minorities who 
live in the country as well. All of which is false. In fact, many of 
them have already been vaccinated, to which the Israeli Ministry of 
Health can attest. 
 Che’s endorsement of the smear prompted CAMERA, the 
leading anti-Israel media bias watchdog, to send a letter to NBC 
urging both it “and SNL to apologize for the blatant anti-Semitic 
smear, and to make clear that Israel is providing equal access to the 
coronavirus vaccine for its entire population, Jews and non-Jews 
alike.” The American Jewish Committee similarly demanded an 
apology. The Zionist Organization of America went further and 
demanded that “SNL” fire the writer of the line. They and others 
correctly pointed out that the claim that Israel should be vaccinating 
Arabs in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip is also false. The Oslo 
Accords gave responsibility for health matters in the areas to the 
autonomous government of the Palestinian Authority, which oversees 
the West Bank while Hamas controls Gaza. 
 But this problem should transcend those put forward by the usual 
activist suspects. 
 Among pop-culture influencers, Israel has become an acceptable 
target for the sort of unfair skewering that is otherwise reserved for 
conservative political figures and groups, even if it means treating an 
anti-Semitic blood libel as credible. Given that anti-Semitic attacks 
on Israel are embraced by intersectional ideology and critical race 
theory that are the foundations of the BLM movement, it’s hardly 



surprising that venues that support them will eventually turn on the 
Jewish state. 
 With pop culture becoming a political battlefield, comedy shows 
can’t be given a pass for spreading dangerous lies. Claiming that Jews 
are letting Arabs die when they should be saved isn’t a joke. Not only 
does it paint the Jews as oppressors, but it’s also classic anti-Semitism. 
The fact that it is uttered by someone that a lot of people like and look 
to for entertainment makes it even more dangerous than when it comes 
from biased news sources. 
 The proper response requires not just an apology, but a realization 
on the part of those who run these shows that the applause and 
laughter their political virtue-signaling generates shouldn’t be 
mistaken for legitimacy.   (JNS Feb 22) 

 
 
Thank You, Michael Che!     By Liel Leibovitz 
 “Israel is reporting that they vaccinated half of their population,” 
comedian Michael Che quipped on this week’s Weekend Update 
segment of Saturday Night Live. “I’m going to guess it’s the Jewish 
half.” 
 Cue the outrage: In email chains and on WhatsApp groups, on 
Twitter and in frantic text messages, the Jews reacted—expressing 
anger (“can you believe they would air such an offensive joke on TV? 
Jews shouldn’t be conflated with Israel!”), sharing irrelevant facts 
(“actually, 43% of Israel’s Arabs have already been vaccinated, too!”), 
and, my favorite, Sternly Demanding Apologies™: “Your ‘joke’ is 
ignorant—the fact is that the success of our vaccination drive is 
exactly because every citizen of Israel—Jewish, Muslim, Christian—is 
entitled to it. Apologize!” 
 Friends, we’ve got to stop this. Che’s joke wasn’t a mistake. It 
wasn’t something someone accidentally let air on a decades-long 
television show with a cast and crew in the hundreds. It wasn’t even 
new for him. Was the line anti-Semitic? Yep. Was it also absolutely 
intended? You betcha. 
 If you’re one of the good folk upset by this joke, I’m going to 
guess that at least some of the following statements are also true about 
you: You’re furious about the anti-Israel bent in The New York Times 
and wonder what can be done to make the paper of record “correct its 
bias”; you can’t believe how mired in political correctness our culture 
has gotten; you think we should spend a lot of time and resources 
fighting BDS on college campuses; you don’t fully understand why 
and how what you may call “the woke” or “the radical left” got so loud 
and so influential, but you think it’s very important and very possible 
for reasonable people to get together and beat back the tide. 
 Me? I prefer my wolves in wolves’ clothing. If anti-Semitism is 
essential to the ideology of today’s left—and it is—then it is essential 
that we see it clearly. Keeping ourselves under illusions is... Well, let’s 
just say, that has never been a winning strategy for Jews. 
 So, while I’m sorry to be the bearer of grim news, let’s recap a few 
things: There’s no “Democratic Party” that may have a few radical 
kooks like Ilhan Omar but is really a solid bastion for good liberals. 
There’s no “Republican Party” that may have been hijacked by bad 
man Trump but is really a fortress of principled conservatism. We no 
longer have institutions—like television networks or newspapers or 
universities or political parties—that respond to anything 
approximating reasonable persuasion. There’s no point in trying to 
argue with, apply pressure on, or rebuke the likes of Michael Che, 
because the likes of Michael Che actually do hate you, and they’ve 
been telling you they hate you for quite some time now. 
 Sadly, too many of us hear “I hate you” and translate it into “let’s 
talk about this.” which is why so many smart Jews who ought to know 
better still spend so much time parsing the non-existent differences 
between anti-Zionism and anti-Semitism, say, or rushing to qualify 
their support for Israel with some sharp words about Bibi Netanyahu. 
It’s why the ADL sidles up to Al Sharpton, America’s most prominent 
pogromist, and why the JCRC in New York cheered on the comically 
inept mayor Bill de Blasio when he basically blamed the Jews for 
spreading COVID-19. Again and again and again, we see those calling 
themselves our communal or intellectual or moral leaders engage in 
this kind of insufferable sophistry, trying to find shades of gray even in 
the most pronounced streaks of black and white. 
 Again and again and again, reality stands up and slaps them in the 
face. 
 If, by contrast, you’re a normal human being with even an ounce 
of self-esteem and don’t have any fetishes involving pain and 
humiliation, you can join me and step right out: Out of pretending like 
the Michael Ches of the world are anything but rank bigots, out of 

engaging with the drivel they create and call culture, out of the 
institutions they’ve hijacked and then crashed into the towers of our 
civilization. 
 What should we do instead? Build new things, I’d say—whatever 
can produce an alternate saner, more sustaining reality in which we 
don’t spend our time fretting about hateful people doing hateful 
things to us, over and over, in perfectly predictable ways. 
 But no one can build anything with blinders on. The first step is 
to, as a wise woman said in these pages, stop being shocked. And 
stop letting others be shocked too. Next time (and there will be a next 
time, very soon), be the person in your WhatsApp group to puncture 
everyone else’s surprise. Be the one to catapult others out of the 
paralysis of constant outrage and into forward-oriented action. Rome, 
after that visit from the Visigoths, was never the same again, but the 
values that made it great in the first place lived on elsewhere—
nurtured by men and women who had few illusions about the horde’s 
true intentions. Our Rome has been sacked; it’s a pity. Time to move 
on: The future is too bright to miss.   (Tablet Feb 22) 

 
 
Mark Levin on how to Handle Media Bias: ‘We Need to BDS 
them’    By Caroline Glick 
 Mark Levin, the conservative Jewish American radio broadcaster 
with more than 14 million daily listeners, has a gloomy forecast for 
the future of American media coverage of the United States, of Israel 
and of ties between the two countries. 
 Ahead of the launch of the Hebrew-language edition of his 
bestselling book, Unfreedom of the Press, Levin tells Israel Hayom 
that to understand the nature and depth of the danger that the U.S. 
media poses to democracy in America, you have to understand the 
way that the U.S. media treats Israel. 
 “I think the American people—forget about the elites—I think 
the American people and the Israeli people have such a connection, 
and such a love for each other,” he says. “We get in this country from 
our media … that Israel is an apartheid society; it’s a racist society. 
It’s the same things they say about our country, they say about Israel. 
So it’s kind of hard to write a book—what I called Unfreedom of the 
Press—and ignore what’s going on in Israel.” 
 “It’s also hard to ignore it as a Jew,” he adds. “I see the overlays. 
I see the animus towards Israel, the animus towards the United 
States.” 
 For decades, Israelis and Israel’s supporters in America 
complained about the anti-Israel bias of the U.S. media. But in 
Unfreedom of the Press, Levin explains that the problem is far worse 
than mere bias. 
 The vast majority of media outlets in the U.S., including all the 
major television networks aside from Fox News, are fully mobilized 
to advance a radical ideological agenda that is deeply hostile both to 
Israel and to the United States. And since his book was first 
published in 2018, the situation has only grown worse in terms of the 
media’s hatred of Israel and its supporters, and their rejection of core 
American values, including freedom of expression, freedom of 
religion and liberty itself. 
 Levin explains that to advance their anti-American agenda, the 
media work to silence, censor and block conservative voices—from 
former U.S. President Donald Trump to the last of his supporters. 
 Deeply concerned about the future of democracy in the U.S., 
Levin worries that the widening censorship in the U.S. will be copied 
by the Israeli media—which Levin argues is even more ideologically 
uniform and uniformly radical than the American media. 
 He argues that the way to fight against distortions and false 
claims, and to counter the media censors, is take a page from the anti-
Israel activists’ playbook. 
 Levin recently shut down his Twitter and Facebook accounts in 
response to both platforms’ aggressive censorship of conservative 
leaders and private citizens. He urges conservatives in the U.S. and 
Israel to do the same. 
 “We need to BDS [boycott, divestment and sanctions] them. We 
need to have a BDS movement against big tech. And if not big tech, 
then their advertisers. 
 “We need to BDS these major television networks, just like the 
left does.” 
 Levin warns Israelis that the Biden administration is deeply 
hostile to Israel. Biden’s foreign-policy team is comprised of the 
most hostile officials from the Obama administration “and then 
some.” Israel, he says, must be prepared for the storm in relations that 
is blowing its way from Washington.  (Israel Hayom Feb 22) 


