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Commentary… 

 
Who Won, Israel or Hamas?       By Daniel Pipes 

 Who won the recent round of fighting between Hamas and Israel? 

The war of words that followed the air battles finds pro-Israel voices 

deeply divided and anti-Israel ones claiming a famous Hamas victory. 

But it's too early to tell. 

 On the pro-Israel side, for example, Efraim Inbar and Dan 
Schueftan argue for Israel's success based on the pain Hamas 

experienced. Doron Matza, Seth Frantzman, and Hanan Shai argue for 

its failure based on non-military issues, such as uniting Palestinians 

against Israel and finding international sympathy. Israel's government 

claims things went according to plan while its opponents on the Right, 

such as Itamar Ben Gvir and Gideon Sa'ar, knock the ceasefire as a 

"grave surrender" and "an embarrassment." 

 The anti-Israel side, in contrast, near-unanimously agrees that 

Hamas won. Just two days after the fighting began, Hamas leader 

Ismail Haniyah already announced his organization had "achieved 

victory in the battle for Jerusalem." Such claims multiplied after a 

ceasefire went into effect on May 21, when Haniyah claimed a 
"strategic, divine victory" and also announced that Hamas "defeated 

the illusions of negotiations, defeated the deal of the century, defeated 

the culture of defeat, defeated the projects of despair, defeated the 

settlement projects, defeated the projects of coexistence with the 

Zionist occupation, and defeated the projects of normalizing [relations] 

with the Zionist occupation." 
 Similarly, Khalil al-Hayya, a Hamas leader, exclaimed to a mass 

rally in Gaza that "There are celebrations throughout the cities of 

Palestine ... because we made this victory together," adding, "We have 

the right to rejoice. ... This is the euphoria of victory." Ziad al-Nahala, 

the leader of Palestinian Islamic Jihad, rejoiced in his organization's 

victory and threatened to bomb Tel Aviv in retaliation for "any 
assassination operation aimed at our fighters or leaders." 

 Foreign supporters also celebrated. Hezbollah's Hassan Nasrallah 

described Hamas' attacks on Israel as a "great victory," Iran's 

Ayatollah Ali Khamene'i sent congratulations for an "historic victory," 

and the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps Quds Force's commander, 

Esmail Ghaani, hailed the fighting for having "destroyed the pride of 
the Zionist army." (In turn, a PIJ spokesman thanked Iran's 

government for being "partners in our victory.") Even Morocco's 

Prime Minister Saad Eddine El Othmani, who months earlier had 

signed a normalization agreement with Israel, congratulated Haniyeh 

for the "victory of the Palestinian people." 

 The Palestinian populace was apparently also convinced. Indeed, 
just as soon as the 2 a.m. ceasefire went into effect, "a frenzy of life 

returned to the streets of Gaza. People came out of their homes, some 

shouting 'Allahu Akbar' or whistling from balconies. Many fired in the 

air, celebrating the end of the fighting. Large crowds "celebrated the 

end of the conflict, chanting praise for Hamas." Middle-of-the-night 

celebrations spread widely: 
 Gaza residents cheered from their terraces. Celebratory gunfire 

sounded over the mostly dark neighborhoods, a few horns blared from 

cars braving streets pocked with shell craters, and praise for God rang 

out from mosques around Gaza City. Gazans paraded along the beach, 

holding up their phone lights. 

 The following days saw large-scale public celebrations by Hamas 
and its smaller ally, Palestinian Islamic Jihad. 

 These revelries have political implications. "Hamas's reputation 

among Palestinians has risen dramatically," Khaled Abu Toameh 

observes," due to its firing thousands of rockets and missiles 

throughout Israel." Palestinians, he concludes, "consider Hamas 

leaders as the true heroes of the Palestinians and seek to engage in an 
armed struggle against Israel"; they have no time for Mahmoud Abbas 

and the Palestinian 

Authority. In other 

words, defeat on the battlefield 

brought Hamas major political 

dividends. 

 This enthusiasm blithely 
disregards what the Associated 

Press called "the horrifying toll 

the war took on countless Palestinian families who lost loved ones, 

homes and businesses" and confirms the Palestinian reputation for a 

radicalized anti-Zionism that overlooks normal forms of self-

preservation. 
 Returning to the central question of "Who won?": the verdict 

depends not on Israeli doubts or Palestinian boasts but on what 

follows in the years to come. In this context, the head of Israeli 

military operations, Aharon Haliva, is paraphrased as saying that the 

conflict "would be considered a success for Israel if it brought about 

five years of calm in Gaza." I disagree: rather, success or failure 
depends on whether Hamas initiates another round of fighting against 

Israel. If yes, Hamas won; if no, Israel did. Put differently, it is too 

early to assess those eleven days in May.   (Jerusalem Post Jun 7) 

 

 

The Biden Administration is Handing Hamas a Political Victory 

By Farley Weiss 

 Prussian General Carl von Clausewitz famously said, “War is the 

continuation of politics by other means.” Hamas’s strategy of 

launching missile attacks on Israel, while showcasing Palestinian 

casualties, fits this description. 

 The latest round of warfare with Israel obviously wasn’t the 
terrorist organization’s attempt at military victory; as expected, Israel 

crushed the group militarily. The aim of its attack was to score a 

political win. Judging by the actions of the Biden administration 

before and after “Operation Guardian of the Walls,” Hamas 

succeeded at this goal, making further attacks from Gaza more likely. 

 The reasons given as the impetus for Hamas’s initiation of the 
latest round of fighting were: the cancellation of the elections by 

Palestinian Authority leader Mahmoud Abbas; a court ruling on the 

removal of six Palestinian-Arab tenants, who haven’t paid rent to the 

Jewish owners of the apartments they have been occupying in the 

Shimon Hatzadik (Sheikh Jarrah) neighborhood of eastern Jerusalem; 

and the Israeli raid on the Al-Aqsa mosque on the Temple Mount, 
after it was discovered that rocks were being stored there and then 

used as weapons on police and Jewish worshipers at the Western 

Wall. 

 On May 9, White House National Security Advisor Jake Sullivan 

called his Israeli counterpart, Meir Ben-Shabbat, and told him that the 

U.S. was concerned about Israeli actions in Sheikh Jarrah and on the 
Temple Mount. Ben-Shabbat reportedly responded that “international 

intervention is a reward to the Palestinian rioters and those who back 

them who were seeking international pressure on Israel.” 

Emboldened by U.S. pressure on Israel, Hamas launched the first 

barrage the following day. 

 In the aftermath of the 11 days of Hamas rocket attacks on Israel, 
U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken visited Israel and decided to 

intervene in Israel’s legal system and internal affairs by publicly 

stating that he opposes the eviction of the Sheikh Jarrah tenants. 

 This is despite the fact that the Jewish family ownership title of 

the apartments, in place since 1875, is not in dispute. The Palestinian-

Arab families are either squatters or descendants of tenants and are 
all living there for free. Blinken’s biased position, which runs counter 

to basic laws of property ownership, plays right into the hands of and 

rewards both Hamas and Arab rioters in Israel. 

 Blinken further encouraged the latter by calling for the reopening 

of the U.S. Consulate in eastern Jerusalem, despite U.S. recognition 

of Jerusalem as Israel’s capital and Israeli opposition to the move. 
 Nor will Hamas have to pay to rebuild Gaza, despite 

indiscriminately firing more than 4,000 rockets at Israeli population 

centers; Blinken indicated that the United States will help finance the 

Strip’s rehabilitation. Yet, all previous efforts at rehabilitation in the 

Iran-backed enclave have resulted in the diversion of funds to Hamas. 
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And it’s highly unlikely that this time will be any different, which 

means, in essence, that the United States will be financing terrorism. 

 After 9/11, former President George W. Bush proclaimed a clear 

moral policy in his justification of the United States going to war in 

Afghanistan: that America will treat terrorists and those providing 

them safe haven as equally culpable. In contrast, the Biden 
administration has reverted to the previous failed policies of the 

Obama and Clinton administrations of providing funds to terrorist 

entities in order to appease them. As history repeatedly has illustrated, 

the result will be more terrorism. 

 Hamas is a terrorist entity openly committed to Israel’s 

destruction. Article 7 of its Covenant, which is full of unabashed 
vitriolic anti-Semitism, calls for the murder of all Jews. 

 The alternative Palestinian-Arab entity is led by Abbas, who 

actively engages in a policy of “pay for slay,” providing huge financial 

incentives for anyone who murders Jews and Americans. Hundreds of 

millions of dollars are given each year by the P.A. to such terrorists—a 

policy that eventually led to the Taylor Force Act, aimed at cutting 
American aid to the P.A. 

 The Biden administration is now attempting to bypass the Taylor 

Force Act, currently renewing massive aid to the P.A., despite its 

failure to cease rewarding terrorists and their families—like that of 

Bashar Masalha, who murdered American Taylor Force in Jaffa, 

during a visit to Israel by then-Vice President Joe Biden. This aid is 
effectively supporting murder and those who perpetrate it. 

 On Dec. 19, 1997, I represented the National Council of Young 

Israel in a conference call with Secretary of State Madeleine Albright. 

I used my one chance for a question to ask why the U.S. had changed 

its policy on pursuing terrorists who murder Americans. The Clinton 

administration was not pursuing Mohammed Deif, who at the time was 
residing in a safe haven in Gaza provided by PLO chief Yasser Arafat. 

 Albright responded that the U.S. had not changed its policy on 

terrorists who murder Americans, but that she didn’t know anything 

about Deif. Her answer was quite shocking, as President Bill Clinton 

had visited the grave of dual U.S.-Israeli citizen Nachshon Wachsman 

in March 1996, and personally promised his family that the U.S. would 
go after Deif—the Hamas mastermind behind the murders of hundreds 

of Israelis and Americans.  On March 26, 1997, U.S. Ambassador to 

Israel Martin Indyk had written the Wachsman family that the “arrest 

of Mohammed Deif … remains a high priority for the U.S. 

government.” 

 In February 1998, I was able to once again ask a question of 
Albright and again inquired about Deif. This time. she responded that 

she had raised the issue in a recent meeting with Arafat, as did 

President Clinton, declaring Deif a fugitive, and that the U.S. was 

actively pursuing the matter. 

 Arafat put Deif under protective detention in the spring of 2000, 

and the Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish 
Organizations called for his extradition to the United States. In August 

2000, Haaretz reported that President Clinton had promised Jewish 

leaders that the U.S. would arrest Deif.  Clinton failed to keep his 

promise, however. Despite meeting with Arafat numerous times, he 

never used the $500 million that he was providing Arafat as leverage 

to obtain Deif’s extradition. 
 It’s not surprising, then, that Arafat launched the Second 

Intifada—resulting in mass Israeli civilian casualties—during the 

Clinton administration, which neither cut aid nor ceased meeting with 

the PLO chief. 

 Deif is the current head of Hamas’s military wing. He is 

responsible for hundreds of Israeli deaths and many American ones, as 
well. This tragic lesson should have been a warning to all future 

administrations. 

 Nevertheless, Biden is repeating the failed appeasement policies of 

Clinton and Obama, giving money to the P.A., despite its providing 

not only safe havens to terrorists who murder Americans, but actual 

financial incentives for them to do so. 
 The Biden administration has further exacerbated the situation by 

taking political positions like opposing Jewish property rights in 

Jerusalem and calling for the reopening of the U.S. Consulate in 

eastern Jerusalem—thereby rewarding Palestinian-Arab rioters and 

Hamas rocket attacks on civilians. 

 U.S. policy needs to return to one of moral clarity, recognizing 

clear evil and treating it as such. The Biden administration policy of 

appeasement is not only immoral but encourages and emboldens 

perpetrators of evil, allowing them to achieve their political goals. 

 It’s not surprising that such large-scale attacks didn’t occur 

during the Trump administration, as Hamas and the P.A. knew full 
well that they wouldn’t achieve any political gain from launching 

them. 

 Only the failure of Hamas and the rioters to achieve political gain 

from their actions would deter further bloodshed. Biden and other 

world leaders must immediately change course, or Israel and the 

world may face the tragic consequences of a new era of emboldened 
global terror.   (JNS Jun 9) 

 

 

Iran is Loving Israel’s ‘Government of Change’     By Eyal Zisser 

 The political situation in Israel is being closely followed 

throughout the Arab world. In the past decade, Israel has become a 
major regional player, and what happens here dictates, or at least 

influences, how things will play out in the wider region. 

 It appears that so far the Arab world is keeping mum on the 

political upheavals in Israel; we aren’t seeing either joy or 

schadenfreude, nor are we sensing any expectation of or hope for 

change. Mostly there is weariness at and a lack of understanding of 
the political games being played, and—more importantly—a certain 

level of concern about the resulting paralysis that has gripped Israel 

and the possibility that it might change direction. 

 A strong and stable Israel is in the interest of many Arab states, 

even if they aren’t admitting it publicly. For the past decade, they 

have seen the Israeli government as a stable partner and even as an 
effective, aggressive ally that sees eye to eye with them when it 

comes to the regional reality and is determined to join the fierce 

battle against the emerging Iranian threat. 

 All this aside, everyone remembers the late Egyptian President 

Anwar Sadat, who in June 1981 was asked by his staff to call and 

congratulate “the next prime minister of Israel,” Shimon Peres, on his 
victory. But Sadat preferred to go to bed. The next morning, he sent 

warm congratulations to Menachem Begin, his partner in the peace 

treaty, whom he had preferred to see win. No one in the Arab world 

is jumping to offer premature congratulations. 

 In contrast, there is rejoicing in Tehran. The Iranians have rushed 

to declare “the end of the Netanyahu era,” or as Iranian Foreign 
Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif put it, its relegation to “the dustbin 

of history.” 

 Tehran is convinced that the stars are about to align for it. First, 

former U.S. President Trump, who placed heavy sanctions on Iran 

and crushed its economy, was voted out, and then came President 

Biden, who wants to reach a nuclear deal that will strengthen Iran 
without it having to abandon its nuclear aspirations. And now 

Netanyahu might step off the stage after a decade during which he 

spearheaded an effective, uncompromising fight against Iran in the 

regional and international arenas. 

 This is a convenient reality for Iran, which is preparing to wage 

war for Iraq after the Americans’ expected withdrawal, hoping to 
bolster its grip on Syria and Lebanon and send its tentacles deeper 

into the Gaza Strip, 

 Given all this, it’s no wonder the Arab world is hoping that Israel 

will see renewed political stability and will continue to cooperate 

with them on regional problems.   (Israel Hayom Jun 8) 

 
 

A Three-Stage Plan for the Permanent Reconstruction of Gaza 

By Danny Danon 

 Moments after another round of fighting on the Gaza border, the 

world awakes once more to a mission that repeats itself every few 

years: the rehabilitation of the Gaza Strip. This task arises after each 
attack waged by Hamas terrorists against Israel. 

 From the point of view of this terrorist organization, everything is 

kosher; everything is allowed. From using Gaza residents or the 

media as human shields to increasing damage to infrastructure or 

diverting funds that should be used to eradicate poverty and improve 



the quality of life, nothing is off-limits. 

 The recent campaign, which lasted 11 days, exposed Hamas’s 

actions and intentions to the world in relation to Gaza. It emphasized 

the terrorist organization’s initiation of attacks on the State of Israel. It 

revealed how the terrorist regime in Gaza violates the basic human 

rights of its residents, most of whom simply wish to live quietly and 
peacefully, earning their wages with dignity and escaping the 

“refugee” cycle that their leadership is doing its best to perpetuate. 

 Although the United States has understood the situation correctly, 

Europe only came to a realization about it during the recent conflict. 

E.U. officials were recently heard stating that investing in Gaza, 

without a change of government, is a waste of their taxpayers’ money. 
 Why so? If the situation remains the same, Hamas will soon 

resume its hostile attacks, Israel will respond in defense, and the 

international community will yet again find itself picking up the pieces 

in an attempt to reconstruct Gaza. 

 Israel is in favor of rebuilding Gaza, but there is only one way to 

do it. We must replace the Hamas regime and create a new leadership 
infrastructure that will be supported by the region and the international 

community. This is the most urgent need for those who want to get the 

people of Gaza out of the trap into which they were placed by Hamas 

when the terrorist regime came to power in 2007. 

 World leaders must acknowledge that in order to build real 

infrastructure and rehabilitate Gaza in a meaningful way, hope is 
needed. Hamas, an organization that sanctifies death as one of its 

principles, can never generate hope for the people of Gaza and for 

those who dream of a good life. The forces of evil and terrorism that 

have taken over Gaza are the biggest enemy of the people of Gaza, and 

it is solely the leadership of Gaza that is preventing the enclave from 

rehabilitating. 
 The civilian damage to Gaza as a result of Hamas’s activity in 

recent weeks is estimated at more than half a billion dollars. This is the 

price that the population is paying due to Hamas’s strategy of using 

them as human shields. 

 It is clear to everyone that if Hamas remains in power, the 

reconstruction funds will be directed towards deepening the 
infrastructure of the terror tunnels and the mass production of rockets. 

As Hamas continues to impose a regime of terror on the people of 

Gaza, it is evident that no one will revolt against it. In practice, Gaza’s 

residents will continue to live in poverty, with few ambitions and no 

hope. 

 Hamas in power also means that in a short while an excuse will be 
found to attack Israel. The civilians will suffer again, solely because 

their leadership is willing to gamble with their lives. Just as occurred 

with the diggers of the underground tunnels, the lives of Gaza’s 

residents are not worth an iota in the eyes of Hamas’s leaders, and 

none of them will mourn if any of their people die as a result of a 

mishap. 
 Hamas does not want real rehabilitation. It is convenient for it to 

hold the residents of Gaza as its hostages. Regular transfers of cash to 

the Gaza Strip and Hamas’s control of the “rehabilitation efforts” will 

lead nowhere. It will only serve to perpetuate the current dire situation. 

 There is a real desire to assist the residents of Gaza in partnership 

with many global and Middle Eastern countries, Israel among them. 
Yet it is crucial to find a meaningful path to rebuilding Gaza that will 

last for years and strengthen the residents in every respect. 

 Previous rehabilitation mechanisms that operated with the consent 

of Israel and the international community failed one after the other. 

Therefore, a new way to build a better future for the Gaza Strip must 

commence. 
 I suggest that this path comprise three stages, the initial one being 

replacement of Hamas rule, immediately after which a temporary 

governing mechanism must be built with the backing of the countries 

of the region, and finally, the election of local leadership committed to 

development and concern for residents and renunciation of terrorist 

culture. All these stages will be accompanied by vast investment in the 
economy and infrastructure of Gaza. 

 The nations of the world must understand the situation correctly. 

The Hamas Charter states that “jihad is the personal duty of every 

Muslim. In view of the looting of Palestine by the Jews, it is 

imperative that the miracle of jihad be waged against them.” 

 The implication is explicit: Hamas does not care about the people 

of Gaza. It uses them demagogically, but its ultimate goal is for the 

State of Israel to cease to exist. The sacrifice of the population for 

this purpose is not done in retrospect; it is part of Hamas’s ultimate 

plan. 

 To provide the Gaza residents with hope, the international 
community must first understand the situation in depth. It is time to 

implement a viable plan for the future of Gaza.   (JNS Jun 8) 

 

 

For American Jews, the Honeymoon is Over   

By Gabriel Groisman 
 For the past few decades, America’s Jewish community has been 

on a honeymoon of sorts. 

 Jews have been a part of the United States since the 1776 War of 

Independence when approximately 2,000 Jews lived in the country. 

Jewish emigration to America began in the early 1800s, primarily to 

the South, to cities such as Charleston and Savannah, expanding in 
the 19th century to New York and elsewhere around the nation. The 

first mass emigration to the United States, however, took place during 

the last two decades of the 19th century and the first quarter of the 

20th. Almost 3 million European Jews came to America during this 

period. 

 There was discrimination aplenty, and the future of the Jews in 
this country was still unknown. Then came the establishment of the 

Jewish State of Israel in our ancestral homeland, followed by massive 

and miraculous military victories for the nascent Jewish state, which 

propelled Jewish pride and identity around the globe. Little by little, 

America’s Jewish community found its place. Some of it was the 

result of changes to the law, and some the result of the change to the 
sociological landscape. In a way, we’ve always been a part of the 

fabric of American life. 

 Unfortunately, we’ve also allowed this era to soften us as a 

people. We let our collective guard down. We began intellectualizing 

away our identity in an ill-fated attempt to fit in. 

 From the comfort of our American-style homes, we spent the last 
few decades losing our connection to our roots, our Jewish history, 

our peoplehood, our religion, our land and our identity. Many have 

simply forgotten who we are. But for what it’s worth, you can always 

count on the anti-Semites to remind those of us who need to be 

reminded. While the anti-Semites say this with disdain, I say it with 

pride: No matter how successful, how connected, how Americanized 
you think you are, you are always a Jew. 

 This past decade, we’ve all seen anti-Semitism appear in places 

that we never expected. On college campuses, in houses of worship, 

state legislatures, city councils, Congress, at right-wing rallies, left-

wing rallies, anti-Israel rallies, in Arab communities, black 

communities and white communities—anti-Semitism is back. (While 
many argue that it never went away, the numbers simply do not 

support that statement.) 

 Trying to understand the logic of the anti-Semites is a dizzying 

endeavor, and frankly, a useless one—but one thing is absolutely 

clear for Diaspora Jewry: The honeymoon is over. 

 What’s next? 
 We must recognize that we can no longer afford to be 

complacent. We cannot afford internal divisions within the Jewish 

community. We must unite, not just in word but in deed. Political 

differences must fall by the wayside. The fact that you believe in a 

more robust government, full of government-subsidized programs, 

while I believe in a small government which taxes people as little as 
possible while creating incentives for people to work harder, does not 

matter at all when people are shooting at us in synagogue, both 

literally and figuratively. 

 We must unite to fight our enemies. 

 We must fight for the truth, in a time where opinions seem to 

matter more than facts. We must fight for our place in this amazing 
democracy. But we must also all fight together for our Jewish 

homeland, the State of Israel, and her place in this world. 

 We must fight to educate ourselves, and our children. We must 

fight to be sure that our children have strong connections to our 

collective identities, history, religion and peoplehood. 



 We must fight against the calls to hide by removing our 

identifying features as Jews, such as our kipahs. 

 We must, of course, fight to protect ourselves and our 

communities from harm. 

 We must continue to teach our children about our roots, our 

religion, our story, our history, our future, our land of Israel, our State 
of Israel, and how to stand up for themselves both physically and 

intellectually. Even those of us who as of yet feel no discomfort must 

do so because history teaches us that times change and that when we 

become complacent, we become vulnerable. 

 We must also remember that one of the reasons the Jewish people 

have survived and thrived despite generation after generation of anti-
Semitism, libels, expulsions, pogroms and even the Holocaust, is that 

at the end of the day, we unite, we go back to our roots, our religion, 

our traditions and our brotherhood, and together, we persevere. 

However, this response does not happen on its own. It requires 

commitment and a true paradigm shift in the Jewish community. 

We’ve done it before. We can and will do it again. 
 As Natan Sharansky said, “There is no power in the world that can 

stand against us when we feel a part of our history, part of our people 

and part of this historical struggle.”   (JNS Jun 8) 

The writer is the mayor of Bal Harbour, Florida, and an attorney.  

 

 

Why Israel Needs the Jerusalem Flag March     By Eytan Meir 

 On May 14, 1948, David Ben-Gurion made the fateful decision to 

declare the establishment of the State of Israel. He did so despite 

immense pressure opposing the move and the prophecies of doom 

regarding the nascent Jewish state. Ben-Gurion passed the test that the 

State of Israel, 73 years later, has failed. 
 The Israel Police on Monday canceled the annual Jerusalem flag 

march celebrating the reunification of the city following the 1967 Six-

Day War. Originally scheduled for Jerusalem Day, May 10, the event 

was canceled amid the violent disturbances in the city and the 

launching of rocket attacks by Hamas. It was then rescheduled for this 

Thursday, before being canceled again. 
 The police decision came in the wake of immense pressure after 

Hamas threatened renewed violence should the march take place. 

Defense Minister Benny Gantz, along with many other politicians, 

media outlets and public figures, called for its cancellation. 

 While their fears are understandable, to prevent Jews from 

marching in their own capital is an abdication of our moral and 
national responsibility. It is taking the easy route rather than standing 

up for what’s right. 

 Hamas’s threat is serious and cannot be dismissed, but as history 

proves, appeasement is a misguided policy that sows the seeds of the 

next, more destructive conflict. 

 It’s true that Hamas views the march as a provocation, but that 
doesn’t mean that we need to follow their lead and adopt their view. 

To them, the mere existence of a Jewish state is a provocation—does 

that mean we should pack our bags and leave? 

 If Hamas threatens to bomb Israeli cities in the event that Jews 

visit the Temple Mount or Western Wall, does that mean we should 

bar Jews from these sites? Where do we draw the line? 
 The answer is that we draw it where our values dictate, and not 

where Hamas or any other terrorist group dictates. To quote Ze’ev 

Jabotinsky, “We hold that Zionism is moral and just. And since it is 

moral and just, justice must be done, no matter whether Joseph or 

Simon or Ivan or Achmet agree with it or not.” 

 Allowing law-abiding citizens to peacefully celebrate the 
reunification of their capital city is moral and just, on both the 

individual and national levels. 

 Furthermore, the decision to cancel the march has wider 

implications and is indicative of a much larger problem. 

 We live in a time when the Jews of Lod, Ramle, Jaffa and Akko 

are being called “settlers” and targeted simply for being Jews. When 
Israeli soldiers serving in Jaffa’s Military Court of Appeals are being 

told not to wear their uniforms in public so as to not provoke the local 

Arabs. When the IDF is canceling navigation exercises in the Negev 

out of fear of attacks by Bedouin. And when marching in Jerusalem 

with an Israeli flag is considered a provocative act worthy of 

condemnation. 

 As Jews around the world are removing their kippahs and hiding 

signs of their Jewishness due to rising anti-Semitism, Israel needs to 

stand up and lead by example. It needs to send a clear message to 

Jews around the world that we will not cower or be ashamed of our 

Jewishness. Unfortunately, canceling the Jerusalem march sends the 
opposite message. 

 It is always easier to back down than to stand up for what’s right. 

By canceling the march, we sacrificed what’s right for what’s easy. 

 What would have happened if this mindset had prevailed in 

1948? Fortunately, Ben-Gurion had the courage and understood his 

moral responsibility to do what needed to be done, even if it wasn’t 
an easy decision. 

 This is a lesson we need to internalize now more than ever. 

(JNS Jun 8) 

 

 

A More Threatening Stick, with Baby Carrots   By Dan Schueftan 
 The frustration is understandable. Those who have convinced 

themselves that “there is no military solution” for the Gaza Strip are 

beginning to buy into the illusion of a “long-term diplomatic 

arrangement,” because otherwise “we would have to keep fighting 

over and over again” and because we “have failed to accomplish 

anything” in previous flare-ups. 
 That’s just wrong. We better get used to the frustration generated 

by Gaza: It’s unpleasant, but not terrible. Over the past 100 years, we 

have built a strong and prosperous state even as we established a 

forceful deterrence and engaged in occasional conflicts with our 

enemies. If and when it is needed, we will continue to engage our 

enemies over the next 100 years—on much better terms. One can 
hope things will continue to improve as time goes on. 

 Those who want to worry about something truly disconcerting 

should look at the Iranian nuclear threat. This poses a much greater 

challenge, but not an insurmountable one. When it comes to Gaza, we 

need to strike and deter, and this can be done alongside various 

economic measures. There is no reason to block European or 
American financial aid to the Strip, but Israel must not orchestrate 

such an initiative. Israel must also take aggressive action to prevent 

the Muslim Brotherhood, Turkey and Qatar from taking Gaza under 

their wings. In other words: Israel’s deterrence must be upgraded; 

alongside a more threatening stick, Israel can offer baby carrots. 

 While there is a grain of truth to this concept when it comes to 
Iran, it is not the case in Gaza or, to a large extent, even in the West 

Bank. No wonder Hamas was looking forward to the now-canceled 

Palestinian elections. They were confident they would win because 

they have the support of the people. “The resistance” comprises the 

twisted reality Palestinians live in. Rather than investing in their 

children’s future, Hamas took billions of dollars in aid and used them 
to build tunnels and rockets. 

 Israel must no longer let Hamas gain strength. The terrorist 

organization’s endorsement of a ceasefire serves only one purpose: to 

buy time so that it can build more lethal force that would be at its 

disposal if hostilities break out again. 

 Jerusalem must change the rules of the game: It will take out 
Hamas’s arsenal at a time of its choosing, without waiting for a 

provocation. There may be pushback from the European Union, and 

the Biden administration might allow the United Nations to target 

Israel, but the vital strategic benefits would come at a manageable 

cost. 

 The government can force Hamas to become heavily dependent 
on Egypt, which understands the dangers of the terrorist organization 

and is afraid that this offshoot of the Muslim Brotherhood could get 

its hands on weapons capable of reaching Cairo. 

 Israel and other moderate forces in the region are engaged in a 

zero-sum game with Hamas and the Muslim Brotherhood. Whatever 

is good for them is bad for us. There is an Arab “state” in Gaza, 
which is ruled by radical, violent and reckless Islamists. Showcasing 

their failures would bode well for Israel, Egypt, Jordan, Saudi Arabia 

and even the Palestinian Authority. Washington and Brussels may be 

wedded to the “rehabilitation” illusion but Jerusalem should rethink 

its approach.    (Israel Hayom Jun 9)  


