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Ben & Jerry’s Distasteful BDS Problem    By Jonathan S. Tobin 
 To those who followed the saga of Ben & Jerry’s social-media 
silence, the outcome was never going to be sweet. In the wake of the 
fighting between Israel and Hamas this spring, the Vermont-based ice-
cream company, which was woke even before most people understood 
the meaning of the term, came under ferocious pressure from left-wing 
activists to sever its ties with the Jewish state. 
 As The Boston Globe noted in a feature published last week, Ben 
& Jerry’s stopped posting on its accounts once Hamas and other 
Palestinian terror groups began firing 4,000-plus rockets and missiles 
into civilian populations in Israel, an action that prompted Israeli 
counter-attacks. Most of the country didn’t lose any sleep over the fact 
that the firm wasn’t supplying its followers with tweets about its latest 
flavors mixed in with others signaling its support for the Black Lives 
Matter movement or its belief that America is a racist country and 
other political statements about issues ranging from the environment to 
its animus for supporters of former President Donald Trump. But as 
the Globe reported, the silence seemed to be related to the fact that its 
longstanding business relationships in Israel had come to be seen as a 
betrayal of its reputation as the embodiment of woke sensibilities. 
 After 61 days of quiet, the company announced this week that it 
would “end sales of our ice-cream in occupied Palestinian territories.” 
That means that once its agreements with its current distributor expire 
at the end of next year, no one will be able to purchase its products in 
any part of the country that was illegally occupied by Jordan from 
1949 to 1967, including much of Jerusalem and all of the West Bank. 
It says it would “stay in Israel by a different arrangement” in which it 
will theoretically do business with a distributor that will agree to a 
boycott of the country’s capital and lands where Jews and Arabs no 
country currently has established sovereignty. 
 Predictably, that isn’t pleasing those who have been attacking the 
company for its presence in the Jewish state. A group calling itself 
Vermonters for Justice in Palestine says they won’t be satisfied until 
Ben & Jerry’s is fully compliant with BDS mandates and ends all 
operations in Israel. 
 While some people consumed their products simply because they 
liked the way they tasted, the company founded in Burlington, Vt., by 
Ben Cohen and Jerry Greenfield in 1978 has always prided itself on 
what it calls its “social conscience.” By that it means, its overt support 
for various liberal political causes like opposition to global warming, 
support for illegal immigrants and gay marriage, and a host of other 
issues. It created flavors like “I Dough, I Dough,” “Empower Mint” 
and “Save Our Swirled,” pitched as statements about politics and from 
which some of the income made was funneled to left-wing 
organizations. Even after the company was sold to the international 
business giant Unilever, Ben & Jerry’s has held onto its brand identity 
as leftist ice-cream. In 2018, it created PeCAN Resist! to support 
groups opposing Trump, including some that were implicated in anti-
Semitic actions like the Women’s March. 
 But somehow through all these decades of virtue-signaling and 
activism, it also operated in Israel. 
 Opposition to Israel’s right to exist and defend itself was not 
always considered incompatible with liberal activism. That may no 
longer be true. In the last year, the Black Lives Matter movement and 
its associated ideologies of critical race theory and intersectionality 
have gone mainstream. That means that many on the left now view 
Israel solely through the distorted prism of myths about “white 
privilege” in which the Palestinian war on the Jewish state is 
considered somehow morally equivalent to the struggle for civil rights 
in the United States. 
 The reaction to the Hamas rocket offensive or any of the pretexts it 
cited to justify its latest war crimes are rooted in these ideas. Those 
claiming to advocate for “justice in Palestine” want to boycott Israel 

not because of 
anything it does but 
because of what it is: 
the one Jewish state on the 
planet. As its advocates make 
clear, BDS is not about 
supporting compromises on 
territories, settlements or 
borders; its goal is to eliminate 

that one Jewish state. Once you classify Jews as somehow not 
indigenous to their own country even when the majority of them are 
technically “people of color” with origins in the Middle East and 
North Africa, and as possessors of “white privilege” who must be 
dispossessed in favor of a group that is considered lacking privilege, 
there’s no room left in the region for Israel. 
 That means that the sort of person who looks to Ben & Jerry’s for 
political insight and inspiration is no longer willing to tolerate the 
fact that, for example, Jews living in the Old City of Jerusalem or its 
suburbs can purchase “Chunky Monkey” from the company that has 
the local rights to distribute its products. 
 Boycotting Jerusalem and the territories is BDS light, and is 
defended by some as a statement about support for the peace process 
or a desire for a two-state solution that Palestinians have repeatedly 
rejected. But there is little doubt that this is merely a halfway step 
towards a full boycott. Ben & Jerry’s employs both Jews and Arabs. 
Will putting those people out of work or making it harder or 
impossible for Palestinians to buy their treats make peace more 
likely? 
 To the contrary, refusing to recognize the permanence of the 
Jewish presence in the ancient Jewish homeland, including those 
areas where several hundred thousand Jews live and which, even in a 
theoretical two-state solution, Jews will remain, won’t advance the 
cause of peace. Supporting BDS—whether in its full anti-Semitic 
version or a partial one—encourages both Hamas and its supposedly 
“moderate” Fatah rivals to continue to refuse to recognize the 
legitimacy of a Jewish state no matter where its borders might be 
drawn. 
 Like other instances of BDS, Ben & Jerry’s and its still 
unsatisfied left-wing activist scolds aren’t going to do any damage to 
a Jewish state with a thriving economy with growing ties to the rest 
of the Middle East. There are, as Prime Minister Naftali Bennett said 
in reaction to this absurd decision, lots of different choices of ice-
cream for Israelis to consume. However, they have only one country 
and no plans to surrender it even amid the heaps of hate leveled in 
their direction by leftist intellectuals and their fellow travelers. 
 By playing this game, Ben & Jerry’s will encourage many 
supporters of Israel to boycott them in retaliation, which will also not 
do the company much damage. What this unsavory episode teaches is 
that once toxic ideologies become fashionable, common sense, as 
well as genuine concern for human rights and justice, goes out the 
window. Pro-Israel Jews and others who are appalled by the 
company’s woke behavior will survive without this particular brand 
of ice-cream. Still, when those who claim to speak for justice become 
part of a movement that is fueling the surge in anti-Semitic attacks 
across the globe, they need to stop pretending that they are peddling 
desserts with a conscience. No one involved in this cowardly and 
dishonorable effort to target Israel has one.    (JNS Jul 20) 

 
 
Biden’s Reward to UNRWA for Bad Behavior     By Ruthie Blum 
 The United States transferred $135 million to the United Nations 
Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees (UNRWA) on 
Saturday. This was in addition to the nearly $33 million that it gave 
to the organization in May to help the Gaza Strip, ravaged by Hamas 
rockets and Israel’s response to them during “Operation Guardian of 
the Walls.” 
 The latest cash bonanza also came three months after Washington 
provided an initial gift of $150 million to “restore” the aid that was 
cut in 2018 by then-President Donald Trump. 
 It’s not necessary to do the math in order to calculate how nicely 
the coffers of UNRWA have been padded since April alone. Nor is 
the reopening of the faucet for the flow of funds into the corrupt U.N. 
agency the least bit surprising. 
 U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken had announced with great 

 

ISRAEL NEWS 

A collection of the week’s news from Israel 
From the Bet El Twinning / Israel Action Committee of 

Beth Avraham Yoseph of Toronto Congregation 

בס״ד

 ISRAEL NEWS 

A collection of the week’s news from Israel 
From the Bet El Twinning / Israel Action Committee of 

Beth Avraham Yoseph of Toronto Congregation 



fanfare that doing so would be part of the new administration’s efforts 
to repair America’s relations with the Palestinian Authority. You 
know, the ones that Trump supposedly destroyed by holding the P.A. 
accountable for its actions, chief among them its “pay for slay” policy. 
 As UNRWA’s largest donor, the United States has sway that it 
hadn’t bothered to leverage until Trump came along and made the 
money contingent on comprehensive reforms. Not only did the 
“humanitarian” body abuse its original mandate, which wore out its 
welcome and purpose a short time after its inception more than 70 
years ago, but it worked tirelessly to perpetuate the problem that it was 
established to solve. 
 Furthermore, its entire existence is based on a contrived U.N. 
definition of “refugee” that enables Palestinians to be categorized as 
such for generations. It’s this special status that has led to an 
outrageous situation, whereby the number of Palestinian “refugees” 
hasn’t declined over the decades but has increased exponentially. So, 
UNRWA continues to provide “relief, human development and 
protection services” to people who aren’t “refugees” by any measure 
other than a fabricated one. 
 As if this weren’t sufficient cause to shutter the self-serving 
political entity, UNRWA has another claim to infamy: its passive and 
active abetting of terrorists. This takes the form, among others, of 
allowing Fatah, Hamas and Islamic Jihad to stockpile weapons in and 
under its schools, whose revisionist textbooks indoctrinate Palestinian 
children to hate and aspire to kill Israelis. 
 Many of the teachers employed in these disgraceful institutions of 
lower learning post-anti-Semitic cartoons on Facebook. These include 
caricatures of Israeli soldiers committing atrocities and, more recently, 
of the Jewish state intentionally infecting Palestinians with COVID-
19. Oh, and of denying them vaccines. 
 This isn’t the only reality that the Biden administration 
conveniently ignored when it signed a “Framework for Cooperation” 
with UNRWA on July 7, which “establishes shared goals and priorities 
in support of humanitarian assistance, human development and 
protection of Palestine refugees.” 
 According to UNRWA Commissioner-General Philippe Lazzarini, 
the inking of the agreement and additional financial support 
“demonstrates we once again have an ongoing partner in the United 
States that understands the need to provide critical assistance to some 
of the region’s most vulnerable refugees.” 
 Really. 
 “Frameworks for cooperation are the traditional mechanism by 
which the United States and international agencies establish shared 
goals and priorities,” he stated. “The agreement between UNRWA and 
the United States reaffirms both parties’ commitment to the United 
Nations’ humanitarian principles, including the principle of 
neutrality.” 
 Though such pontification is par for press releases from NGOs in 
general, this particular description of the deal would be funny if it 
weren’t so sad. Nevertheless, media outlets in Israel and abroad 
pounced on the item by highlighting a specific element of a single 
paragraph in the “framework” document and reporting on it as some 
kind of encouraging hot-news flash. 
 The passage in question reads: “UNRWA commits to take all 
possible measures to ensure funding by the United States … does not 
provide assistance to, or otherwise support, terrorists or terrorist 
organizations. Further, the United States and UNRWA condemn 
without reserve all manifestations of religious or racial intolerance, 
incitement to violence, harassment or violence against persons or 
communities based on ethnic origin or religious beliefs, including anti-
Semitism, Islamophobia, anti-Catholicism, anti-Arabism or other 
forms of discrimination or racism against Palestinians, Israelis or other 
individuals or communities based on ethnic origin or religious belief.” 
 Leaving aside the fact that every syllable of this ostensible 
commitment on UNRWA’s part is a lie, journalists were bowled over 
by the inclusion of “anti-Semitism” and “Israelis” in the long list of 
false denunciations of practices in which the organization has never 
ceased engaging. 
 How quickly everyone has forgotten the fate of now-former 
UNRWA Gaza director Matthias Schmale, for example. Schmale was 
first raked over the coals—and then ousted from his job in disgrace—
for presenting a more complex view of “Operation Guardian of the 
Walls” than his U.N. and Hamas bosses could tolerate. 
 In an interview in May with Israeli Channel 12’s Arad Nir, he 

said: “During the 11 days of war, we did not run out of food, water 
and supplies, [though] we would have if Kerem Shalom and the 
border would have stayed closed. So, from my point of view, there is 
no acute or serious shortage of medical supplies, food or water, as 
long as this now starts—continues—to come in.” 
 Asked by Nir for his opinion on “claims by Israeli officials that 
the IDF bombardments were very precise,” Schmale replied: “I’m not 
a military expert, but I would not dispute that. I also have the 
impression that there is a huge sophistication in the way the Israeli 
military struck.” 
 The angry reaction was fast and furious. 
 “We were shocked by the statements of Mr. Matthias Schmale … 
where he installed himself as a military analyst or spokesman for the 
occupation army,” declared Hamas, according to a tweet by its 
official mouthpiece, Al-Aqsa TV. 
 Realizing that he was in hot water, Schmale accused those who 
had praised him for his honesty of “blatant manipulation of [his] 
interview,” and tweeted: “Recent remarks I made on Israeli TV have 
offended & hurt those who had family members & friends killed & 
injured during the war that has just ended. I truly regret to have 
caused them pain, & reiterate following points I have made through 
countless interviews & tweets.” 
 Responding to Twitter users who suggested that he had been 
coerced into backtracking, he announced: “No one has forced me into 
an apology. Responsible leaders listen carefully to people they 
serve—in my case Palestine refugees; civilians, not political or 
military actors—and accept and correct errors of judgment.” 
 Within less than a week, UNRWA said in a statement that 
Schmale would be taking a “long leave of absence.” Someone ought 
to look into whether he’s still among the living, but it won’t be 
President Joe Biden, that’s for sure. 
 After all, he’s too busy looking the other way while tax dollars 
get shipped to the bad guys.    (JNS Jul 20) 

 
 
Yair Lapid and the Normalization of Anti-Semitism 
By Uri Cohen 
 Whether Israeli Foreign Minister Yair Lapid’s speech before the 
Global Forum for Combating Antisemitism was rooted in naivety or 
stupidity, the result was the same. 
 Even Israel’s left-wing press censured Lapid over the address, 
with Nir Guntaz writing in Haaretz on Feb. 17, “It is doubtful if Yair 
Lapid thought about the significance of his speech before he 
delivered it. Had he thought about and understood its significance 
beforehand, it is doubtful that he would have delivered it.” 
 In any event, the harm done by this speech is serious, and is 
liable to have far-reaching ramifications for the Jewish people. 
 Why did he say these troubling things at all? Lapid “normalized” 
anti-Semitism and its most serious consequence in the twentieth 
century—the Holocaust. In a single breath, he dismantled the idea of 
anti-Semitism’s uniqueness, which led in the modern era to European 
Jewry being almost completely eliminated them from the face of the 
earth. He transformed the cruelest persecution and murder ever 
carried out against a single group in history into just another violent 
conflict. 
 And if Israel’s foreign minister thinks like this, why silence those 
who, for political purposes, seek to dismantle the Holocaust’s 
meaning and turn it into one of many banal violent episodes, thus 
draining it of its significance? 
 The aim was to “normalize” German identity and to remove the 
burden of guilt that hung over the country decades after these horrific 
crimes were committed. These same German historians insisted that 
other victims of the Second World War should be highlighted 
alongside the Jews, and that of course it was forbidden to forget the 
suffering of the German people itself and the suffering of the 
Wehrmacht soldiers fighting the Red Army on the Eastern Front. 
 Their goal was to revive German patriotism and to save Germany 
from the darkness of the Nazis’ conduct, declaring that the mass 
murder by the Germany army and the horros of the extermination 
camps were, overall, a “preventative measure” taken out of fear of 
the Soviets. 
 The historian Saul Friedlander responded to this approach by 
arguing that the Nazis and the anti-Semitism they carried with them 
were a negation of all life, a sort of death cult. According to him, the 



Holocaust was such a horrific event that it was nearly impossible to 
articulate in everyday language. Friedlander views Nazi anti-Semitism 
as historically unique, since he claims that Nazi anti-Semitism was 
unique in being a “redemption anti-Semitism,” that is, a type of anti-
Semitism that could explain the whole world and offer a kind of 
“redemption” to its followers. 
 He subsequently concluded that Nazi anti-Semitism was unique 
because it was comprehensive and “redemptive.” In light of this, he 
argued that Nazi Germany and its adoption of genocidal politics was 
not and could not be understood as a normal historical episode. 
 There is a decision at the heart of Lapid’s speech to call an end to 
the Historikerstreit—with unimaginable success for those who have 
sought to diminish, minimize and to normalize anti-Semitism and the 
Holocaust. Anti-Semitism’s normalizers are now rejoicing. 
 But the fact remains that the anti-Semitism which erupted in the 
heart of Europe and engulfed every place the German army and 
Hitler’s emissaries went was unlike anything in history. 
(Israel Hayom Jul 20) 
The writer is a senior lecturer at Tel Aviv University. 

 
 
Anti-Zionism is a Theatrical Performance of the All-or-Nothing 
Fallacy    By Isabel Davidson 
 In an age when social justice has developed into a herd mentality, 
anti-Zionists are victims of the All-Or-Nothing Fallacy—a false 
dilemma suggesting there are only two possible options when really 
there are many. While accusing the other side of perpetuating false 
information and pushing an agenda that hurts minorities, the spread of 
misinformation and the proliferation of violent protests by anti-Israel 
activists are results of the logical fallacy that one cannot be pro-social 
justice if one is not also anti-Israel. 
 At Case Western Reserve University, students are incessantly 
subject to this logical fallacy by the group Students for Justice in 
Palestine (SJP). The social-media pages of students were bombarded 
with anti-Semitic messages during the recent Sheikh Jarrah debacle in 
eastern Jerusalem this spring. After two weeks of protesting in 
Cleveland’s Public Square—protests that forced kosher restaurants and 
Jewish places of worship in the area to request extra security and 
employees there to fear for their safety—the university still refused to 
publicize messages directed towards its Jewish students condemning 
the steep rise in anti-Semitism due to the demonization and 
delegitimization of the Jewish state. The same students participating in 
these protests or harassing Jewish students for no reason other than 
their ethnicity are the same students broadcasting their social-justice 
efforts. 
 College campuses are no stranger to this. For example, a 2015 
New York Times article noted, “College activists favoring divestment 
[from Israel] have cast the Israeli-Palestinian conflict as a powerful 
force’s oppression of a displaced group, and have formed alliances 
with black, Latino, Asian, Native American, feminist and gay rights 
organizations on campus. The coalitions, which explicitly link the 
Palestinian cause to issues like police brutality, immigration and gay 
rights, have caught many long-time Jewish leaders off guard, 
particularly because they belonged to such progressive coalitions less 
than a generation ago.” 
 Since then, this trend has only accelerated. Various minority 
groups, including those on college campuses, are pressured to 
broadcast condemnations of Israel or forfeit their status as 
“progressives.” 
 To garner support, SJP wrongly interprets the Israeli-Arab conflict 
through the lens of settler colonialism, describing Israelis as white 
Jewish settlers—a delusion about the Jewish state that further leads to 
violence and discrimination against Jews. In reality, such delusions 
could not be further from the truth. Apart from the fact that Jews are 
indigenous to the land and lived there long before Roman and Arab 
colonialism even made a dent in the region, it is worth noting that 
about 70 percent of Israel’s Jews are not white themselves. In a post 
shared among the student body, Jewish ties to the land were erased 
through harmful rhetoric masked with an emotional appeal. It is this 
emotional appeal that discourages readers from doing further research 
before sharing. 
 Additional efforts to delegitimize the Jewish connection to Israel 
include the misconstrued narrative that the Europeans eyed other lands 
for the Jewish homeland before being “offered” Palestine, including 

Uganda (as seen in the Instagram post). Although Theodor Herzl’s 
1903 proposal included looking at other lands to temporarily house 
the Jews who were victims of European anti-Semitism, anti-Zionists 
take this out of context. Instead of acknowledging the desperation of 
the Jews at that time, even long before the Holocaust, anti-Zionists 
choose to push their false narrative about Palestinian indigeneity and 
malicious, land-grabbing Jews, masking the reality of Arab 
colonialism, violence and wars waged on the Middle East’s Jews 
before and after Israel’s declaration of independence in 1948. 
 The fictional “good vs. evil” narrative—depicting the Jews as 
“evil” and the Palestinians as “good”—only serves to deceive the 
public perception of Israel as well as the Jewish people.  (JNS Jul 20) 

 
 
The Lie of the ‘Jewish Nose’ Returns     By Moshe Phillips 
 Just when you thought the “Jewish nose” libel was a thing of the 
past, it is back in the news. And the Jewish professor who dared to 
complain about it has been fired, forcing him to file a multimillion-
dollar lawsuit. 
 The latest controversy concerns Daniel Pollack-Pelzner, a tenured 
professor of English at Linfield University in Oregon. Three years 
ago, the university named Dr. Miles K. Davis as its new president. 
The first time Pollack-Pelzner met Davis, he mentioned that he and 
his students were discussing how Shakespeare’s The Merchant of 
Venice evokes various forms of prejudice. 
 According to Pollack-Pelzner, Davis responded with a strange 
remark about the comparative sizes of what he called the average 
“Jewish nose” and the average “Arab nose.” 
 Pollack-Pelzner was “taken back” but decided to let it slide. Bad 
move. Ignoring anti-Semitism only ensures that it will resurface, 
sooner or later. 
 Sure enough, Davis continued periodically to make anti-Semitic 
remarks to Pollack-Pelzner. Last March, Pollack-Pelzner finally went 
public about it. The local Anti-Defamation League and Oregon Board 
of Rabbis backed him up. 
 Davis at first denied the allegations of anti-Semitism, but 
subsequently admitted to The Chronicle of Higher Education “that he 
had in fact made a comment about the size of Jewish noses.” He 
“explained” that his comment was based on what he had observed 
during a trip to the Middle East. A few weeks later, Pollack-Pelzner 
was fired. Now he has launched a $3.5 million whistleblower 
retaliation lawsuit against Davis and the university. 
 The notion that there is a distinctive “Jewish nose” is one of the 
oldest anti-Jewish myths. Medieval Jew-haters introduced it in the 
12th century C.E. as a way of singling out Jews for contempt. 
 Nazi Germany’s propaganda machine frequently invoked the 
“Jewish nose” stereotype. A notorious Nazi film produced in 1940 
called “The Eternal Jew”—purporting to expose the “real” Jew—
focused on “Jewish faces,” zooming in on Jews’ noses to make them 
seem unattractive. 
 Similar images appeared throughout the Nazis’ news media, 
cultural publications and children’s books. Der Giftpilz, an anti-
Jewish children’s book published by Julius Streicher (publisher of the 
Nazi newspaper Der Stürmer), included a section called “How to Tell 
a Jew.” It described a seventh-grade boys’ class in which “Karl 
Schulz, a small lad in the front row,” steps to the chalkboard and 
declares: “One can most easily tell a Jew by his nose. The Jewish 
nose is bent at its point. It looks like the number six. We call it the 
‘Jewish six.’ ” 
 The “Jewish nose” lie has surfaced occasionally in recent years. 
In 1999, for example, former Arizona state legislator Barbara 
Blewster told a colleague, “You can’t be Jewish. You don’t have a 
big hooked nose.” Blewster was forced to publicly apologize but 
continued to insist, “I have no prejudice at all. I admire the Jews.” 
 The former prime minister of Malaysia, Mahathir Mohamed, a 
Holocaust denier and anti-Israel extremist, has repeatedly referred to 
“hook-nosed Jews.” The website of Belgium’s Ghent University, 
until recently, included a sign-language video showing a hooked nose 
as the translation for the word “Jewish.” 
 Especially disturbing was when a staff historian at the United 
States Holocaust Memorial Museum in Washington, D.C., stooped to 
perpetuating this canard. In a tweet on Dec. 17, 2019, Dr. Rebecca 
Erbelding wrote: “At a talk today, asked about my personal 
background. I confessed that I’m not Jewish, but with a Hebrew first 



name, German last name, and my nose and hair, I ‘pass.’ ” 
 Perhaps Erbelding would say she was trying to be humorous. But 
wrapping prejudice in a “joke” doesn’t make it any better. 
 Perpetuating stereotypes is not just offensive, it’s dangerous. 
Professor Jonathan Kaplan of the University of Technology-Sydney 
had noted that Pittsburgh synagogue gunman Robert Bowers invoked 
classic anti-Jewish stereotypes in his online ravings. “How we speak 
about and depict others in the media and social discourse perpetuates 
long-held stereotypes and ultimately emboldens hate-filled 
individuals,” wrote Kaplan. 
 That’s the most important lesson of the Oregon lawsuit. Whether 
made by a drunken buffoon in a bar, a misguided historian or a 
supposedly sophisticated college president, the lie of the “Jewish nose” 
is an outrage, which must be vigorously protested as soon as it is 
uttered, lest it metastasize into something even more menacing. 
(JNS Jul 20) 

 
 
Israel’s Headache Named Qatar      By Benjamin Weil 
 What would you say if I told you that Israel is allowing a close ally 
of Iran, her arch-enemy, to fund the Hamas terrorist regime in Gaza? 
 In 2018, the tension on the Israel-Gaza border flared up. Hamas 
began flying fire kites and incendiary balloons towards Israel. This 
caused damage to Israeli farming lands and forced Israeli 
kindergartens and facilities to evacuate in fear of a mass fire spreading, 
forcing the Israelis to respond. The tit for tat between both sides 
quickly got out of hand. As part of a long-term “arrangement” between 
Israel and Hamas, the Qataris offered to transfer monthly stipends of 
$15 million each month to Hamas officials in the civil sector. 
Additionally, $10 million was granted to purchase diesel for the Gaza 
power plant. The Qatari Gaza Reconstruction Committee began its 
work in 2012 with a $407 million grant. It is considered one of the 
largest donor organizations in the Gaza Strip. 
 Israel had hoped that improving the lives of Palestinians would 
give Palestinians one less reason to join the cycle of terrorism. By 
allowing the Qataris to elevate the humanitarian crisis, the Israeli 
believed that it would lead to a quiet border with Gaza. Since Hamas is 
a recognized terrorist organization and the Palestinian Authority has 
extremely limited power in the Gaza Strip, Qatar would be the 
benefactor for the reconstruction of Gaza. 
 Over time, the Israelis have become accustomed to seeing the 
Qatari envoy enter Gaza with suitcases of dollar bills, paying Hamas 
officials, and have even become somewhat dependent on such money 
in exchange for the quiet. Having Qatar fill such an important role in 
Israeli foreign policy poses a national security threat. Qatar benefits 
from a close economic relationship with Iran. It avoids criticizing 
Iranian domestic and foreign policy, and is considered a close ally to 
the Persians. 
 It is worth noting that Iran supplies the terrorist organizations in 
Gaza with military technology and missiles. In a flip of a dime, Iran 
can cause the Gaza border to heat up. If the Iranians apply pressure on 
Qatar to stop the payments, Hamas will use the Iranian-made and 
Iranian-inspired missiles to attack Israel. This is in addition to the 
threats coming from the Iranian proxy, Hezbollah, on Israel’s northern 
border—in Lebanon and stationed in Syria. 
 While the Israelis continue their campaign against a nuclear Iran, 
the Iranians, through Qatari assistance, affect the calm on Israeli 
borders except those with Jordan and Egypt. Although the threat of 
Hezbollah is not in Israel’s control, the dependency on the Qataris is 
very much Israel’s choice. 
 Israeli security officials have been warning the world about the 
Iranian crescent in the Middle East—the Iranian attempt to “hug” the 
region with its influence and proxies. The notion that Israel is allowing 
an Iranian ally to subsidize the salaries of a terrorist organization is 
counterproductive. It sends mixed signals to Israel’s allies. 
 Israel must consider the tradeoff between decreasing Iranian 
influence in the Middle East and fragile serenity on the Gaza border. 
Allowing Qatari money to flow into Gaza may be a solution for quiet 
on the Gaza front, but in the long run, it will harm Israel’s national 
security. In a way, the Qatari money is a form of bribery, and it is only 
good as long as the Qataris keep on paying and there is a mutual 
interest to do so. These payments end up feeding Iranian interests 
committed to destroying the Jewish state. 
 However, it’s not too late to end this financial arrangement, even 

at the cost of a short-term de-escalation with Hamas. It will pay off in 
the long run by minimizing Iranian influence in the region and 
preventing Iran from holding the keys to Israel’s stability on its 
southern border. Israel must reassess the Qatari role in the region. 
The writer is director of the Project for Israel’s National Security for 
the Endowment for Middle East Truth (EMET).   (JNS Jul 21) 

 
 
Ra’am Shows its True Colors     By Nadav Shragai 
 Those who have been pitching the “new and improved” Ra’am 
Party to the Israeli public as a moderate faction promoting a civil 
agenda had something of a rude awakening on Sunday, courtesy of 
the “old” Islamist Ra’am. 
 Its warning against “settlers and MKs violating the Al-Aqsa 
mosque” was taken right out of Hamas leader Yahya Sinwar’s 
playbook. Similar statements were made by the Gaza-base terrorist 
group as part of its ultimatums to Israel prior to the 11 days of 
fighting that erupted in May. 
 Its statement, echoed by the Southern Branch of the Islamic 
Movement from which it hails, adopted the menacing terminology 
used by Hamas with regards to the Temple Mount. 
 If anything, this means that the allegedly moderate Southern 
Branch of the Islamic Movement aims to take the place of its 
northern counterpart, which Israel outlawed in 2015 over its 
radicalism and ties to the Muslim Brotherhood. 
 Southern Branch officials are now expressing similar, radical 
opinions over the Temple Mount to those expressed by Northern 
Branch officials who are now jailed. 
 It is time to admit that the status quo at the holy site has been 
eroded to the point that it exists in name only. The Muslims have 
turned the Dome of the Rock into a mosque, they have built two 
underground mosques at the site, Israeli enforcement of building 
regulations and protection of antiquities has weakened and Jews have 
been subjected to rigorous limitations with regard to visiting the site. 
 It is only natural in light of these developments that Israeli 
enforcement of the joke that is the “status quo” should slacken. 
 As it has—a welcome change in Israel’s policies on the Temple 
Mount vis-à-vis the Muslim offensive dates back to when Gilad 
Erdan was public security minister and Yoram Halevi was Jerusalem 
District Police chief. 
 Seeking to meet the growing demand for Jewish worshippers to 
visit the site, the two relaxed some of the restrictions. As a result, the 
number of Jewish worshippers visiting the Temple Mount has grown 
from 5,000 to 35,000 a year. 
 Erdan and Halevi also allowed low-profile group prayer at the 
site, as long as said groups refrained from displaying outward signs 
such as tallit, tefillin and prayer books so as not to spark unnecessary 
provocation, and overall instructed Israeli security forces to be 
friendlier to Jews there. 
 This did not go unnoticed by the Muslims, who ramped up “al-
Aqsa is in danger” propaganda, which accuses Israel of trying to raze 
the Muslim edifices on the site, citing the alleged changes in the 
status quo that benefit Jewish worshippers. 
 In recent years, this type of incitement has grown from mere 
statements into an actual fuel for terrorist attacks. Hundreds of 
terrorists set out to shoot, stab, ram and stone Jews after they were 
tricked into believing that “Al-Aqsa is in danger.” Those 
apprehended prior to executing their nefarious plans said they had 
planned to murder Jews visiting the site. 
 The Murabitun and Murabitat—two fundamentalist organizations 
that hail from the Northern Branch of the Islamist Movement and 
which have also been outlawed by Israel—have also tried to 
undermine Jews’ visits to the premises. 
 May’s hostilities, as well as the unprecedented riots in mixed 
Israeli cities, were all fueled by the false “Al-Aqsa is in danger” 
narrative. 
 Having said all that, it is worth noting that the difference between 
Jewish presence on the Temple Mount and the Muslim presence there 
is as vast as the ocean: 10 million Muslims visit the holy site each 
year—as many as the number of Jewish visitors to the Western 
Wall—but only a few thousand Jews visit the Temple Mount. 
 If anything, Ra’am’s statement about the mosque embraces the 
demands presented by terrorists who have been trying to harm Jews 
visiting the Temple Mount.   (Israel Hayom Jul 19) 


