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Jordan Has Little Reason for Ending Its Peace Treaty with Israel 
By Amb. Alan Baker     cpa.org    May 19, 2020  
Despite its threats, it’s unlikely Amman will take such 
a step. 

Following warnings to Israel by King Abdullah of 
Jordan of a “massive conflict” if Israel proceeds with plans 
to apply Israeli law to parts of Judea and Samaria, some 
political and media commentators and sources are 
referring to a possibility that Jordan might revoke its 
Treaty of Peace with Israel. 

A peace treaty, by its very nature, is not limited by any 
specific time limit, and is not given to cancellation or 
revocation, unless by declaration of war or by an act of 
aggression by one of the parties to the treaty, constituting a 
revocation of the very basis of the peace relationship 
which includes mutual acknowledgment of the sovereignty, 
territorial integrity, and political independence of the other 
party (article 2). 

It is highly unlikely that Jordan would want to take 
such a step, especially in light of the fact that a unilateral 
act by Israel of applying law or sovereignty to parts of 
Judea and Samaria, even if not favored by Jordan, would 
not constitute an act of aggression against Jordan’s 
sovereignty or territorial integrity and as such would not be 
grounds for revoking the treaty. 

Since the issue of the status of Judea and Samaria is, in 
article 3, specifically excluded from the border delimitation 
provisions of their respective territory, Jordan cannot 
claim that unilateral application of law or sovereignty by 
Israel in such territories constitutes a violation of the peace 
treaty or grounds for its revocation. 

Since the Israel-Jordan peace treaty determines such 
basic bilateral components of their relationship as the 
delineation of the international border between them 

(article 3), bilateral security arrangements (article 4), full 
diplomatic and consular relations as well as normal 
economic and cultural relations (article 5), it would appear 
to be virtually impossible to regress backwards from 
peaceful to hostile relations, unless one side conducts an 
act of aggression against the other. 

Some of the central components of the peace 
relationship represent interests that are vital to Jordan such 
as water allocations (article 6), economic relations (article 
7), Jordan’s special historic role in Muslim holy shrines in 
Jerusalem (article 9), freedom of navigation and access to 
ports (article 14), and civil aviation and rights of overflight, 
including Jordanian overflight of Israeli territory to reach 
points in Europe (article 15). To cancel or revoke such 
vital components would not serve the interests of Jordan 
and would undermine its very stability. 

The parties agreed, in article 25, to fulfill in good faith 
their obligations without regard to action or inaction of 
any other party and independently of any other instrument 
inconsistent with the peace treaty. 

Should Jordan wish to solve a dispute with Israel 
regarding the application or interpretation of the peace 
treaty, article 29 establishes a dispute settlement 
mechanism of negotiation, conciliation, or arbitration. 
Amb. Baker is Director of the Institute for Contemporary Affairs at 
the Jerusalem Center and the head of the Global Law Forum. He 
participated in the negotiation and drafting of the Oslo Accords with 
the Palestinians, as well as agreements and peace treaties with Egypt, 
Jordan, and Lebanon. He served as legal adviser and deputy director-
general of Israel’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs and as Israel’s 
ambassador to Canada. 

 
The First-Ever Trial of an Israeli Prime Minister Is Also a Trial of the Country’s Judicial System 
By Shmuel Rosner  jewishjournal.com  May 24, 2020  
The charges: megalomania, overstepping authority, 
and placing ideology above the law. 

1. On May 24, history was made in Israel. A sitting 
prime minister is being tried on corruption charges. 
Benjamin Netanyahu will sit in court, facing the three 
justices who will determine his fate — and Israel’s future. 
But it will take a long time. The May 24 court session was 
about how long it might take, and not much more than 
that. 

The story of the investigation into Netanyahu and his 
indictment is long and, by now, quite boring. Three cases, 
two for breach of trust, one for bribery; state witnesses 
who worked under Netanyahu; controversial legal 
precedents; gifts changing hands; meetings with media 

moguls; shady deals that did or didn’t materialize; 
preoccupation with media coverage. 

The story, as told by prosecutors and supported by 
undisputed facts, paints a picture of a greedy, obsessive, 
petty prime minister. But Netanyahu isn’t on trial for being 
unkind or cheap or paranoid. 

Two questions must be considered as Netanyahu 
defends his reputation, his job and his freedom. A guilty 
verdict for bribery will send him to prison. First, is there a 
way to interpret his actions as legal? Second, should he be 
given the benefit of the doubt because he is the prime 
minister? Or should he should be judged more harshly 
because he is the prime minister? 
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If the answer to the first question is no — and many 
of Netanyahu’s critics believe that it is indeed no — then 
the result should be clear: guilty. 

If the answer to the first question is yes, then the 
result becomes a question of legal and political ideology: 
Should holders of public office be judged more harshly 
than the general public? Can the justices consider the 
implications for the public if the prime minister is found 
guilty? 

These are not easy questions to answer. Law, politics 
and ideology come into play. And because it’s quite 
difficult to envision a clear-cut verdict that convinces 
everybody that Netanyahu is guilty or not, the debate isn’t 
going to end. The debate is an integral part of the trial. 

2. It is easy to be angry over Netanyahu’s 
irresponsible incitement against the legal system. As 
prime minister, he has the responsibility to make sure that 
the law and its officers are respected by Israelis. He has to 
ensure that no matter what happens to him personally, the 
country keeps moving forward. And to move forward, it 
needs to preserve the rule of law. 

It’s also easy to understand Netanyahu’s hard-nosed 
tactic. According to him, he’s standing trial for political 
reasons. He believes that a clique within the legal system 
colluded to remove him from office. He doesn’t think that 
the clique made an explicit decision to oust him from 
office but he does believe that their ideological biases 
against him made them vigilant when looking for any 
evidence against him and then rigidly interpreted that 
evidence. 

Netanyahu never will be convinced that his actions 
were illegal. But there is an important question concerning 

Netanyahu’s supporters. There is a question concerning 
the prosecution’s and the court’s ability to convince at least 
some doubters that Netanyahu’s actions justify the legal 
and political circus about to unfold. Can they make a 
strong enough case to peel away some of Netanyahu’s 
support and convince some of his political supporters that 
his actions were illegal? 

This won’t be an easy task. A significant fraction of 
the Israeli public doesn’t consider the proceedings as 
Netanyahu’s trial; it considers this as the trial of the legal 
system. The charges: megalomania, overstepping authority, 
excessive use of legal force, pushing an ideological agenda. 
In fact — and there is a vast pool of evidence to prove it 
— what the public thinks about Netanyahu’s trial is 
generally analogous to what the public thinks about the 
legal system. Those who believe that it is a thorough, 
honest and trustworthy system tend to accept the need for 
Netanyahu to be prosecuted. Those who disdain the legal 
system’s motivation and professionalism tend to oppose 
Netanyahu’s prosecution. 

3. Brace yourselves for a long process. The next 
hearing is slated for July, followed by a verdict and an 
appeal if Netanyahu is found guilty. Afterward, possibly, 
other legal and political maneuvers. 

This is the end of the beginning — a new phase on a 
long road. And yet, history has been made. It’s a sad day to 
see the prime minister standing trial. It’s a reassuring day 
to see that even a prime minister must face the court. It’s a 
fascinating day, on which the best and the brightest face 
one another in battle. And yes, it’s also a scary day, on 
which mighty forces clash and we, the witnesses, should 
beware of the fallout. 

  
Israel’s Cyberwar with Iran Heats Up 
By Ron Ben-Yishai     ynetnews.com   May 19, 2020
Successfully executed, cyberattacks can do more 
damage than conventional weapons. 

The Washington Post report of an Israeli and 
American cyber attack against Iran seems reliable and 
accurate. The U.S. sources who anonymously provided the 
newspaper with information about the attack attributed to 
Israel and the United States in Iran 10 days ago did not 
even ask journalists to hide potentially identifying 
information. 

The officials also backed up the information with 
satellite photos they showed to reporters (some of the 
most experienced at the Washington Post), including a line 
of cargo trucks stretching for miles on roads leading to the 
stricken Shahid Rajaee Port in Bandar Abbas.  

The same footage also showed numerous ships 
docked in the waters of the Strait of Hormuz, waiting to 
enter Iran's most state-of-the-art port, which is considered 
to be of strategic importance. 

According to the Washington Post, Israel and the U.S. 
were prompted to carry out the attack following an Iranian 
cyber attack on Israeli water and sewage facilities at the 
height the coronavirus crisis, as revealed by Ynet.  

It was a targeted attack on vital civilian infrastructure 
in Israel carried out by professional means that was 
professionally concealed. 

Cyber warfare is waged on three levels: intelligence 
gathering, defense and attack. And one facet of this war is 
considered to be the most dangerous - an attack on vital 
civilian and military infrastructure. 

Through computers, it is possible to attack electricity 
grids, water facilities, hospitals, chemical plants, 
transportation hubs and pipelines that transport gas and 
other fuels, thereby inflicting thousands more casualties 
and material damage than kinetic bomb damage, in other 
words "regular" strikes using precise and sophisticated 
weaponry, intense artillery shelling or a massive bomb 
attack. 

As such, according to reports, Israel shows restraint 
when Iranian hackers try (by pretty amateurish means) to 
steal information from banks in the country, and the U.S. 
doesn't attack Russia when the Kremlin hackers try to 
sway American voters with so-called fake news on social 
media. 
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But the Iranian attack could have paralyzed Israel's 
sewage systems, disrupting the water supply for farming 
and aggravating sanitation problems in some areas of the 
country at the height of the pandemic.  

The potential damage to Israel by this attack could 
have been greater than the damage that some Iranian 
missiles have caused from Lebanon and Syria.  

Therefore, according to the Post, Israel decided to 
respond in line with the strategic policy adopted by 
Jerusalem since the Second Lebanon War in 2006.  

It responds severely and disproportionately to attacks 
by a group or sovereign state but stays below the threshold 
of a declaration of war. This is what happens in Gaza, this 
is what happens in Syria, and now this is also what 
happens with long-range or cyber attacks. 

Essentially, there is no difference in Israel's strategy of 
response, whatever the shape of the attack. This is the 
message that Israel and the U.S. sought to convey to Iran 
by partially paralyzing the strategic port. 

Israel has learned the hard way that steady deterrence 
is the best defense, as it prevents attacks before they occur, 
causing casualties or material damage. 

American assistance   
If Israel did indeed carry out the attack on Iran, it is 

fair to ask why, with its own impressive civilian and 
military cyber capabilities (namely, Unit 8200), it needed to 
cooperate with the Americans to do.  

One reason is that those behind the attack on Israel's 
water facilities hid their virtual fingerprints by using servers 
located in the U.S. 

Once the attack was halted and neutralized, Israel 
needed the U.S. government to help quickly and accurately 
identify those responsible, for this is a difficult challenge 
and more so in a short space of time. 

Furthermore, the use of U.S. servers is a blatant 
violation of American sovereignty, and Washington should 
also respond and set its own red line in the virtual sands of 
the Middle East. And perhaps should already have done 
so. 

The Americans have a vast global cyber database as 
well as details of non-military assets, such as sea ports.  

If Israeli cyber officials who actually carried out the 
attack were given access to this database, one could 
hypothesize that this would accelerate and even fine-tune 
the retaliatory attack, ensuring that the damage was severe 
but not too severe - and could serve as show of power to 
the world in general and the Iranian leadership in Tehran 
in particular. 

The Israeli-U.S. cyber war against Iran has been going 
on for almost 20 years but has gained momentum in the 
last 15 years. 

And by apparently leaking the event to one of the 
world's most highly regarded newspapers, the two 
countries have conveyed a clear message to the ayatollahs, 
marking a red line in the virtual sand.  

Israel and the U.S. will respond virtually and 
disproportionately to any cyber attack in which Iran or 
anyone acting on its behalf attempts to damage essential 
infrastructure. 

 
How the Israeli Withdrawal from Lebanon Aided Hizballah and Encouraged the Second Intifada  
By Gershon Hacohen and Efraim Karsh  besacenter.org  May 22, 2020 
And undermined the IDF’s fighting spirit. 

In the dead of night on May 24, 2000, 18 years after 
invading Lebanon with the expressed goal of removing the 
longstanding terrorist threat to its northern towns and 
villages, Israel hurriedly vacated its self-proclaimed security 
zone in south Lebanon and redeployed on the other side 
of the border. With PM Ehud Barak authorizing the 
operation a day earlier to avoid its disruption by the 
Hezbollah terror organization, which had long harassed 
the Israeli forces in Lebanon, the evacuation was executed 
without a single casualty. 

Yet the humiliation attending the IDF’s flight under 
Hezbollah fire, leaving behind heavy weapons and military 
equipment (some of which were promptly bombed by the 
Israeli air force to deny them to Hezbollah), as well as its 
abandonment of the South Lebanon Army (SLA), which 
had aided its counterterrorist operations for years and 
which collapsed upon the withdrawal with many of its 
fighters and their families seeking asylum in Israel, was not 
lost on outside observers. A prominent leftwing Israeli 
journalist, by no means hostile to the withdrawal, even 
compared “the scent of humiliation [that] permeated the 

air” to that attending the “last helicopter on the [US] 
embassy roof in Vietnam.” 

Shattered deterrence 
Keenly aware of these disturbing images, Barak quickly 

extolled the flight as a glowing success that in one fell 
swoop ended Israel’s “18-year Lebanese tragedy” and 
neutralized Hezbollah’s terrorist threat to the Galilee. “To 
fight against terrorism is like fighting mosquitoes,” he told 
Time Magazine: 

You can chase them one by one, but it’s not very cost-
effective. The more profound approach is to drain the 
swamp. So we are draining the swamp [by leaving 
Lebanon] … Once we are within Israel, defending 
ourselves from within our borders, the Lebanese 
government and the Syrian government are responsible to 
make sure that no one will dare hit Israeli civilians or 
armed forces within Israel. Any violation of this might 
become an act of war, and it will be treated accordingly. I 
don’t recommend to anyone to try us once we are inside 
Israel. 

This buoyant prognosis couldn’t be further from the 
truth. Far from draining Hezbollah’s “terrorist marsh,” the 
withdrawal served to expand it to gargantuan proportions. 
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Hezbollah exploited the demise of Israel’s security zone to 
transform south Lebanon into an ineradicable military 
stronghold crisscrossed with fortified defenses, both above 
ground and in a complex underground tunnel system, 
designed to serve as a springboard for terror attacks on 
Israeli territory, to shelter Hezbollah’s burgeoning rocket 
and missile arsenal (which quickly doubled after the 
withdrawal from 7,000 to 14,000), and to exact a high cost 
from attacking forces in the event of a general 
conflagration. Hence the IDF’s inconclusive ground 
operations in the Second Lebanon War (July 12-August 14, 
2006), which hardly ventured more than a few miles from 
the border during the 34 days of fighting—in stark 
contrast to the 1982 invasion, which swiftly swept across 
this area and reached Beirut within five days. And hence 
the war’s relatively high human toll: 164 fatalities, or 70% 
of those killed in the security zone during the 15 years 
preceding the 2000 withdrawal. 

Nor did Barak’s warning against any attempt “to try us 
once we are inside Israel” (or, for that matter, FM David 
Levy’s threat that “Lebanon will burn” in the event of 
terror attacks from its territory) make an impression on 
Hezbollah. With Secretary-General Hassan Nasrallah 
famously deriding Israel as “weaker than a spider web,” 
the organization launched repeated attacks on targets in 
northern Israel at a rate of half-a-dozen per year. These 
began as early as October 7, 2000—a mere four months 
after the withdrawal—with the abduction of three IDF 
soldiers on a border patrol (who, it later transpired, were 
killed in the attack), culminating in the July 12, 2006 
abduction of two more soldiers (who, too, were killed in 
the process) and the killing of another three in a cross-
border raid that triggered the Second Lebanon War. 
During that war, Hezbollah fired some 4,000 rockets and 
missiles on Israeli towns and villages—the largest attack on 
the Jewish State’s population centers since the 1948 War of 
Independence—killing 45 civilians, inflicting massive 
destruction and economic damage, and driving thousands 
of Israelis to flee their homes to the southern parts of the 
country. 

While the Israeli architects of the war, which was 
censured by an official commission of enquiry as “a great 
and grave blunder,” sought to portray it as a shining 
success that led to a prolonged period of calm, the 
conflagration did not deter Hezbollah from sporadic 
attacks on Israeli targets in subsequent years or from 
substantially expanding its military buildup in flagrant 
violation of Security Council Resolution 1701, which had 
ended the war. This included the expansion of its already 
substantial rocket/missile holdings to a monstrous 
150,000-strong arsenal and the deployment of thousands 
of well-armed and battle-hardened fighters in south 
Lebanon on a constant state of alert to invade Israel en 
masse, either directly or via offensive underground tunnels 
penetrating Israeli territory (some of which were destroyed 
by the IDF in 2019). 

Even the postwar relative lull has had less to do with 
the Lebanon War’s deterrent effect (though Nasrallah later 
admitted he would have foregone the soldiers’ abduction 
had he known it would lead to full-scale war) than with 
Hezbollah’s decade-long immersion in the Syrian civil war 
and the reluctance of its Iranian patron to unleash its 
protégé’s full might absent a direct Israeli attack on its 
nuclear weapons installations. Had PM Netanyahu and 
Defense Minister Barak’s purported intention to launch 
such an attack in 2010-11 not been nipped in the bud by 
their security establishment and the Obama administration, 
an all-out Hezbollah-Israel war would likely have ensued. 
As it is, such a conflagration remains a distinct possibility, 
with Hezbollah’s security threat via both its rocket/missile 
arsenal, which can hit any part of the Jewish State, and 
ability to invade Israel and occupy Israeli localities 
infinitely greater than it was in May 2000. 

Sparking the Palestinian war of terror 
Defending his Lebanon decision 20 years later, Barak 

argued that the withdrawal improved Israel’s military 
position vis-à-vis the Palestinians since the IDF’s 
continued presence in Lebanon would have seriously 
constrained its ability to launch Operation Defensive 
Shield (April 2002), which curbed the Palestinian war of 
terror (euphemized as “the al-Aqsa Intifada”) that had 
begun a year-and-a-half earlier. 

As with his claim that the Lebanon flight neutralized 
Hezbollah’s terrorist threat, this assertion is not only false 
but the inverse of the truth: had the humiliating Lebanon 
flight not occurred, the “al-Aqsa Intifada” might not have 
ensued in the first place, at least not on its unprecedented 
massive scale. 

Like most of their Arab brethren, the Palestinians 
viewed the Lebanon flight as a defeat of the formidable 
Israeli army by a small but determined guerrilla force. 
Hamas and Islamic Jihad applauded Hezbollah’s 
achievement as proving the indispensability of the “armed 
struggle” while thousands of Palestinians celebrated the 
withdrawal with placards saying “Lebanon Today, 
Palestine Tomorrow.” Even Israeli Arabs were increasingly 
drawn into Hezbollah’s widening terror and spying web 
inside Israel in the years following the withdrawal. 

More importantly, the flight’s humiliating nature 
helped convince PLO Chairman Yasser Arafat, who 
viewed the Oslo “peace process” (launched in September 
1993) as a strategic means not to a two-state solution but 
to the substitution of a Palestinian state for the state of 
Israel, that the pros of reverting to wholesale violence far 
exceeded its potential cons since Israel no longer had the 
stomach for a protracted conflict. If Israelis couldn’t bear 
20-25 fatalities per year (less than a tenth of the death toll 
on their roads) in the fight against Hezbollah, surely they 
wouldn’t be able to stomach the much heavier death toll 
attending a protracted all-out Palestinian “resistance 
campaign.” At the July 2000 Camp David summit that 
sought to reach a comprehensive Palestinian-Israeli peace 
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agreement, Arafat explicitly warned his Israeli counterparts 
that “we can see to it that the Hezbollah precedent is 
replicated in the territories,” and that threat was quickly 
amplified by his top henchmen after the summit. A 
Palestinian public opinion poll found two-thirds of 
respondents eager to see their leadership follow in 
Hezbollah’s violent footsteps. 

This is indeed what happened with the outbreak of the 
“al-Aqsa Intifada” in September 2000—the bloodiest and 
most destructive confrontation between Israelis and 
Palestinians since the 1948 war—which exacted over 1,000 
Israeli lives. And while West Bank terrorism was largely 
curbed in the early 2000s through sustained 
counterinsurgency operations and the construction of a 
security barrier, the Gaza Strip has become a formidable 
terror entity that represents a clear and present danger to 
the vast majority of Israel’s population. While it can be 
contained through repeated military campaigns (e.g., in 
2008-9, 2012, and 2014), it cannot be eradicated altogether. 

Weakening the IDF 
A major plank of Barak’s justification of the 

withdrawal was its supposed benefits for the IDF. “If we 
act to change reality in the right direction, it strengthens 
us. It doesn’t weaken us,” he told Time Magazine after the 
withdrawal. “I didn’t see a single armed force that became 
stronger or a nation that became more self-confident by 
fighting guerrillas in another country.” 

There is of course a world of difference between a 
great power fighting guerrillas thousands of miles from its 
homeland and a small state defending its citizens and 
population centers from terrorist attacks launched from 
across the border, even if this means taking the fight to the 
aggressing state’s territory. By abdicating this crucial 
component of self-defense, the Lebanon flight not only 
brought a terror organization committed to Israel’s 
destruction within a stone’s throw of its border 
neighborhoods and made its dislodgement from this area 
exceedingly difficult: it also dented the IDF’s fighting 
ethos and operational competence. The daring, 
enterprising, and proactive spirit that had characterized 
this force from its inception gave way to a reactive, 
dogmatic, and passive disposition that responded to events 
rather than anticipating them and that contented itself with 
containing rather than defeating the enemy. 

In fairness to Barak, this transformation reflected a 
conceptual malaise that had been pervading the IDF’s top 
echelon for some time. This malaise deepened with the 
launch of the Oslo “peace process,” whereby striving for 
victory was replaced by a conviction that the changing 
nature of the Arab-Israeli conflict—from interstate wars to 
low-intensity warfare between Israel and terrorist/guerrilla 
organizations—made military decisions virtually 
impossible because these (far weaker) groups represented 
“authentic resistance movements,” to use Barak’s own 
words, that needed to be politically appeased. 

This approach, which effectively handed off 
responsibility for defeating terrorism to the political 
leadership, was first manifested in the IDF’s failure to 
suppress the Palestinian intifada (1987-93), which only 
ended upon the signing of the Oslo Accords. Here too, 
Barak played a key role in his capacity as deputy chief of 
staff (1987-91) and chief of staff (1991-95). It received a 
major impetus with the May 2000 Lebanon flight and the 
delusion of removing Hezbollah’s terrorist threat via 
political retreat, and was repeated during the “al-Aqsa 
Intifada’s” first months—when the IDF (under the direct 
leadership of defense minister Barak) sought to contain 
rather than suppress the conflagration. 

Even after Barak’s February 2001 crushing electoral 
defeat to Ariel Sharon, probably Israel’s most illustrious 
and offensive-oriented general, it took over a year of 
unprecedented terrorism that murdered hundreds of 
Israelis and spread mayhem in Israel’s population centers 
before the IDF moved onto the offensive and broke the 
backbone of Palestinian terrorism in the West Bank (but 
not Gaza). So much so that PM Sharon, who was elected 
on the crest of the hope that he would swiftly suppress the 
Palestinian terror war, was forced to justify this 
extraordinary delay with such meaningless platitudes as 
“restraint is power” and “what can be seen from here [the 
PM’s office] can’t be seen from elsewhere.” 

Further deviations from the IDF’s hallowed precepts 
of initiative, maneuver, and shifting the fight to enemy 
territory were on display during the Second Lebanon War 
and Operation Protective Edge (2014), where the military 
leadership hoped to end the conflict via air strikes and only 
grudgingly committed ground forces at a later stage and in 
a highly circumspect fashion. By way of concealing its 
declining appetite for ground operations, the IDF 
leadership persistently denied terrorism’s strategic threat to 
Israel’s national security, stressing the (supposed) absence 
of a military solution to the problem and the attendant 
need for its resolution by political means. Hence Chief-of-
Staff Moshe Yaalon’s assertion that Hezbollah’s political 
weakening would culminate in its rockets/missiles “rusting 
on their launchers”; and hence the stubborn ignoring of 
Hezbollah’s and Hamas’s cross-border underground terror 
tunnels and their hazards. As late as July-August 2014, 
while Israel was engaged in a full-scale war with Hamas, 
defense minister Yaalon and the IDF leadership, alongside 
the heads of Shin Bet and the National Security Council, 
continued to underplay the strategic significance of those 
tunnels, let alone provide the war cabinet with a concrete 
plan for their destruction—even though Hamas had used 
such a tunnel as long before as 2006 to infiltrate Israel, 
abduct an Israeli soldier, and kill two others. 
IDF Chief-of-Staff Moshe Dayan (1953-58) famously 
quipped that he would rather have to restrain galloping 
Visit suburbanorthodox.org for the current issue. 
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horses than spur lazy mules. The humiliating May 2000 
Lebanon flight accelerated the transformation of the IDF’s  
leadership in the opposite direction while greatly 
enhancing the dangers to Israel’s national security on the 
Lebanese and Palestinian fronts to hitherto unprecedented 
levels. One can only hope that its twentieth anniversary 
will be used for genuine reflection, stocktaking, and a 
return to the IDF’s daring and winning ways. 

Prof. Karsh is director of the Begin-Sadat Center for 
Strategic Studies, emeritus professor of Middle East and 
Mediterranean Studies at King’s College London, and 
editor of the Middle East Quarterly. 
Maj. Gen. (res.) Hacohen, formerly a corps commander and 
commander of the IDF Military Colleges, is a senior research fellow 
at the Begin-Sadat Center for Strategic Studies.   

 
Try as He Might, Mahmoud Abbas Can’t Do Much to End Cooperation with Israel  
By Elior Levy     ynetnews.com    May 25, 2020  
But the ball is now the Palestinians’ court. 
 Almost a week has passed since Palestinian President 
Mahmoud Abbas threatened to back out of all existing 
agreements with Israel if it acts on its intention to extend 
sovereignty over West Bank settlements and the Jordan 
Valley. 

In practice, however, relations between the Palestinian 
Authority and Israel are structured in such a way that 
leaves Ramallah with no real option of severing ties with 
Jerusalem and continuing to function independently. 

The cooperation between Israel and the Palestinians 
was built gradually and with great effort since 2008 and has 
withstood several trials and tribulations over the years. It 
became suffused with both sides' organizational culture. 

This mutual effort does consist of security elements, 
but focuses mainly on routine civilian functions, such as 
allowing Palestinian emergency services to travel between 
PA- and Israeli-controlled territories and back, and even 
authorizing the transfer of goods. 

But under the radar, commodities continued to cross 
from Israel to the Palestinian Authority in recent days 
without much fanfare. 

Business seems to be going on as usual. For now. 
Several hours after news of the end of security ties 

surfaced, the IDF arrested over 20 Palestinians in a series 
of raids across the West Bank. As soon as the lull came 
into effect, the arrests stopped.  

It is safe to assume that the two things may have a 
connection, but the Palestinians are also just coming out of 
the Eid al-Fitr holiday, and nobody in Israel was interested 
in interrupting the celebrations, aside from urgent cases. 

But this trend happens every year and the Palestinian 
threat hasn't stood up to the test yet. 

It remains unclear whether the IDF will resume raids 
now the holiday is over. 

Official routine meetings between Israeli and 
Palestinian security officials were also brought to a halt, 
but it is unlikely that cooperation between high-ranking 
officials, such as the upper echelons of the intelligence 
services, would do the same because of an order from 
Abbas. 

The Palestinians have already severed ties with Israel 
before during the 2017 Temple Mount crisis, but 
reinstated them a few weeks later. 

In both cases, Israel left the Palestinians a lifeline. 
They still can transport goods across the border if they 
wish to and the IDF is also likely to allow Palestinian 
patients to get treatment in Israel. 

Israel leaves the ball in the Palestinians' court, for the 
time being, as to not further stoke the flames and not 
allow these overblown threats to materialize. 

Meanwhile, Palestinian security agencies must also deal 
with growing restlessness among civilians, especially in 
refugee camps, who are growing tired of the lockdown 
imposed on them due to the coronavirus outbreak. 

The Palestinian Authority introduced a set of stringent 
social distancing restrictions to prevent gatherings during 
Eid al-Fitr after a considerable amount of them had 
already been lifted. 

The public was not too impressed and chose to flout 
the new orders, which, in turn, led security forces to crack 
down on large crowds using violent means.  

Several violent encounters between civilians and 
security forces were reported across several West Bank 
cities overnight Sunday. 

It seems that through their harsh response, authorities 
tried to show that cutting ties with Israel does not mean 
chaos now rules the land. 

 
Europe Is Convinced That Reprimanding Israel Will Help Solve Its Own Middle East Problem 
By Eyal Zisser      israelhayom.com   May  19, 2020 
Despite protestations to the contrary, Brussels cares 
about neither the Palestinians nor international law. 

After eradicating the coronavirus that ravaged the 
countries of Europe and mending the deep rifts within its 
ranks, the European Union has circled back to focus on its 
favorite pet issue: Israel. 

The new government, which was barely assembled and 
hasn't even published a plan of action yet, is already facing 
EU threats of punitive action, including economic 
sanctions and even the suspension of diplomatic ties if 
Israel dares follow through with its intention to apply 
Israeli law in parts of Judea and Samaria. 
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The bureaucrats at EU headquarters in Brussels can't 
actually drag Europe into a war on Israel, which has close 
ties with many countries on the continent, such as Austria, 
The Czech Republic, Hungary and others. These countries 
all harbor animosity for the EU, which failed in the 
moment of truth and left them, each on their own, to 
contend with the quarantines, deaths and economic crises 
caused by the coronavirus. But several leading European 
countries, chief among them France, Belgium, Spain and 
Ireland, are determined to spearhead an anti-Israel 
initiative and have threatened to enact punitive measures 
even if the majority of EU countries don't join them. 

Disagreements between friends are legitimate, but 
when it comes to Israel-European relations, and to be 
more precise, several EU countries, this isn't the case. The 
EU doesn't care about the Palestinians whatsoever. Its 
concern for international law, which it says Israel is 
violating, also isn't a top priority. After all, the EU is 
indifferent to the Turkish occupation of Cyprus, and 
Brussels doesn't typically care about Tibet and Western 
Sahara either.  

Israel, however, is always seen as an attractive target to 
flagellate, for the purpose of winning Arab and Muslim 
brownie points. Beyond that, the EU still abides to its 
decades-long fixation whereby the Palestinian issue is the 
key to solving all of the Middle East's ills. And while the 
Europeans don't care much about the levels of poverty 
and distress throughout the Middle East, they are worried 
about the waves of immigration flooding their continent, 
due to unrest and instability in the Arab world, and are 

convinced that reprimanding Israel will help them turn the 
tide. 

It appears, however, that there's another inherent 
motive for this European obsession with Israel. The 
Europeans flog Israel, but their aim is to hurt US President 
Donald Trump, who many Europeans view as an 
adversary. It is a symptom of deeply rooted anti-American 
sentiment, which combines jealousy with a touch of 
condescension, toward a president who represents such a 
successful antithesis to the "old continent." 

The close-knit alliance between the US and Israel 
undoubtedly adds to Israel's clout and opens up numerous 
paths for Israel across the globe. Not in Europe. After all, 
in the eyes of the Europeans, the increasingly intimate 
bond shared by Washington and Jerusalem is something 
akin to original sin or a menacing partnership. Hence the 
arrows being launched from Europe at Israel – instead of 
at Washington – in the hope that the White House feels 
their sting along with the Israeli government.  

This, therefore, is a profound European undercurrent 
that even an arrangement with the Palestinians isn't likely 
to reverse. Israel's relations with these European countries 
will inevitably return to normal, as there are enough 
mature leaders in Europe – for example, German 
Chancellor Angela Merkel – who are attentive to Israel and 
its problems and are cognizant of Europe's own interests 
in maintaining ties with it. But we can assume that the 
bureaucrats in Brussels, supported by several European 
countries, will wait for the next opportunity to kick Israel. 

 
At a Canadian Mosque, the Call to Prayer Rings Out Alongside Anti-Semitism 
By Tarek Fateh      torontosun.com   May 20, 2020  
Confirming the fears of Muslims who want nothing of 
the sort to happen. 

Four weeks ago, when Toronto City Councillor Paula 
Fletcher facilitated the Islamic call to prayer at a Toronto 
mosque, she described it as “beautiful” and “East End 
Love.” 

As the former leader of the Communist Party of 
Manitoba, she must have known of Mao Zedong’s most 
well-known quote, “A single spark can start a prairie fire.” 

The fear of many Muslims that the mixing of state and 
religion would cause irreparable damage to our society, and 
that the loudspeaker had absolutely nothing to do with 
Islam, fell on deaf ears. We Muslims who stood up to 
some of the medievalists within our ranks found ourselves 
being labelled as ‘Islamophobes’ by the country’s left-
liberal and even conservative political establishments. 

We didn’t have to wait too long for our worst fears to 
be realized. 

On May 16, one Firas Al Najim gave his own call to 
prayer using a loudspeaker in the parking lot of the Jaffari 
Islamic Centre in the City of Vaughan, where he promoted 
the views of the Iraqi cleric Ayatollah al-Sistani and then 
launched into tirade against “Zionists.” 

Al Najim claimed that at the Jaffari Islamic Centre, 
“the majority of the followers, they follow (Ayatollah) Ali 
al-Husayni al-Sistani.” Quoting the Ayatollah, Al Najim 
proclaimed: “It is illegal, it is forbidden for any Muslim … 
to do any business transaction with any Zionist business.” 

Firas Al Najim didn’t stop there. He basically asked 
for the end of the State of Israel, claiming: “The holy land 
of Muslims, Christians and Jews has been occupied for 
over 72 years … We need to stand with the Palestinian 
people. We need to be firm and we need to talk to our 
MPs, talk to the government officials, the prime minister 
over and over again.” 

And then came the reference to the “lobbies” that 
supposedly frame Canada’s policies. Without using the 
word “Jewish” or “Zionist,” he hinted at the same: “It 
should be justice over financial gains and lobbies that bully 
and so on, you know, whatever kind of evil things that 
they (lobbies) do…” 

This is what Muslims who have fled the tyranny of 
Islamic regimes such as Iran and Pakistan had feared. And 
it happened sooner than anyone expected: the use of 
megaphones around mosques to spread hatred and to do 
so under the protection of city by-laws rushed through by 
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a scared bunch of politicians worried that they might be 
slurred by the obnoxious word Islamophobia that is simply 
a sword of Damocles hanging over the head of anyone 
who dare critique the actions of certain Muslims or their 
clergy. 

The Jaffari Centre reacted through its Vice President 
Shafiq Ebrahim, who instead of denouncing the message 
of hate mixed with the call to prayer, stated: “We do not 
know the individual who recorded himself on our 
premises.” 

That claim, however, does not appear to be true. 
On March 31, 2019, Firas Al Najim published a letter 

he sent to Prime Minister Justin Trudeau that was 
endorsed by the same Shafiq Ebrahim of the mosque, who 
claimed he did not know Al Najim. 

There was more to come. 
Reacting to the mosque claim that they did not know 

him, Firas Al Najim reacted quickly and tweeted 
Wednesday morning through his organization, the 
Canadian Defenders For Human Rights, that the mosque 
officials “have lied.” Al Najim produced four pictures of 
himself with officials of the Jaffari Centre. 

What was fascinating about this sad display of hate is 
the fact that Islamic groups, instead of denouncing Firas 
Al Najim, chose to attack local PC MPP Gila Martow, who 
had slammed the hatred disguised as a call to prayer. 

And in a demonstration of vote bank bullying and 
political cowardice, it was Gila Martow who had to 
apologize to the mosque, not Faris Al Najim. 

 
British Public Figures Worry about the Effect of the Coronavirus on Ethnic Minorities—Excluding Jews 
By Eliyahu Lann     jewishjournal.com   May 11, 2020  
The disease has had a disproportionate impact on 
British Jewry. 

More than 70 public figures in the UK have sent a 
letter to Prime Minister Boris Johnson calling for a public 
inquiry into the COVID-19 BAME (Black and Minority 
Ethnic) fatality rate.  

Will that inquiry include Jews?  
BAME communities are disproportionately affected 

by COVID-19. Despite being 13% of the total population, 
they make up 16% of total deaths, and 30% of the 
intensive care patients.  

On May 4, Health Secretary Matt Hancock said at the 
daily Downing Street briefing: “We recognize that there 
has been a disproportionately high number of people from 
Black and ethnic minority backgrounds who have passed 
away especially among care workers and those in the NHS 
(National Health Service).” 

LONDON, ENGLAND – APRIL 08: A billboard 
thank NHS staff in Stamford Hill on the evening of the 
Jewish holiday of Passover on April 8, 2020 in London, 
England. (Photo by Hollie Adams/Getty Images) 

Early explanations found that BAME populations are 
more likely to live in urban areas such as London and 
Birmingham. Moreover, people of Indian descent are 150 
percent more likely to work in health or social work and 
Bangladeshi men over 60 years of age are 60 percent more 
likely to have long-term health conditions than their White 
British counterparts. During the pandemic, Black African 
and Black Caribbean men are experiencing an economic 
standstill, and are 50 percent more likely to be employed in 
shutdown sectors of the workforce.  

However, these statistics also affect the Jewish 
community, and we’re being left out of the conversation 
— falling through the cracks of race — again. According 
to the Race Relations act, Jews are a protected ethnic 
minority in the UK, being classified as a BAME 
community. However, Jews are often mistaken for a solely 
religious, not ethnic, minority by the general public and 

corporations, such as the BBC (ּBritish Broadcasting 
Corporation). This was apparent when Savid Javid was 
hailed as the first BAME Home Secretary in the UK, when 
there had previously been Jewish Home Secretaries. 

Despite being 0.3% of the total population, the latest 
reports state Jews make up 2.1% of COVID-19 fatalities. 
We are over four times more likely to die of COVID-19 
than the general public.  

Despite Being 0.3% Of The Total Population, The 
Latest Reports State Jews Make Up 2.1% Of Covid-19 
Fatalities. We Are Over Four Times More Likely To Die 
Of Covid-19 Than The General Public.  

There are explanations similar to those of other 
BAME backgrounds. Three out of five Jews live in 
London, the epicenter of the pandemic. Twenty-one 
percent of Jews are aged 65 and above, compared to 16 
percent of the general public. However, Jews are healthier 
than the general population and are less likely to be 
impacted economically than Black African and Black 
Caribbean people, as over a third are self-employed. 

LONDON, ENGLAND – MARCH 10: A Jewish 
family stand on a doorstep during the annual Jewish 
holiday of Purim on March 10, 2020 in London, England. 
Purim is celebrated by Jewish communities around the 
world with parades and costume parties. Purim 
commemorates the defeat of Haman, the advisor to the 
Persian king, and his plot to massacre the Jewish people, 
2,500 years ago, as recorded in the biblical book of Esther. 
(Photo by Dan Kitwood/Getty Images) 

Studies such as “Evidence mounts on the 
disproportionate effect of COVID-19 on ethnic 
minorities” by The Lancet Respiratory Medicine and “Are 
some ethnic groups more vulnerable to COVID-19 than 
others?” by the IFS (Institute of Fiscal Studies) Deaton 
Review, have neglected the British Jewish community as 
they fail to mention how we are contracting COVID-19 at 
the same rate or higher than other BAME communities.  
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The Higher Fatality Rate Of Jews From Covid-19 Is 
Being Ignored As We Are Categorized With The White 
British Population, Which Will See Our Fatality Rate 
Increase. 

The higher fatality rate of Jews from COVID-19 is 
being ignored as we are categorized with the White British 
population, which will see our fatality rate increase. Jews 
must be categorized with BAME communities in the 
potential incoming inquiry and in all following reports 
concerning COVID-19 fatality rates, otherwise, we will fall 

further behind, and not receive the same aid as BAME 
communities.  

The medical negligence from researchers, UK media 
organizations and the UK government, fail to accurately 
inform the wider British public and the Jewish community 
on the effects of COVID-19.  
 This is a matter of life and death. 
Mr. Lann is a British-Australian studying journalism in 
Melbourne, Australia. 

 
 
Mike Pompeo Is the Worst Secretary of State Ever 
By Thomas L. Friedman    nytimes.com   May 26, 2020  
Where’s the Republican uproar over what’s gone on 
under his watch? 

If you thought the volume on the Trump-Twitter-Fox 
noise distraction machine was turned up extra loud in the 
past few weeks, it was not only to deflect attention from 
the nearly 100,000 Americans who’ve died from Covid-19, 
but also from the confirmation that on President Trump’s 
watch our country suffered the first deadly terrorist attack 
on U.S. soil since 9/11 that was planned abroad. 

You read that right. Last week, Attorney General 
William Barr and the F.B.I. said that data from cellphones 
of a Saudi Air Force trainee who killed three U.S. sailors 
and wounded eight others at a Navy air base in Pensacola, 
Fla., on Dec. 6 confirmed that it was an act of foreign-
planned “terrorism.” 

The phone data “definitively establishes” that the 
trainee, Mohammed Saeed Alshamrani, had “significant 
ties to Al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula — not only 
before the attack, but before he even arrived in the United 
States” in August 2017. He had actually joined the Saudi 
military to carry out a “special operation.” 

That Alshamrani was able to kill three sailors at an 
American base was a massive failure of U.S. and Saudi 
intelligence. I mean, who should be getting more 
scrutinized before they come train in the U.S. on an air 
base than Saudi pilots? 

The Trump administration clearly had no idea what 
was happening under its nose. 

As The Washington Post noted: After the attack, 
investigators found evidence that 17 fellow Saudi students 
“had shared Islamist militant or anti-American material on 
social media, and others had possessed or shared child 
pornography. As a result, 21 cadets from Saudi Arabia 
were disenrolled from the training program and sent 
home.” 

That sort of intelligence failure — the first foreign-
planned terrorist attack on U.S. shores since 9/11 — is 
something you’d expect Secretary of State Mike Pompeo 
to be particularly upset about. After all, it was Pompeo, 
when he was in Congress, who spearheaded the 
investigations into then-Secretary of State Hillary Clinton’s 
supposed responsibility for the death of four U.S. 

diplomats in a terrorist attack on the U.S. Consulate in 
Benghazi, Libya, on Sept. 11, 2012. 

Oh, you forgot about Congressman Pompeo’s endless 
campaign to nail Hillary with Benghazi? Well, let me jog 
your memory. Here is how The Guardian described the 
conclusion of the 800-page, House select committee 
investigation on Benghazi, led by a Republican 
representative, Trey Gowdy, and issued on July 28, 2016: 

It “found no new evidence to conclude that Hillary 
Clinton, secretary of state at the time, was culpable in the 
deaths.” A few hours later, the Obama White House 
“noted tersely that this was the eighth congressional 
committee to investigate the attacks and went on longer 
than the 9/11 commission and the committees designated 
to look at Pearl Harbor, the assassination of President 
John F Kennedy, the Iran-contra affair and Watergate.” 

So, let’s do some math here: Then-Congressman 
Pompeo led the utterly contrived campaign to blame 
Hillary for the Benghazi deaths — a charge that a 
Republican-led committee found to be without merit. But 
Pompeo used his crusade to gain the attention, via Fox 
News, of Trump and was named Trump’s C.I.A. director. 
And now we learn that while Pompeo was C.I.A. director, 
the first foreign-planned terrorist attack on U.S. soil since 
9/11 was being organized here and abroad, and while he 
was secretary of state it was carried out. 

Now that’s something worth investigating. 
I don’t know much about Pompeo’s time as head of 

the C.I.A., except that he was notorious for spending long 
hours at the White House sucking up to Trump. But I do 
know he has been the worst secretary of state in American 
history, without a single diplomatic achievement. 

I know you thought that Rex Tillerson had retired that 
title. Tillerson was ineffective, but Tillerson had integrity 
and ethics. Pompeo has none. American taxpayers deserve 
a refund from him for his education at West Point. 

Pompeo’s two most notable accomplishments as 
secretary of state are, metaphorically speaking, shooting 
two of his senior State Department officials in the back. 

One was the distinguished U.S. ambassador to 
Ukraine, Marie Yovanovitch, whom Pompeo removed on 
the orders of Trump and Trump’s nut-job lawyer Rudy 
Giuliani. The other was the department’s inspector 



Focus on Israel    May 30, 2020     Page 10 
 
general, Steve Linick, whom Pompeo got Trump to fire, 
reportedly because he was investigating — wait for it now 
— Pompeo’s own efforts to evade a congressional ban on 
arms sales to Saudi Arabia and for improperly asking a 
State Department employee to run errands for him and his 
wife. 

Hell, if that were me — if the first foreign-planned 
terrorist attack on American soil since 9/11 developed on 
my watch and if I had just gotten rid of the State 
Department inspector general without explanation — I’d 
also be trying to distract attention. 

I mean, if it were me, I might even claim that China 
concocted the coronavirus in a lab in Wuhan. Wait — 
that’s what Pompeo did! 

“There is a significant amount of evidence that this 
came from that laboratory in Wuhan,” Pompeo told ABC 
News’s “This Week” on May 3. “The best experts so far 
seem to think it was man-made. I have no reason to 
disbelieve that at this point.” 

Pompeo has a well-earned reputation for pushing 
conspiracy theories. I certainly think it is possible that a 
coronavirus from bats being studied in the Wuhan lab 
might have escaped by accident. But the “best” expert 
virologists — and U.S. intelligence agencies — say there’s 
no proof it was man-made, which would leave DNA 
tracks. 

When Martha Raddatz, the ABC interviewer, told 
Pompeo that U.S. intelligence has said no such thing, he 
just reversed course and said: “I’ve seen what the 
intelligence community has said. I have no reason to 
believe that they’ve got it wrong.” 

What? The secretary of state first accuses China of 
manufacturing a virus that has killed over 340,000 people 
worldwide and then, when reminded that our intelligence 
agencies have concluded no such thing, he backs off with 
no explanation. Can you be any more unprofessional? 

But that’s not the only slimeball story that Pompeo 
wants to distract attention from. On May 19, NBC News 
revealed that since 2018 he and his wife, Susan, had held 
some two dozen “elaborate, unpublicized” dinners “in the 
historic Diplomatic Reception Rooms on the 
government’s dime. State Department officials involved in 
the dinners said they had raised concerns internally that the 
events were essentially using federal resources to cultivate 
a donor and supporter base for Pompeo’s political 
ambitions.” 

Pompeo and his wife are widely rumored to harbor 
White House dreams. And it showed. NBC said “the 
records show that about 29 percent of the invitees came 
from the corporate world, while about a quarter of them 
hailed from the media or entertainment industries, with 
conservative media members heavily represented. About 
30 percent work in politics or government, and just 14 
percent were diplomats or foreign officials. Every single 
member of the House or the Senate who has been invited 
is a Republican.” 

With a president, a Senate majority and Fox News 
always at the ready to defend him, Pompeo couldn’t care 
less about any of these stories. He just smirks and marches 
on. But every American should care. The morale and 
effectiveness of our State Department — and our standing 
in the world — are both the worse for him. 

 
The Iranian Regime’s Renewed Assault on Religious Minorities Makes Jews Especially Vulnerable 
By Alireza Nader and Benjamin Weinthal  nypost.com  May 21, 2020 
Arson at the tomb of Esther and Mordechai. 
 The story of the biblical queen Esther and her cousin 
Mordechai is among the most dramatic and moving in the 
Old Testament: After the pair learn of a plot to destroy the 
Jews hatched by the evil vizier Haman, Esther uses her 
wiles and beauty to persuade her husband, the Iranian 
emperor Xerxes, to save her people. 

Two and a half millennia later, Jew-haters threaten a 
shrine and tomb dedicated to Esther and Mordechai in 
Hamadan, Iran, and there sadly is no Xerxes to protect 
Jewish memory. Last week, an assailant entered the tomb 
and attempted to set fire to it. Mercifully, the result was 
only minor smoke damage. 

Iran’s state-run Islamic Republic News Agency 
confirmed the attack but then scrubbed the story from its 
site, according to the Times of Israel. If some elements in 
the regime or its Western apologists do eventually get 
around to shedding crocodile tears: Don’t buy it. The 
shrine has been neglected and vulnerable to attack since 
the 1979 revolution that brought the Islamic Republic to 
power. 

The reason: It reminds the nation of a 2,500-year-old 

bond between Iranians and Jews. 
In 2011, anti-Jewish mobs rioted at the shrine, which 

had been restored by a Persian-Jewish architect under the 
shah, because the structure contains a Star of David 
(visible in satellite imagery) and because its fence design 
likewise incorporates the Jewish star. As recently as 
February, the regime’s Basij paramilitary forces threatened 
to storm the site. 

The threat to the shrine is of a piece with a wider 
pattern of attacks on minority religious sites in Iran over 
the last few days. Arsonists, most likely groups associated 
with the regime, also targeted a Hindu temple in Bandar 
Abbas and a Christian cemetery in Eslamshahr. 

Such vandalism and hatred are in the regime’s DNA. 
The Islamist revolutionaries who took over Iran in 1979 
began their reign of terror by targeting the Jewish 
community. Habib Elghanian, a successful businessman, 
was one of the first Iranians to be executed in May 1979. 
The triumphant revolutionaries picked him simply because 
he was the symbolic head of the Iranian Jewish 
community. 

Thus began a terror that would eventually encompass 
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not only Jews, but also Baha’is, Christians, Sunnis, Sufis, 
Zoroastrians, secular Iranians and anyone deemed an 
enemy of the republic. 

The intensity of repression ebbs and flows, depending 
on the regime’s sense of insecurity. Today, the Islamic 
Republic is recuperating from a November 2019 popular 
uprising, while the economy remains in the doldrums as a 
result of sanctions, the coronavirus and the regime’s own 
mismanagement and generous outlays on Mideast terror 
groups like Hezbollah. 

Netanyahu warns Iran leader for posting anti-Israel 
screed 

The regime seems to be renewing its assault on 
religious minorities to send a warning to the population at 
large at a restive moment. In a recent speech, former 
President Mohammad Khatami, a supposed “reformer,” 
spoke of widespread “dissatisfaction” in society that could 
trigger public violence, inviting a regime crackdown in 
turn. 

Iranian Jews are especially vulnerable. There are fewer 
than 10,000 Jews left in Iran, and the regime can use them 
as hostages in response to Western pressure. 

If tensions rise further, the regime might also use 
priceless religious sites such as Esther and Mordechai’s 
tomb as a negotiating chip. Which is why Team Trump 
must not exclude religious and human rights from any 
prospective nuclear negotiations — as this would mean 
surrendering to the regime’s strategy. 

The Trump administration has spelled out 12 
requirements from the Islamic Republic as the basis of any 
new negotiations between Washington and Tehran. 
Respect for human rights and religious minorities should 
be added to that list. America has enough leverage to 
demand not only a better nuclear deal, but also better 
behavior by the Islamic Republic toward its own people. 

Meanwhile, Iranian Jews, and their non-Jewish 
compatriots, await the arrival of a righteous protector in 
the mold of Xerxes and his grandfather, Cyrus, the only 
non-Jew referred to as “messiah” in the Bible, for having 
restored the Jews from their Babylonian exile: “Thus says 
the LORD to his anointed, to Cyrus, whose right hand I 
have grasped … ” 
Mr. Nader is a senior fellow at the  Foundation for Defense of 
Democracies, where Mr. Weinthal is a research fellow. 

Israel and Jews on Ramadan Television in the Arab World 
By Dr. Edy Cohen     besacenter.org  May 20, 2020 
Saudi TV is sympathetic, while Egyptian TV isn’t. 

During the holy month of Ramadan, which is one of 
the Five Pillars of Islam, adult Muslims fast from sunrise 
to sunset. (This year is unusual as there is debate over 
whether fasting is appropriate amid the coronavirus crisis.) 

A Ramadan tradition has developed over time in 
which Arab Muslim families gather after breaking the fast 
each evening to watch television shows that were 
produced specifically for the holiday. The content is 
typically family-oriented, and each episode is aired once 
during the month. 

Ramadan TV is thus a hallmark of the holiest time of 
the year. It is emblematic of the principles underlying the 
observance of the holiday—sanctity, community, 
reflection, and joy. 

In recent years, however, Ramadan TV has become 
highly politicized. Saudi Arabia banned the broadcast of 
Turkish programs, supposedly because of an over 
identification of young Arabs with the shows’ protagonists. 
In Egypt, a drama series called Haret al-Yahud (The Jewish 
Quarter) portrays Jews and Israel in a negative light and 
presents a distorted history of the establishment of the 
Jewish state. The plot blames Israel for conflict between 
Jews and Arabs and downplays the expulsion by the 
Egyptian government of most of the country’s Jewish 
community. 

Arab governments have long understood the potential 
of television and other visual media as a means of 
transmitting political messages. They actively promote 
shows that conform to their agendas, such as fostering 
negative images of political rivals both abroad and at 
home. Many dramas produced in recent years, especially in 

Turkey and Egypt, have featured Jewish, Israeli, and 
Zionist elements for the purpose of demonizing them. 

As noted, domestic enemies are targeted as well as 
Jews. The Egyptian government bankrolled a TV show 
called al-Jama’a that depicts the Muslim Brotherhood even 
more negatively than the Jews and Israel. 

Three shows that were broadcast this year dealing with 
Jewish people and politics deserve particular attention. 

The first, an Egyptian show called The End, is the first 
science fiction series to be aired during Ramadan. It 
depicts the destruction of Israel 100 years after its 
establishment as a result of a war that “liberates” 
Jerusalem. 

And what happens to Israel’s Jewish population in the 
show’s universe? They “return” to the countries from 
which they came—a message reiterating the antisemitic 
idea that Jews are foreign to the region. Despite the fact 
that Egypt and Israel signed a peace treaty 41 years ago, 
the culture still considers the annihilation of Israel 
something to be imagined with pleasure. 

In contrast to the Egyptian-produced show, the other 
two series, which were produced either directly by Saudi 
Arabia or with its approval, indicate a positive trend 
regarding attitudes toward Israel in the Gulf States. 

Um Haroun (Mother of Aaron), which depicts the 
lives of Jews in the Gulf region, was seen by many as an 
effort to promote normalization of relations with Israel. 
The first episode illustrates the daily life of a Jewish 
woman who lives, as does the rest of her community, side-
by-side with her Muslim neighbors. The episode concludes 
with the establishment of the State of Israel, a monumental 
event that disrupts the harmony between Muslims and 
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Jews and leads to the murder of a Jewish resident. Despite 
that turn in the story, the show portrays the Jewish 
community in a positive light. 

The third show, Exit 7, is similarly of Saudi origin and 
is also considered an effort to promote closer ties with 
Israel. It features the most famous actors in the kingdom. 
While it deals primarily with social issues, the first episode 
contains heavy criticism of the Palestinians. One scene 
shows the main character saying he does business with 
Israel because Israel is not really an enemy. Hinting at the 

Palestinians, he says the real enemy is someone who 
doesn’t appreciate you. This scene is a depiction of the 
palpable existing tension between Saudis and the 
Palestinians. 

The Palestinians, who oppose normalization with 
Israel by any segment of the Arab world and consider it 
deeply threatening to their cause, were enraged to see such 
scenes aired on Saudi television. 
Dr. Cohen is a researcher at the BESA Center and author of the 
book The Holocaust in the Eyes of Mahmoud Abbas (Hebrew).  

 
An Israeli Six-Year-Old Discovers a Canaanite Artifact from Over Three Millennia Ago 
By Amanda Borschel-Dan   timesofisrael.com    May 25, 2020  
A triumphant warrior and his humiliated captive. 

A six year old hiking with his family before the March 
coronavirus lockdown discovered a one-of-a-kind, 3,500-
year-old depiction of a naked, humiliated Canaanite 
prisoner and his victorious warden. 

The visceral scene — impressed upon a clay seal by an 
artisan whose fingerprints are still visible on the square 
tablet’s back — was found by six-year-old Imri Elya while 
walking on Tel Jemmah near the Gaza border, according 
to an Israel Antiquities Authority press release on Monday. 
Elya received a certificate of good citizenship for turning 
the artifact over to the IAA. 

The 2.80 x 2.80 centimeter (1.1 inch square) clay 
impression was likely a souvenir of victory, similar to an 
honor badge or medal, IAA archaeologist Saar Ganor told 
The Times of Israel. Since the impression was created 
from a mold, he said it’s possible there were many created 
and distributed. They may have been used as decorations, 
perhaps pressed inside other items — such as belts or 
furniture — that showcased the owners’ total victories. 

Ganor believes the scene is of two Canaanites. The 
naked, rail-thin prisoner’s hands are so violently tied 
behind him that his back is ramrod straight. He is held 
captive by a clothed, somewhat plumper warden, with 
trimmed curly hair and a beard. They are both Canaanites, 
said Ganor, but the umbrella term refers to an eclectic mix 
of local peoples of different tribes, “all fighting over the 
things we fight for today — water, land.” 

“The artist who created this tablet appeared to have 
been influenced by similar representations known in 
Ancient Near East art. The manner in which the captive is 
bound has been seen previously in reliefs and artifacts 
found in Egypt and northern Sinai,” said Ganor and IAA 
researchers Itamar Weissbein and Oren Shmueli in the 
press release. 

Through comparing and contrasting their find with 
others from the ancient world, the IAA researchers date 
the artifact to the late Bronze Age (between the 12th and 
15th centuries BCE). Ganor said the late Bronze Age is 

one of the most represented layers during excavations at 
the site. 

During this time, the area of Tel Jemmah (also called 
Tel Gama) saw fierce battles — between Egypt and 
city/state kings it came to rule, as well as between the local 
kings themselves. Likewise, nomads called Habiru also 
raided the area, located on the banks of the Besor Stream, 
one of the major water sources in the Negev, and near an 
ancient road used to reach the Gaza port some 10 
kilometers away. 

Yurza is one of the Canaanite sites mentioned in three 
letters within a trove of 350 Akkadian missives between 
the Egyptian pharaoh and the Canaanite kings discovered 
in the Egyptian city of El-Amarna, once the ancient 
Egyptian capital of Akhetaten, which was founded circa 
1350–1330 BCE. It is also recorded in the annals of 
Thutmose III as the southernmost edge of Canaan and 
used in the phrase “From Yurza to the ends of the land.” 

Since the minuscule tablet was not found at a 
scientific, stratified excavation its dating is difficult to 
secure. The archaeologists compared it to other similar 
artifacts, the closest being a very similar Late Bronze clay 
impression discovered in Northern Sinai 100 years ago in 
an excavation led by pioneering British archaeologist 
Flinders Petrie, said Ganor. 

According to Ganor, the scene portrayed on the clay 
impression has elements of several artifacts from the late 
Bronze era, including an ivory inscription found at Tel 
Megiddo, as well as depictions of prisoners from the Battle 
of Kadesh that are found in the relief at the Abu Simbel 
Temple in Egypt under Ramses II. 

Although tiny in size, the IAA researchers believe the 
scene impressed on the tablet depicts a ruler’s dominance 
over his enemy and is based on descriptions of victory 
parades in the region. 

“This opens a visual window to understanding the 
struggle for dominance in the south of the country during 
the Canaanite period,” said the researchers.  
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