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Does Israel’s New Government Show That the “Tribes” Can Come Together? 
By Tamar Katzrir     iyun.org.il   December 2022 
A ḥaredi journalist sees hope for a more unified 
Israel. 

The incoming 2022 Israeli government has provoked 
an unprecedented backlash among public figures, 
predominantly among the American left and the Israeli far 
left. Referencing recent reports of the incoming 
government’s plans to implement changes in the balance 
of power between the legislature and the judiciary and 
issues regarding religion and state, Foxman said he would 
have a difficult time trying to get American Jews to 
support Israel and remarked that his support for Israel has 
transitioned from unconditional to conditional: “I want 
Israel to be Jewish, absolutely. But I want it to be a 
democracy.” 

The picture of far-right representatives Ben-Gvir and 
Smotrich alongside an empowered Charedi block, not to 
mention Avi Maoz and his explicitly pro-family 
educational agenda, wielding dominant sway over a 
weakened Benjamin Netanyahu, sits badly with many on 
the Jewish left 

Suggestions to moderate the overreach of Israel’s 
hyper-activist Supreme Court and amend the Law of 
Return back to what it used to be (striking the 1970 
“Grandparent Clause”) do not seem to be the kind of 
nefarious plans that would undermine confidence in a 
prospective government even before it starts. Yet, it’s not 
only about what the government plans to do but mainly 
about who will do it. The picture of far-right 
representatives Ben-Gvir and Smotrich alongside an 
empowered Charedi block, not to mention Avi Maoz and 
his explicitly pro-family educational agenda, wielding 
dominant sway over a weakened Benjamin Netanyahu, sits 
badly with many on the Jewish (and non-Jewish) left. 
Some, it seems, are in full meltdown. 

I recommend judging the incoming government by 
actions and results rather than words and personalities. 
Words matter, but actions matter more, and we should 
wait and see what the future holds. Yet, for the present, I 
want to place some positive light on the incoming 
government that might balance some of the prevailing 
negativity. Rather than a government of doom, allow me 
to frame the incoming coalition as a “government of 
hope.” 

Some seven years ago, then-president Reuven Rivlin 
delivered his famous “Speech of Tribes,” in which he 
effectively announced the demise of the grand story of the 
State of Israel. We are no longer one country with one 
great story, he claimed, but four distinct tribes, each with 
its specific narrative. We should come to terms with this 
reality and find a new common denominator that can bind 
together the various groups. Rivlin gave this program the 
somewhat ironic name “Israeli Hope.” 

I believe the results of Israel’s recent elections 
disprove Rivlin’s gloomy forecast and bury his vision of 
Israel as a “state of all its tribes.” They prove that the 
Israeli public values a unifying Jewish narrative over the 
rival tribal narrative. Contrary to predictions, the public’s 
identification with the enduring Jewish story is actually 
becoming increasingly consolidated. The Charedim, 
religious Zionists, the Sephardim, and the secular right—
the group could have been bigger, were it not for the 
distortion of the “never Bibi” camp—united under the 
narrative that has always united us: the epic story of the 
people of Israel. The recent elections reflect the victory of 
the unified national narrative over the divisive tribal 
version. 

The recent elections reflect the victory of the unified 
national narrative over the divisive tribal version 

Famed Israeli commentator Amit Segal has claimed 
that the five rounds of elections Israel recently experienced 
captured the social processes of twenty years in just a few 
years. In my opinion, one of these processes is the 
accelerated integration of religious parties into the right-
wing bloc. This process is not political alone. It represents 
a renewed public rally around the grand national narrative 
and a departure from the divisive sectarian story. The 
incoming coalition is not merely a partnership of right-
wing parties struggling against their left-wing rivals. It 
represents a win for a common narrative that united a 
continuous spectrum of diverse communities. It gives us 
hope for the future. 

Collapse of the Tribal Narrative 
The condition of Israel’s center-left parties is a good 

illustration of the failure of the multicultural narrative. 
Each of these parties boasts an inclusive platform, 
supposedly giving a political home to minority groups 
regardless of religion or nationality. Party lists thus allocate 
space for Arabs, Druze, observant Jews, and 
representatives of peripheral towns (Charedim, for the 
time being, have not made their way into the tent). 

Following the standard identity politics guidelines, 
party manifests will discuss discrimination against women, 
the neglect of the periphery, white dominance that 
excludes Arabs (talk of the exclusion of Mizrachi Jews has 
become less fashionable), and will encourage citizens to 
come out, influence and act as underprivileged members 
of society. 

But a tribal state that lacks a central and leading 
majority is doomed to collapse. Every tribe, minority, or 
identity group will try to pull the government’s purse 
strings in its own direction, sabotaging the stability and 
prosperity of the entire country. The outgoing government 
is an excellent illustration of the failure of identity politics. 
Each group tried to squeeze as much as possible from the 
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state. That is not to say that the government did nothing 
positive; there was some good, but the whole setup only 
lasted a few months. In the absence of a central, binding 
story, none of the coalition members feels too committed. 

The dangers and challenges of a society divided into 
tribes are indeed very serious. However, precisely for this 
reason, it is unacceptable to cultivate the narrative of 
division promoted by Rivlin himself 

Former President Rivlin spoke quite rightly in his 
speech. The dangers and challenges of a society divided 
into tribes are indeed very serious. However, precisely for 
this reason, it is unacceptable to cultivate the narrative of 
division promoted by Rivlin himself. The danger in this 
narrative, even if it is motivated by well-meaning 
intentions, is the acceptance of tribalism, as if it is our 
inevitable destiny, and being content with trying to 
minimize its damage. Israeli society is not divided into 
tribes. We still have a grand narrative that unites us. Some 
choose to deny the unifying narrative, which is why Israel’s 
Left looks the way it does: disorganized, conflicted, and 
directionless. 

Is the Political Right the “Second Israel”? 
In many countries worldwide, vulnerable minority 

groups tend to the political left, which offers them 
support, affirmative action, and socialist-oriented policies. 
In contrast with this trend, marginalized groups in Israel—
specifically the Mizrachim (Sephardim), periphery 
residents, and Charedim—are distinctly identified with the 
conservative Right. The only minority firmly anchored on 
the left side of the political map is the Arab minority (and 
even they are showing the beginnings of disillusionment 
with this patronizing embrace). Why? Why is the Israeli 
story different? 

According to the journalist and researcher Avishai Ben 
Haim, the right wing in Israel represents what he refers to 
as “Second Israel.” “First Israel” includes Ashkenazi, 
secular, wealthy, Tel Aviv elites; “Second Israel” houses 
marginalized and disadvantaged groups of Mizrachi Jews 
who revolt against the Ashkenazi supremacy of the rich 
and educated. To my understanding, however, Ben-Haim 
misses the point and buys into the same dismantling 
narrative of a tribal society that lacks a unifying narrative. 
What truly drives us is a war of one tribe against another, 
so “Second Israel” is a collection of tribes fighting another 
tribe. 

The recent elections are not a revolt of aggrieved 
political factions but the triumph of the unifying narrative 
of the “Jewish people”—in which many on the center-left 
can also find their place—over the divisive tribal narrative 

The true story, I believe, is completely different. The 
recent elections are not a revolt of aggrieved political 
factions but the triumph of the unifying narrative of the 
“Jewish people”—in which many on the center-left can 
also find their place—over the divisive tribal narrative. I 
see the choice made by the majority of the people of Israel 
as a vote for a united Israel. This is a rejection of the 
divisive speech of tribal identities. It is a choice that 
transcends identities and chooses the preeminent 

collective. Israeli society is becoming more and more 
harmonious. Of course, it still swings between extremes, 
but it has a goal and a clear, unified direction. 

The minorities in Israel are identified with the right 
because they do not see themselves as minorities, as some 
on the left want to see them. They are simply an integral 
part of the people of Israel. The Charedim, the Mizrachim, 
the religious nationalists, and the periphery residents see 
themselves as an integral part of the grand Jewish story 
and the sense of destiny that accompanies it. A high 
percentage of Israel shares this deep recognition and inner 
consciousness; it unites us as one people. When questions 
concerning this identity are at stake, we see ourselves as 
Jews passionately concerned about the fate of our country. 

Some on the left arrogantly slam residents of Israel’s 
periphery: you cannot both vote Likud and complain 
about your financial (or other) situation. In typically 
patronizing fashion, Mizrachi Jews and residents of the 
periphery are represented as being blinded by self-
deception and requiring a sober awakening and a change in 
political orientation. Even assuming that they are correct 
and that the left would have cared more about the 
periphery, hats off to such residents for not falling for the 
honey trap of becoming “minorities.” It is precisely these 
“transparent,” weaker groups of our nation for whom the 
voting slip might be their only weapon that put aside their 
specific needs for the sake of the great national Jewish 
narrative. This is a very exciting development. 

Demise of the Sectoral Divide 
Some will be reading this piece and scratching their 

heads. Surely, parties such as Shas, United Torah Judaism, 
and even the Religious Zionists are a deep part of Israel’s 
sectarian sphere? What can be a better example of Israel’s 
identity politics than the Charedi parties? To some degree, 
this is a valid objection: Charedi tend to vote on party 
lines, and the parties tend to care more about themselves 
and their tribal interests than about the greater good of the 
state and nation. Yet, things are changing. 

In the past, the political connection between the 
Charedi parties and Israel’s right-wing was a strategic 
alliance alone. For years the Charedi parties became the 
tipping point in achieving a coalition, and, as Rav Shach 
iterated in 1991, they reserved their partnership for those 
on the right. However, until the last two years, it seemed 
that this was a loose connection. The right, to note, wasn’t 
quite as right as it is today, and the Charedim were less 
interested in matters of state—the central one for decades 
was the matter of Jewish settlements and the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict—and focused on their own internal 
affairs. 

Lack of governance in the Negev, Arab terror that has 
raised its ugly in major Israeli cities, a court system that 
barely recognizes Jewish nationalism and tradition—these 
have served to unite the different sectors on the right 
under a single flag, notwithstanding the substantial daylight 
between them 

Today, however, the burning issue on the right is 
Jewish identity itself—family values, the Jewish character 
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of the public sphere, and general national pride in the face 
of an increasingly progressive cosmopolitanism. On these 
matters, the Charedim—the Charedi public, at least, and its 
representatives to varying degrees—seem no less 
passionate about than anybody else. Lack of governance in 
the Negev, Arab terror that has raised its ugly in major 
Israeli cities, a court system that barely recognizes Jewish 
nationalism and tradition—these have served to unite the 
different sectors on the right under a single flag, 
notwithstanding the substantial daylight between them. 

Thus coalesced the current “right-wing block” that 
defined, together with the opposing block, the contours of 
the last elections. Voters had to choose less between 
individual parties, though this was also part of the choice 
and more between blocks. The success of the Charedi 
parties needs to be seen in this context: voters were happy 
to give them their voice in the knowledge that support 
would go not only to the specific group but also to the 
wider collective. UTJ’s list for the Knesset did not impress, 
but voters showed up nonetheless out of a mature sense of 
responsibility for the fate of the collective and the general 
Jewish identity of the country. I am certain that this drove 
people to the ballot boxes far more than the need for 
sectarian representation. 

Jewish Hope 
Instead of Rivlin’s “Israeli Hope” of the four tribes, I 

think the election results might allow us to raise the flag of 
“Jewish hope.” They demonstrate that Israel retains a 
strong foundation of Jewish solidarity—one that many on 
the center-left are also party to—and indicate that we are 
not marching, as some claim, towards the splintering and 
disintegration of society. A sense of cross-pollination 
pervades the different groups: the religious will focus on 
faith and Judaism, but the language of Israeli nationalism is 
less foreign even to the Charedim. This is a welcome 
development. 

In conclusion, let me mention two small anecdotes to 
illustrate the point. At a conference of Shas women 
entitled (naturally) “Remembering Maran,” a crowd of 
Charedi women joined the popular (and talented) Israeli 
artists Yuval Dayan and Narkis, demonstrating a surprising 
fluency in the songs they performed. A second case-in-

point I witnessed was Bibi’s famed campaign truck (named 
“Bibi-Ba”), which entertained a Zafed crowd with the 
Yeshiva song “Machshavot Tovot” by Motti Weiss. 

We should remember that the trigger for the entire 
“tribes” discussion was the change in Israel’s demographic 
and that the only significant change was (and is) the 
growth of the Charedi group at the expense of (mainly) 
secular Jews. The growth of Charedi society, I wish to 
posit, is no reason for Israel to espouse a tribal mentality. 
On the contrary, it is a reason to strengthen a Jewish 
definition of the state that can include the Charedim 
alongside the great majority of Israeli Jews. 

Charedi entry into the rank and file of Israel’s right is 
also an important step in the general participation of 
Charedim in Israeli society. It declares that we are still one 
people, it emphasizes the deep sense of partnership 
between all Jews in Israel, and it paves the way for entry 
into the labor market and other areas in which Charedi 
participation is essential for the future 

Charedi entry into the rank and file of Israel’s right is 
also an important step in the general participation of 
Charedim in Israeli society. It declares that we are still one 
people, it emphasizes the deep sense of partnership 
between all Jews in Israel, and it paves the way for entry 
into the labor market and other areas in which Charedi 
participation is essential for the future. Even from a 
symbolic perspective, the fact that the Israeli public is 
getting used to the idea of a Charedi Finance Minister and 
a religious-Zionist Defense Minister (though Smotrich, it 
seems, will not ultimately get the position) is a real 
positive, cementing the fact that we are one nation with 
common responsibilities rather than a collection of tribes 
in a common space. 

All of this gives me hope, “Jewish hope” for the future 
of Israel and the Jewish people. I am certain that the hope 
will be realized, for God will surely never abandon His 
nation—but the realization is up to us, each with the role 
he can play. Will the incoming government play a 
significant role? It could, and I think its very notion has 
done some good. The very least we can do is give it a fair 
chance. 

 
They Convinced Us That a Right-Wing Government Is a Necessity 
By Moishe Moskowitz     Hamodia.com   November 30, 2022  
Suddenly there’s no rush? 
 There has never been an election campaign that 
brought such clear results, with a majority of the people 
voting for a very specific government and with a very clear 
result. The people voted for one government but more 
than that — they voted against another government that 
they don’t want to see. The results of these elections 
created a situation in which no one has any other choice, 
there is no possibility of another government being 
formed, and no one wants to see other elements in the 
government. There is no real question who are the natural 
coalition partners. 

At the end of the elections it was clear that no one had 
any doubt that this was the government that would be 
formed, so much so that Prime Minister-designate 
Binyamin Netanyahu wanted to make history and swear in 
a government together with the Knesset within two weeks 
of the elections. And what prevented him from doing so? 
Nothing. 

So why didn’t it happen? Only for one reason: because 
a politician is a politician; he has a very specific nature over 
which he has no control. He is used to stinging and he will 
also sting the one who saves him.  

If Netanyahu breaks ties with Betzalel Smotrich, he 
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will be the one who will be left without a government, he 
will be the one who will drown in the threatening political 
river. 

Ditto Smotrich. If he doesn’t join a government now, 
he won’t have another chance.  

All the promises he made 
about right-wing policies cannot 
be realized if he is stubborn. 

So why are they both still 
stubborn? Because they don’t 
have the ability to control 
themselves. 

Smotrich knows how to 
explain clearly that his current 
struggle is not personal interests, 
but because he sees it as an 
obligation to anchor (in the 
coalition agreements) all the 
principles of the rightwing that he wanted to implement 
and without this it is not worth having a government, if he 
cannot implement them. Apparently, this is a logical 
argument. 

But, on the other hand, what is the alternative? 
After all, if he insists, and that’s why there won’t be a 

government, a much worse government may be formed 
that will do the exact opposite. Smotrich is currently facing 
a raging river and doesn’t have many options. 

After all, what is better, to lose everything and drown, 
or to establish a government that first of all will not be 
worse than the previous one and then it will be possible to 
promote within it what can be done? It is clear that the 
second option is ten times better. 

In the historical unprecedented situation created by 
these elections, no one has the privilege to be a 
perfectionist and say that if he doesn’t get all the tools he 
wants, he throws everything away and breaks the tools. 
This is done when you have another option and a plan B. 
But when the river is raging beneath you, you must first 
grab the first lifeline and save your constituents from the 
worst first, for that is exactly what they promised. 

That’s how they scared their voters and that’s exactly 
how they got their votes. 

When Netanyahu and Smotrich insist on various 
departments in government o«ces, and do not stop doing 
so even when terrorism strikes — as we unfortunately saw 
last week — they lose all the legitimacy they received from 
the people. After all, they have scared us for almost four 
years and threatened us with a “weak left,” with a 
government that is not right-wing; they made us all think 
that all we need is first of all for them to be in power and 
stop the dangerous Bennett, Lapid, and Gantz, they told us 
that there is no more superior value than a right-wing 
government and that is what ultimately led to the dramatic 
results. 

And now, when this happens and they have a right- 
wing government in their hands, and when terrorism 

continues to rage and the public expects them to do 
exactly what they promised, suddenly we hear new chants 
according to which without this or that in the hands of this 
or that MK, the right-wing government still has no 
jurisdiction, and in any case this shows retroactively that 

we are not dealing with a right-
wing government. 

This is exactly what they call 
underestimating the intelligence 
of the public. Netanyahu 
probably thinks we are all stupid 
and Smotrich probably doesn’t 
really think otherwise. For the 
first time in history they have a 
dream government, exactly the 
kind of government they 
promised and made their voters 
dream, aspire to, and wish for, 

and yet they are still squabbling over nitty-gritty details. 
But in fact they are not guilty. As politicians, they have a 
nature over which they have no control. 

They are used to quarreling and biting back even when 
it will cost them their political lives and future. 

The only other explanation that can be given for all of 
this is that there is actually someone there who does not 
really want a right-wing government to be established; he 
is very afraid of it; and that is understandable. 

But such an explanation makes him out to be, how 
shall we say it, not really telling the truth to his voters. So it 
is no longer clear which of the options is worse. 

And therefore, now is the time for the public to 
observe and understand, learn and recognize. It is time 

to sober up from the illusions these people sold us and 
understand exactly who we are dealing with. 

The War Over the Narrative 
On Friday, the Likud and Itamar Ben-Gvir’s Otzma 

Yehudit party left the discussion room with huge smiles on 
their faces and announced that an agreement had been 
reached between the parties. 

Ben-Gvir presented his voters with a fine crop of 
super right-wing promises that sounded very pretentious; 
he promised reforms that Netanyahu himself avoided over 
the years and avoided carrying them out; Ben-Gvir was 
definitely portrayed as the one who succeeded in bringing 
what he promised to the rightwing voters for the first time. 

On the assumption that both Ben-Gvir and Smotrich 
will indeed succeed in implementing at least some of their 
talk and take a hard stand against terrorism, and on the 
assumption that they will, for example, change the 
procedures for opening fire, or intensify the attacks in 
Gaza, the full and overall story is still bigger for them in 
several ways. 

The security system and the intelligence services are 
made up of professionals who outline most of the 
government’s policies and they too are now having great 
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di«culty tracking down the perpetrators of last week’s 
attacks in Yerushalayim. 

They did not know how to recognize the  warnings in 
advance and do not take control of the event even after it 
happened, in the heart of sovereign Yerushalayim. 

As believing Jews, we have an easier life knowing 
where the solution really is. 

Hinei lo yanum v’lo yishan, Shomer Yisrael. 
But in flesh-and-blood eyes it is not clear how right-

wing voters really expect a full-fledged right-wing 

government to succeed in changing the situation and 
restoring full security to the citizens ofIsrael. 

It is very easy to direct the anger, pain, and frustration 
from the terrorist attack towards Netanyahu and Smotrich 
who are still busy with their own infighting, even as two 
Jews lost their lives, Hy”d. 

But the rage will be greater when they finally finish 
fighting and the next terrorist attack attempt, may Hashem 
help and may it not happen, will catch them when they are 
on their thrones of power, from where they will really have 
to provide answers and not just throw around the blame. 

How China Equips the Islamic Republic to Repress Its People  
By Craig Singleton     fdd.org   December 1, 2022 
The high-tech Torquemadas of Tiandy. 
 China remains the undisputed leader in developing 
and fielding technologies that enable government control 
and manipulation of foreign and 
domestic populations, otherwise known 
as techno-authoritarianism.1 The firms 
that produce these technologies consist 
of both Chinese state-owned companies 
and China-based private entities 
susceptible to Beijing’s pressure to 
censor and surveil. One of those private 
firms is Tiandy Technologies Co., Ltd. (
天津天地伟业数码科技有限公司), 
based in Tianjin province in northern 
China. Both Tiandy testimonials and Chinese government 
press releases advertise the use of the company’s products 
by Chinese officials to track and interrogate Uyghur 
Muslims and other ethnic minorities in China’s Xinjiang 
province.2 According to human rights groups, Chinese 
authorities also employ Tiandy products, such as “tiger 
chairs,” to torture Uyghurs and other minorities.3 

The Chinese firms that equip Beijing’s surveillance 
state market facial recognition software, emotion-detecting 
artificial intelligence (AI) technologies, surveillance drones, 
and closed-circuit television (CCTV) capabilities to other 
autocratic regimes, including Russia and the Islamic 
Republic of Iran. According to Tiandy Iran’s website and 
Instagram account, the company has sold surveillance 
equipment to Iran’s security, police, and military services.4 
The Internet Protocol Video Market (IPVM), a U.S.-based 
security industry research group and trade publication, also 
obtained documents that report such sales.5 The products 
reportedly sold to Iran include network video recorders 
that digitize and store surveillance videos, using microchips 
that Tiandy produced in partnership with U.S. 
manufacturer Intel.6 

At present, Tiandy is not subject to U.S. sanctions or 
export controls. In light of Tiandy’s operations in both 
Xinjiang and Iran, policymakers should consider moving  
quickly to target Tiandy’s global operations to cut the 
company and its owner, Dai Lin, off from the international 
financial system and global supply chains. 

In particular, Washington should examine whether 
Tiandy’s conduct meets the criteria for imposing sanctions 
under Executive Order 13818, which implemented the 

Global Magnitsky Human Rights 
Accountability Act, targeting persons 
who are “responsible for or complicit 
in, or to have directly or indirectly 
engaged in, serious human rights 
abuse.”7 U.S. allies, such as Britain and 
Canada, that have comparable global 
human rights sanctions regimes should 
also determine whether Tiandy meets 
criteria for sanctions. The U.S. 
government should consider sanctions 

and punitive actions pursuant to other laws and executive 
orders that specifically target the perpetrators of human 
rights abuses in Iran and China.  

Tiandy’s Global Operations and Products 
Founded in 1994, Tiandy has grown rapidly into 

China’s fourth largest CCTV company and a major 
supplier to the Chinese government, reporting revenues of 
approximately $620 million in 2019.8 According to 
Tiandy’s website, its products have reached over 500 
“smart cities,” both in China and abroad, as well as 
security networks at London’s Heathrow Airport.9 Events 
such as the Davos World Economic Forum and the 2014 
World Cup in Brazil have also employed the firm’s 
technology. Tiandy’s partnership network facilitates 
product distribution in more than 60 countries, including 
Australia, Thailand, Vietnam, India, Poland, Albania, 
Greece, Georgia, Croatia, Uruguay, Kenya, Russia, and 
Egypt.10 Tiandy’s office in Alberta, Canada, is responsible 
for managing its U.S. operations and sales, and its products 
are available for purchase in the U.S. on Amazon.11 

Tiandy develops, produces, and markets cameras and 
related artificial intelligence-enabled software, including an 
ethnicity tracking tool that the company claims can 
digitally detect someone’s race. Chinese authorities have 
deployed ethnicity tracking tools against Uyghurs in 
Xinjiang, according to human rights groups and press 
reporting, along with Huawei’s facial recognition software, 
emotion-detecting AI technologies, surveillance drones, 
and a host of other techno-authoritarian tools.12 
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Tiandy has not obfuscated its development of 

ethnicity tracking AI solutions. In fact, just the opposite. 
For instance, Tiandy’s 2020 software development kit 
(SDK) included explicit references to the company’s 
“race” analytics tool, including its ability to distinguish 
between Uyghurs and Han Chinese. Tiandy’s SDK code 
also includes an ethnicity minority estimator. This feature 
reportedly can determine whether an individual is an 
ethnic minority by analyzing their face and assigning them 
a score on a scale of 0 to 100, with a score above 50 
indicating that they are an ethnic (i.e., non-Han Chinese) 
minority. 

Tiandy’s race-determining AI analytics can label 
photographs and other forms of static media. They can 
also be paired with certain Tiandy camera models to 
analyze dynamic CCTV footage. For instance, one of 
Tiandy’s 4K cameras supports “face detection [statistics] 
based on age, gender, number of people, and ethnicity of 
faces,” whereas one of its five megapixel (5MP) face 
recognition cameras “supports … ethnicity of faces,” 
although the company’s website cautions, “age and 
ethnicity statistics are imprecise.”15 

Tiandy’s public marketing materials also advertise 
“smart” interrogation tables, which integrate a series of 
peripheral devices used in the interrogation process, such 
as touch-screen central control systems, electronic 
evidence devices, and transcript verification machines.16 
The company markets these tables alongside its “tiger 
chairs,” which feature affixed leg irons and handcuffs to 
restrain occupants. 

Chinese officials have employed “tiger chairs” at 
Uyghur concentration camps in Xinjiang province. 
According to Human Rights Watch, former Uyghur 
detainees have claimed Chinese police strapped them into 
these metal chairs for hours and even days, depriving them 
of sleep, and immobilizing them until their legs were 
swollen.17 Similar findings were cited in the “Xinjiang 
Police Files,” a cache of internal Chinese government 
documents obtained by human rights advocates and 
published by the Victims of Communism Memorial 
Foundation detailing Chinese human rights abuses in 
Xinjiang province.18 

Tiandy maintains a partnership with Intel, according to 
Intel’s website.19 The partnership centers on the use of 
Intel’s Celeron, Core, and Xeon processors in Tiandy’s 
networked video recording (NVR) technology. Users can 
pair the Tiandy product, known as SuperNVR*, with 
digital internet protocol (IP) cameras to create complex 
video surveillance systems involving thousands of closed-
circuit cameras. Tiandy sells its NVR systems in Europe, 
North America, South America, Central America, China, 
the Asia Pacific, Japan, Africa, and the Middle East. 

Additionally, Tiandy is listed on Intel China’s website 
as a “titanium level” Intel Original Equipment 
Manufacturer (OEM) partner, the top tier of Intel’s global 
membership program for partner companies that deliver 
Intel-based technology solutions to the marketplace.20 
Intel awarded Tiandy a security industry strategic partner 
award in 2018, as well as the Intel Application Innovation 
Award in 2019.21 

The Thawing of Israel's Relationship with India 
By Mike Watson    mosaicmagazine.com   December 12, 2022 
India once stood out for its frosty attitude toward the 
Jewish state. But lately there’s been a fascinating 
turnaround that’s both pragmatic and ideological. 

Benjamin Netanyahu’s return to power has caused 
consternation in some parts of the Western world. The 
Biden administration has expressed its concern about 
several of Netanyahu’s coalition partners, and Britain 
admonished the new government to respect minorities, 
implying that it suspects it will do the opposite. While 
most European countries have been quieter about the new 
Israeli cabinet, Netanyahu’s unpopularity in the western 
half of the continent is well known. 

India, by contrast, has greeted Netanyahu with 
equanimity. For a country that once stood out for its frosty 
attitude toward the Jewish state, this is a remarkable 
turnaround. That attitude dates back to the 1950s, when 
India became a founding member of the Nonaligned 
Movement that claimed neutrality during the cold war. 
Israelis and Westerners alike noticed, however, that the 
only sound more deafening than India’s condemnation of 
Britain and Israel in the 1956 Suez war was its silence as 
the Soviets crushed the Hungarian uprising at the same 
time. The nadir of Indo-Israeli relations came in 1975, 
when New Delhi voted in favor of the infamous “Zionism 
is racism” resolution in the United Nations General 

Assembly. Relations have since improved, particularly 
under India’s nationalist Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP). 
Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s and Netanyahu’s 
hardnosed politics and close personal relationship led 
many commentators to see the two leaders as foundational 
members of a nationalist, anti-liberal alignment that in 
some fevered imaginations includes Vladimir Putin. 

These concerns are overblown, to a sometimes absurd 
degree, but there are important and revealing similarities 
between Zionism and Hindu nationalism that merit 
attention. Neither movement sees the world precisely the 
way that most Americans do, and both will strongly affect 
American prosperity and security in the years to come. 
Israel is already one of the closest of U.S. allies, and its 
significance to American foreign policy is likely to increase 
as the Middle East becomes more unsettled. Of equal 
importance is its tech sector, which plays an outsized role 
in the global economy. India is part of the Quad 
partnership—along with the U.S., Japan, and Australia—in 
the Indo-Pacific, and is among the major powers that can 
contribute to maintaining stability in Asia and constraining 
Chinese ambitions. In both Israel and India, moreover, 
nationalism has emerged as a major political force, and 
Americans who understand their versions of nationalism 
will be better prepared for the world around them. 
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At first glance, the two countries could not be more 
dissimilar. The most obvious difference is size. India’s 
population of 1.4 billion is more than 
three times that of the European 
Union, while Israel has fewer people 
than thirteen of the 27 EU members. 
There are deeper differences, too: they 
have long histories that rarely intersect, 
their dominant languages do not share 
ancestries, and until recently Israel saw 
itself as allied with the West, while 
India decisively did not. In a certain 
sense, the fundamental principles of 
their civilizations are at odds: Hindu 
nationalist intellectuals frequently comment on the 
dissimilarities between “Indic” and “Abrahamic” faiths, 
and they often find the moral systems of Jews, Christians, 
and Muslims to be downright puzzling. Even so, some of 
the most important figures in Hindu nationalism saw in 
the Jewish people and Zionism something that reflected 
aspects of India that they wanted for their own country. 

When the two countries were both ruled from 
London, Indian thinkers used the Jewish people to 
illustrate their idea of a Hindu nation and its right to 
independence from British colonial governance. For 
instance, Judaism’s role as both an ethnic and religious 
identity struck a chord with V.D. Savarkar (1883-1966), the 
intellectual who popularized the term Hindutva 
(Hinduness). Savarkar argued that what bound the Hindu 
nation was a holy land, common ancestry, and a shared 
culture, and that “no people in the world can more justly 
claim to get recognized as a racial unit than the Hindus and 
perhaps the Jews.” He also observed that “the ideal 
conditions” for knitting together a nation are “found in the 
case of those people who inhabit a land they adore,” and 
identified three places where these conditions applied: 
India, Arabia, and Mandatory Palestine. 

Early leaders of the Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh 
(RSS), one of the most influential Hindu nationalist 
organizations, saw Western support for Zionism as an 
affirmation of their own principles. M.S. Golwalkar, the 
second leader of the RSS, saw the Jews of the 1930s as an 
example of why national groups needed territories of their 
own. As he put it, “with them live their religion, culture, 
and language. They are all still the same old Jews.” They 
are, however, “a people in name and are not a nation; . . . 
all they wanted was their natural territory to complete their 
Nationality.” To him, “the reconstruction of the Hebrew 
Nation in Palestine is just an affirmation of the fact that 
Country, Race, Religion, Culture, and Language must exist 
unavoidably together to form a full Nation idea,” one that 
he wanted to see implemented in India. 

Deen Dayal Upadhyaya, an RSS member who after 
independence led the Bharatiya Jana Sangh, a precursor to 
today’s ruling BJP, downplayed Golwalkar’s emphasis on 
race but kept an interest in Israel. In a series of speeches 

published in Integral Humanism, a book the BJP adopted 
as its ruling philosophy, Upadhyaya noted that, unlike 

other ancient civilizations, “Israeli Jews 
lived for centuries with other peoples 
scattered far and wide, yet they did not 
get annihilated in the societies in which 
they lived.” He argued that Israel 
demonstrated “that the source of 
national feeling is not in staying on a 
particular piece of land, but is in 
something else.” Unlike Savarkar and 
Golwalkar, who emphasized common 
ancestry, Upadhyaya claimed “when a 
group of persons lives with a goal, an 

ideal, a mission, and looks upon a particular piece of land 
as motherland, this group constitutes a nation.” 

Upadhyaya’s search for India’s mission points to 
another resonance between Jewish and Hindu nationalism. 
The former BJP National General Secretary Ram Madhav, 
an admirer of Upadhyaya, describes this mission as 
dharma. In The Hindutva Paradigm, Madhav writes “in 
Deen Dayal’s opinion, [dharma] formed the basis for 
India’s national identity.” Although the term is often 
translated as “religion,” Madhav states that “Dharma 
doesn’t prescribe any one particular way of worship, nor 
does it prescribe any one single God.” Rather, it 
“propounds a value system that binds society together, and 
gives it a direction and life mission.” To Madhav, Indian 
social institutions fulfill their potential when they help 
Indians conform to dharma. 

Madhav does not believe that the centrality of dharma 
was unique: other nations strive to follow a value system 
that they find within their own tradition. Like his 
predecessors, Madhav sees Israel as strikingly similar to 
India in this regard. To make his point, he quotes Shimon 
Peres’s claim in his book No Room for Small Dreams that 
“the Jewish people have lived by the guiding principle of 
tikkun olam, the ambition to improve the whole world, not 
just ourselves.” Peres saw “this simple set of values” is 
“the basis of our identity.” While many Jews would reject 
Peres’s assertions about tikkun olam, what matters for our 
purposes is that the term resonates with Madhav, who 
writes, “the choice of words shouldn’t be missed—‘set of 
values,’ ‘identity.’ . . . It is those words that constitute a 
distinct worldview, on the lines similar to Dharma.” 

The similarities go beyond national ideology. Since 
gaining independence—less than year apart—the two 
countries have moved along parallel political trajectories, 
even if Israel, being smaller and nimbler, has generally 
travelled a few years ahead of India on this path. For the 
first few decades after the British withdrew, both were 
governed by a secular elite enamored of socialism and 
central planning. Jawaharlal Nehru was a more determined 
advocate of secularism than David Ben-Gurion, who 
allowed Judaism to play some role in Israel, but neither 
man was particularly religious. On economics, both would 
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have fit more comfortably into the British Labor party or 
German Social Democrats than into the American 
Democratic party. 

Over time, parts of their societies that felt ignored or 
disrespected by these elites rallied behind a more religious 
and socially conservative nationalist party that also adopted 
some pro-business, free-market policies. The Hindu 
nationalists won a governing majority in March 1977, two 
months before the Likud won its first plurality and formed 
a government, but they did so by merging with other 
parties that had opposed the two-year state of emergency 
imposed by Indira Gandhi, Nehru’s daughter. Whereas 
Menachem Begin drove his government’s agenda, the 
Hindu nationalists left the big-tent Janata Party in 
frustration after a few years, and the BJP did not form a 
stable majority of its own until 1998. In the ensuing 
decades, the left in Israel and India diminished, and ceased 
to be the natural ruling party of either country. The Likud 
has scrambled to regain power, and it is an open question 
how the BJP will fare electorally when Modi retires, but 
the right dominates the politics of both countries. 

Despite these political similarities, it took many years 
before shared secured concerns began to drive New Delhi 
and Jerusalem together. Nehru recognized Israel’s 
independence in 1950, but the two countries only 
exchanged ambassadors in 1992. The first major Indian 
political figure to visit Israel was the BJP cofounder L.K. 
Advani, who brought several senior security officials from 
the Home Ministry with him on his June 2000 trip. After 
Jaswant Singh, his counterpart in the Foreign Ministry, 
followed Advani later than year, the two countries 
established a joint counterterrorism commission. Since 
then, the defense relationship has flourished: Israel has 
provided India with advanced capabilities for monitoring 
the border with Pakistan and other high-tech equipment, 
and soldiers carrying Tavor rifles—designed in Israel and 
made in India—are far from uncommon around 
government buildings in New Delhi. 

The two nationalist movements collaborate effectively 
in part because they share an enemy: radical Islamic 
terrorism. Both countries became independent as Britain 
relinquished most of its imperial possessions following 
World War II, and both experienced a violent partition as 
the British left. Each nationalist movement has a fraught 
relationship with a Muslim neighbor that came into 
existence because of that partition, and both of these 
neighbors have harbored and aided terrorists. Hindu 
nationalists and Zionists also have a complicated 
relationship with the Muslim population within their 
borders. Despite this, the BJP has typically had a handful 
of Muslim parliamentarians, although the terms of their 
last three expired this summer. Zionists have historically 
been warier of the Muslim parties in Israel, many of which 
are anti-Zionist. Yet Begin urged the government to cease 
martial law over Israeli Arabs, Netanyahu courted Israeli 
Arab voters last year, and Yair Lapid and Naftali Bennett 

included the Arab and Islamist Ra’am in their coalition 
during their time in government. 

Both groups also have mixed feelings about 
European-style liberalism. Theodor Herzl’s main message 
to the Jews of Europe was that liberalism would not save 
them. Even though liberals like the Dreyfusards in France 
were stalwart advocates of Jewish rights, he warned, they 
were not powerful enough to hold out against the new 
generation of European politicians like Karl Lueger, the 
anti-Semitic mayor of Vienna. Jews needed a state of their 
own to defend themselves. 

Other Zionist thinkers, like Ze’ev Jabotinsky, 
sharpened this point after Herzl’s death, but events proved 
to be the most persuasive vindicator of Herzl’s argument. 
Since Israeli independence, the lesson that many Israelis 
have learned is that their neighborhood is violent and 
unstable, their neighbors are often untrustworthy, and 
Herzl was correct about the necessity of a Jewish state in a 
dangerous world. Israel has treated its non-Jewish 
minorities far better than most of its neighbors treated 
their Jewish populations, and it is a generally tolerant and 
free society, but most Israelis realize that these 
achievements must be guarded with a ring of steel—or, in 
Jabotinsky’s famous phrase, an Iron Wall. European 
criticisms about the situation of Palestinians or African 
refugees strike most Israelis as products of deluded 
fantasies. 

Liberalism does not look much better in some parts of 
India. Indians got their most direct dose of European-style 
liberalism through the British empire, which they see as an 
alien conqueror that attempted to overthrow their way of 
life and selectively imposed its own values in a hypocritical 
and self-interested manner. The centrality of race to 
Savarkar’s and Golwalkar’s thinking is discomforting to 
modern readers, but it is remarkably similar to their British 
contemporaries’ discussion of “Anglo-Saxon” and 
“Asiatic” races. Swapan Dasgupta, one of the most 
articulate intellectuals on the Hindu right, notes that 
Golwalkar’s definition of race includes “Savarkar’s 
emphasis on civilization and history,” and is thus 
“different from the genetic orientation of the Nazi 
preoccupation with the Aryan race.” 

When thinking about their own histories, both Israelis 
and Indians take great pride in the fact that their respective 
nations achieved independence after centuries of 
domination by foreigners. The Jewish claim is obvious, 
since there have been few and scattered examples of 
Jewish self-rule since Bar Kokhba’s defeat in 135 CE. 
Although British domination of India only began in the 
18th century, Hindu nationalists assert that Indians lost 
their sovereignty when Muslim invaders arrived in the 9th 
century. Hence Modi’s lament that “the slave mentality of 
1,200 years is troubling us,” a sentiment not unlike an 
earlier generation of Zionists’ emphasis on “negating the 
Diaspora” and its attendant modes of thinking. Madhav—
who sees the history of foreign rule as going back even 
further, to such invaders as the Greeks under Alexander 
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the Great—strikes a note familiar to Jews when he writes 
that the “state was under alien control. Yet, the nation 
didn’t cease to exist. The soul of this nation existed 
elsewhere.” 

The role of the state in national life is one of the most 
important differences between Hindu nationalism and 
Zionism. Madhav argues that India’s soul existed “in its 
religions, culture, pilgrimages, social institutions, and many 
other entities.” Indeed, “the state as a political institution 
was seen as dispensable,” partly because the Mahabharata, 
a canonical Hindu epic, describes periods where a stateless 
India still acted according to dharma. For many Hindu 
nationalists, a society that governs itself with minimal 
interference from the state is an ideal toward which they 
strive. Zionism, by contrast, is very state-centric. Although 
some Zionist leaders like Jabotinsky favored the more 
limited state of English classical liberalism, Herzl pointedly 
named his most famous book Der Judenstaat and David 
Ben-Gurion’s concept of mamlakhtiyut (loosely, 
“statehood-ness”) remains a major part of Israeli political 
thinking. The need for a strong national defense has 
reinforced the importance of the state in Israeli life. 

Zionists and Hindu nationalists also perceive very 
differently the root causes of their disputes with their 
Muslim neighbors. For some Hindu nationalists, the 
problem is rooted in Islam’s theology. Golwalkar stated in 
1971 that “Indianization does not mean converting all 
people to Hinduism. . . . Rather we believe that a single 
religious system for the entire human society is not 
suitable.” Instead, he believed that “the God of Islam, 
Christianity, and Hinduism is the same and we are all His 
devotees. Give people true knowledge of Islam.” The RSS-
affiliated journalist S. Gurumurthy has since argued that 
“the real problem of Hinduism lies in the theology of 
Islam and of Christianity. The problem is not the Muslims 
or Christians; not even the organized Church or the 
Mosque.” As he sees it, proselytizing faiths cause conflict 
because of “their fundamental religious belief that negates 
other faiths the right to exist.” 

The implication of these arguments is that there 
cannot be peace unless Muslims agree that Hinduism and 
Islam are equally valid religions, or rather that a core tenet 
of Hinduism is correct and one of Islam’s is untrue. 
Judaism, with its rejection of proselytism, would by this 
standard be unproblematic to either Golwalkar or 
Gurumurthy. But Gurumurthy makes a much harder 
request of Muslims than any the Zionists have, even the 
more hardnosed ones like Jabotinsky or the followers of 
Rabbi Zvi Yehuda Kook. Ironically, although many 
Hindus claim that their religion embraces diversity better 
than the Abrahamic faiths do, in practice Zionists are 
often more tolerant of religious differences. 

That being said, there is an important faction of Hindu 
nationalists pulling the group in a more humanistic 
direction. Dasgupta laments that “for decades, Hindu 
nationalism has had to confront charges of fascism on 

account of Golwalkar’s ironclad definition of nationhood 
that delineated the nation into two classes: Hindu citizens 
with rights and others who had no entitlements and lived 
under sufferance.” As he notes, this definition “went 
against the grain of nearly everything India stood for. 
Never mind the sections targeted, such an idea would be 
completely repugnant to the bulk of Hindus.” Hindu 
nationalist parties had to disassociate themselves from 
Golwalkar, but “this was not a terribly daunting project,” 
since “cultural nationalism” fit better into the RSS ideology 
than religious exclusion. The RSS disowned Golwalkar’s 
book on that topic in 2006, and the current RSS leader, 
Mohan Bhagwat, omitted Golwalkar from his 2018 lecture 
series about RSS ideology. 

More immediately, both countries have complex 
internal politics and are threatened by dangerous 
neighbors: many countries have failed to protect their 
citizen’s liberties in much less challenging environments. 
Israel and India have proved doomsayers wrong time and 
again, and they have the tools to do so in the decades to 
come. 

Although both democracies value their relationship 
with the United States, neither Israel nor India is a good fit 
for the NATO style of alliance that Americans often 
perceive as the gold standard. Unlike the Europeans, Israel 
does not wish for American forces to defend its territory, 
and India does not want to offer binding security 
guarantees to other countries. Even so, India is a key 
partner in the Quad, Israel is a central pillar of the Middle 
East’s security architecture, and the two countries have 
joined the United Arab Emirates and the United States to 
form the I2U2 group for deeper economic collaboration. 

As this broadening cooperation demonstrates, 
Zionism and Hindu nationalism are helpful forces for 
Washington. Both movements have a complicated 
relationship with liberalism, one of the fundamental forces 
in American politics, but neither’s objections prevent them 
from working with the United States to accomplish shared 
goals. In both ideological and practical terms, they have far 
more in common with America than with authoritarian 
states like Russia, China, and Iran. That is not to say that 
there will always be smooth sailing in the future: some of 
the greatest accomplishments of the U.S.-Israel 
partnership have followed some of the bitterest 
disagreements, and this pattern may very well continue 
into the future. Both movements have their excesses that 
will at times dismay and even outrage Americans, but they 
fundamentally accept a partnership that benefits the U.S. 
Alienating either group would be tragically 
counterproductive. 

Since the end of the cold war, it has been fashionable  
for a certain type of American intellectual to describe the 
Arab-Israeli conflict as a vestige of a dark and receding 
past. In reality, the close bond with Israel has acquainted 
Americans with some of the forces that will shape the 
decades to come. 
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Mr. Watson is associate director of Hudson Institute’s Center for the Future of Liberal Society.  
New innovation centers to encourage Arab entrepreneurship 
By Abigail Klein Leichman    israel21c.org   December 12, 2022 
Israel Innovation Authority and Ministry of Social 
Equality choose six proposals to encourage Arab 
sector entrepreneurship and tech careers. 

The Israel Innovation Authority and the Authority for 
the Economic Development of Minority Sectors will 
invest in three innovation centers, two tech accelerators, 
and an angel investors’ club intended to encourage 
entrepreneurship and tech careers in the Arab sector. 

Dror Bin, CEO of the Israel Innovation Authority, 
said that while there’s increased integration of the Arab 
sector in the tech industry, “the number of Arab-led 
startups remains very low compared to the general 
population, despite the significant potential.” 

The reasons for this, Dror continued, include fewer 
networking opportunities, physical distance from tech 
hubs, a lower threshold for risk-taking, and lack of access 
to mentors and investors. 

The six projects aim to build that missing supportive 
local innovation ecosystem, drawing on the resources of 
representatives from the tech industry, academia and local 
partners. 

“We believe they have the ability to generate real 
change, give opportunities to young Arab men and women 
to realize their entrepreneurial potential and enable an 
expansion of the number of startup companies seeded in 
the Arab sector every year, as part of our commitment to 
supporting and diversifying the Israeli tech industry as a 
whole,” Bin said. 

Hassan Towafra, director of the Authority for 
Economic Development of Minority Sectors, called the 
projects “extremely good news for Arab entrepreneurs, as 
they will soon provide a home for advancing innovative 
ideas. I am sure that by the end of the five-year period, we 
will see a significant increase in startups within Arab 
society, benefitting the Arab economy and society as a 
whole.” 

Ami Appelbaum, the IIA’s chief scientist and 
chairman, said integrating the Arab sector in the 
innovation industry is a matter of national interest, given 
the “ongoing shortfall of high-quality human capital and 
the hidden potential within Arab society.” 

The projects include: 
1. The North-Med Innovation Center to be opened in 

the Sakhnin Valley by a partnership of Portland Trust, 
MEDX Xelerator, Alpha Omega (an Arab-owned medical 
technology company), Galilee Clinical Bio Research and 
five hospitals in northern Israel. 

The center will promote medical equipment ventures, 
digital health and artificial intelligence for the medical, 
food-tech and food supplement industries. The center will 

also establish a tech and biotech employment center for 
the Arab sector in northern Israel.  

2. The Hasoub Labs Center for the integration of 
entrepreneurial tools and practices and practical 
professional training, in partnership with Hasoub (an 
NGO supporting innovation and tech in the Arab sector), 
Appleseeds, MassChallenge Israel, Gamma Mu Holdings 
and Investments of the Afifi Group and Vintage 
Investment Partners. 

The center will be set up in Ar’ara, in Israel’s 
“Triangle” region of six large Arab cities and 23 smaller 
villages and towns encompassing 300,000 residents. The 
center will offer support from the first ideas stage through 
professional and personal support from experienced 
mentors and advisors to develop the R&D and business 
and marketing aspects. 

3. Kfar-Qasem Park-High-Tech Center to advance 
medical and paramedical entrepreneurship in Kfar Qasem 
and other Arab local councils in the area, a partnership 
with the ARC Innovation Center at Sheba Medical Center 
supported by Triventures Fund, Basecamp, MindCET 
Center for Educational Technology, Tsofen, Talenteam 
Recruitment Agency, and the JTLV Fund. 

4. Hasoub Angels’ Club, to be established by Hasoub 
with six leading Jewish and Arab Israeli tech venture 
capitalists (Yoram Yaacovi, Walid Afifi, Forsan Hussein, 
Guy Horowitz, Ron Moskowitz, Yahal Zilka). 

The club will expose its members to investment 
opportunities in Arab-led tech ventures and seek to 
generate a stable base of investors including new investors 
from the Arab sector. The goal is to carry out three 
investments in Arab-led companies in its first year, four in 
its second year, and six by its third year. 

5. The Galilee Society ScienTech accelerator in 
Shfar’am, supporting entrepreneurs and setting up and 
accelerating ventures in the pre-seed and seed stages in the 
life sciences, bioconvergence, agritech, foodtech, circular 
economy and climate tech industries. 

The partners in this accelerator include the ARC 
Innovation Center, Mori Arkin Holdings, AgRobics, 
Antaki Center for Herbal Medicine, New Generation 
Technologies and others. 

6. The TAU accelerator, bringing together Arab and 
Jewish entrepreneurs with the support of the Tel Aviv 
University Entrepreneurship Center. The founders 
previously established and ran StartOno and jumpTAU 
accelerators. 

Suitable graduates of the program will be offered the 
chance to fly to the United States for an entrepreneurship 
seminar run by the Merage Foundation.  
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