NEWS FROM ISRAEL 19-OCT-18
Over 100 Palestinians wounded in Gaza-border clashes
By Judah Ari Gross, Times of Israel
More than 100 Palestinians were reported wounded in violent clashes on Friday afternoon as thousands of demonstrators protested close to the fence, burning tires and throwing rocks at Israeli military positions along the Gaza border.
	The violence came despite calls from Hamas leaders and warnings from the IDF to keep the Friday protests peaceful and to stay away from the border fence.
	The Hamas-run Gaza Health Ministry said 115 Palestinians were hurt, including 77 hit by live fire.
	The IDF said that protesters broke through the fence in three locations before immediately returning to the coastal enclave, with Israeli soldiers opening fire at the suspects in one case.
	In addition, an IDF aircraft opened fire at a group of Palestinians launching incendiary balloons at Israel from the southern Gaza Strip, the army said. There were no immediate reports of injuries from the airstrike.
	Thousands of protesters are said to have attended the demonstration, with more expected to arrive. The IDF sent text messages on Friday to residents of the coastal enclave, warning them not to approach the fence, Palestinians said.
Organizers call for restraint
	The violence broke out despite one of the main organizers of the protests calling on participants on Thursday night to behave nonviolently in the demonstration, following a flareup between Israel and the Gaza-ruling Hamas terror group that threatened to spark all-out war.
	“The most important message tomorrow is the masses gathering in a peaceful manner,” Khaled al-Batsh, a senior leader of the Iran-backed Palestinian Islamic Jihad terror group and an organizer of the march, wrote in a statement.
	“The March of Return is continuing until its goals are attained, with an emphasis on the importance of holding marches that will be non-violent and led by the people,” he wrote.
	Al-Batsh also called on participants not to give Israeli snipers a reason to open fire at them.
	Daoud Shehab, another member of the organizing committee of the marches, said officials were encouraging protesters to stay away from the border fence. But he said he was not sure to what extent they would succeed in “restraining the public mood.”
	“There will be attempts to prevent them from approaching the fence. There might be a reduction of [incendiary] balloons,” he said. “We hope there will be no human losses tomorrow. We are giving a chance to the Egyptian efforts.”
	According to reports, Egypt had warned Hamas that renewed protests would bring a heavy Israeli response.
	In his statement, al-Batsh also thanked the Egyptian military intelligence delegation for its work bringing about a limited ceasefire with Israel on Wednesday and Thursday. He also said the delegation was due to visit the Gaza Strip again the following week to continue the negotiation efforts.
	Since March 30, Palestinians in the Gaza Strip have participated in a series of protests and riots dubbed the “Great March of Return,” which have mostly involved the burning of tires and rock-throwing along the security fence, but have also seen shooting attacks and bombings as well as the sending of incendiary balloons and kites into Israel.
	Some 155 Palestinians have been killed and thousands more have been injured in the clashes with IDF troops, according to AP figures; Hamas has acknowledged that dozens of the dead were its members. One Israeli soldier was shot dead by a sniper on the border.
	The Israeli military was on high alert Friday ahead of the clashes expected for the afternoon and evening, coming two days after a rocket with a 20-kilogram (44-pound) warhead exploded outside a house in the southern Israeli city of Beersheba early Wednesday morning, causing significant damage, but no injuries as the mother inside had rushed her children to their bomb shelter moments before.
	A second rocket also landed in the sea, off the coast of the greater Tel Aviv area, known in Israel as Gush Dan.
	In response, the Israeli Air Force conducted strikes against some 20 targets in the Gaza Strip, including a border-crossing attack tunnel that entered Israeli territory from the Palestinian city of Khan Younis.
Zero tolerance policy
	On Thursday, Israel’s top-level security cabinet instructed the army to take a wait-and-see approach to allow mediation efforts to succeed, but also ordered the military to step up reprisal attacks should there be border violence.
	Ministers said the IDF should ultimately adopt a zero-tolerance policy toward rocket attacks, arson balloons and rioting along the Israeli border, according to reports in Hebrew-language media. The army may also look to tamp down on border riots by entering areas where it previously stayed away, according to Channel 10 news.
	Israel has demanded an end to the weekly confrontations, as well as the frequent launches of incendiary balloons into Israeli territory.
	According to the Israel Defense Forces, only the Gaza-ruling Hamas terror group and the Palestinian Islamic Jihad have access to the type of rockets fired on Wednesday morning. The terror groups, however, denied responsibility for the launch, condemning those who carried it out as “irresponsible” and said they threatened to undermine an Egyptian-led effort to reach a negotiated armistice with Israel in exchange for certain economic incentives.
	Gaza’s Hamas rulers on Thursday warned Israeli leaders not to make a mistake and misread their intentions, while ordering a probe into how a missile was launched from the Strip at Beersheba.
	Experts have surmised a freak lightning strike may also be to blame for the launches, as a bolt was found to have struck near where the rockets were being stored.
	Even prior to the rocket attack, tensions along the border had been rising, with a rising clamor of calls within Israel for military action to stop incessant balloon attacks and border riots.
Israel braces as region lurches between war and calm
by Times of Israel and Agencies
Israel and Gaza were girding for the return to violence Friday, amid fears that renewed border protests could push the sides back to the brink of war after a brief violent flareup days earlier.
	Israeli troops readied for weekly Friday border protests that have turned deadly in the past, with the day being seen as a key test in whether the sides can continue negotiating a long-term ceasefire deal as part of an Egyptian-led effort.
	Israel has demanded an end to the weekly confrontations, as well as the frequent launches of incendiary balloons into Israeli territory.
	Daoud Shehab, a member of the organising committee of the marches, said officials were encouraging protesters to stay away from the border fence. But he said he was not sure to what extent they would succeed in “restraining the public mood.”
	“There will be attempts to prevent them from approaching the fence. There might be a reduction of balloons,” he said. “We hope there will be no human losses. We are giving a chance to the Egyptian efforts.”
	On Thursday, Israel’s top-level security cabinet instructed the army to take a wait-and-see approach to allow mediation efforts to succeed, but also ordered the military to step up reprisal attacks should there be border violence.
	The Hamas and Islamic Jihad terror groups have denied responsibility for Wednesday's early morning attack, which destroyed a house but did not cause any injuries, saying it was meant to sabotage ceasefire talks.
	Israel contends the two groups are the only ones with the ability to launch rockets capable of reaching the northern Negev city. Experts have surmised a freak lightning strike may also be to blame for launch, including a rocket shot at the same time that landed in the sea off the coast of the Tel Aviv area.
	Israel struck back Wednesday with some 20 airstrikes and threatened more in response to continued violence, but the area has remained calm since.
	On Thursday, a team of Egyptian mediators shuttled between Israel and Hamas in a stepped-up effort to forge a cease-fire between the two enemies.
	The four Egyptian intelligence officials entered Gaza from Israel on Thursday afternoon, and then returned to Israel after meeting with Ismail Haniyeh, Hamas’s top leader. The group did not include Cairo’s spy chief Abbas Kamel, who on Wednesday canceled a planned trip to Gaza, the West Bank and Israel.
	Khalil al-Haya, a top Hamas official, said the Egyptians had discussed cease-fire efforts, as well as on-and-off attempts at reconciliation with the rival Palestinian Authority. The talks were ongoing.
	Arabic media reports have said that if achieved, a ceasefire would include at least a partial lifting of Israel’s restrictions on the movement of goods and people into and out of Gaza.
Ministers rail at IDF chief for failure to stem violence
by Times of Israel
Several cabinet ministers have criticised Israel Defence Forces Chief of Staff Lt. Gen. Gadi Eisenkot for what they described as the army’s overly complacent policy toward Gaza.
	In leaks to Hadashot television news Thursday following a meeting of the security cabinet the previous evening, one unnamed minister was quoted as saying, “In the final analysis, Eisenkot’s policy on responding [to Gaza violence] has failed and allowed things to deteriorate.”
	The comment reflected the opinions of several members of the 10-member security cabinet, according to Hebrew media reports. It followed a tense five-hour meeting of the cabinet, during which officials considered upping the IDF’s response to violence along the Gaza border in the wake of a rocket attack earlier that day.
	Ministers used the meeting to lambast the IDF chief for allowing an Israeli “loss of sovereignty” on the border, and what they called the military’s insufficient action aainst the balloon launchers.
	By the end of the meeting, the top-level cabinet committee had ordered the military to step up reprisal attacks should border violence continue, but also to take a wait-and-see approach to allow Egyptian mediation efforts to succeed. Ministers said the IDF should ultimately adopt a zero-tolerance policy toward rocket attacks, arson balloons and rioting along the Israeli border, according to reports in Hebrew-language media.
	Defence Minister Avigdor Liberman defended Eisenkot during the meeting and afterward, slamming the criticism of the IDF chief as “petty politics.”
	“It’s unfortunate and outrageous that cabinet ministers are playing petty politics at the expense of the chief of staff,” he said in a statement to the media. “It’s ridiculous that cabinet members are blaming the chief of staff for a policy they laid out. This crosses a red line, and it hurts national security.”
	Liberman’s criticism was joined from the opposition on Thursday.
	Opposition head MK Tzipi Livni (Zionist Union) lambasted the cabinet ministers as “shameful, and our excellent chief of staff has to sit in front of it each day. [Eisenkot is] a responsible person who’s doing the best that can be done with irresponsible politicians,” she charged. “It isn’t just that this is an irresponsible leak at such a sensitive time, it’s the substance, the attempt to run away from responsibility, the amateurishness, the improvisation, the inability to bring any kind of policy to the table. They don’t have a clue about national security.”
	Zionist Union MK Merav Michaeli added her criticism, writing on Twitter, “The cabinet that for a year and a half has ignored the chief of staff’s proposals and pleading now has the gall to blame him for their failure.”
	The ministers’ complaints about the chief of staff follow similar comments made Monday by a Likud lawmaker who is a staunch backer of Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu.
	David Bitan claimed in an Army Radio interview that the cabinet was unable to order a more aggressive response to violence in Gaza because the army was refusing to cooperate.
	Though not a member of the security cabinet, Bitan asserted that Eisenkot was “not recommending operations” and said the cabinet could not order broad military action without the backing of the army.
	“The army is capable of providing an operational solution [but] it doesn’t want to give it,” Bitan claimed. “The cabinet’s hands are tied. The prime minister is trying to create an arrangement, by way of Egyptian intelligence and [Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud] Abbas, via other countries, but he is not succeeding and so we need to act in other ways.”
	Egypt has reportedly been working for several weeks to hammer out an agreement to end the violence, which has continued for months and gained intensity in the last two weeks.
	Liberman lashed Bitan at the time over the comments, which also drew criticism from other right-wing ministers and Netanyahu himself.
	Liberman called the comments “intolerable” and “unthinkable” and said they cause “true harm to national security.” Netanyahu said, “We are facing several fronts and are constantly challenged and active. I want you to know the chief of staff is doing an excellent job.”
	There has been increasing pressure on politicians and the military to launch a broad offensive to put an end to the weekly protests, arson balloons and occasional rocket fire. The cabinet’s decision not to launch a military operation against Gaza’s Hamas rulers and other terror groups in the Strip was met with condemnation by local government leaders in southern Israel.
	“We had every reason to deliver a serious response in a way that they would understand the message,” Eshkol Regional Council head Gadi Yarkoni told Channel 10 Thursday. “We should have taken advantage of what happened in Beersheba to restore deterrence, but unfortunately that did not happen.”
	Since March, Hamas, an Islamist terror group that seeks to destroy Israel, has orchestrated near-weekly protests along the Gaza fence, which have seen repeated violent clashes between Palestinian rioters and IDF troops, and frequent penetrations of the perimeter. Some 155 Palestinians have been killed, according to AP figures; Hamas, the de facto rulers of Gaza, has acknowledged that dozens of the dead were its members.
	The protests have also seen Palestinians sending incendiary devices attached to balloons into Israeli territory, sparking fires that have scorched over 7,000 acres of land and caused millions of shekels in damage.
'Game change' coming in Israeli response Gallant says
by Yvette J. Deane, Jerusalem Post
Housing Minister and former IDF Southern Commander Yoav Gallant hinted on Thursday that Israel will carry out a stronger response against Hamas in the Gaza strip.
	"I do not refer to the content of the cabinet discussions, but I can say one thing very explicitly—The game is about to change. We will no longer accept the fire terror," Gallant said.
	According to the Israeli news sources, the implementation of how Israel will deal with the demonstrations by the Gaza Strip fence will begin on Friday.
	Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and Defence Minister Avigdor Liberman traveled to the South to hold security assessments at the IDF’s Gaza Division on Wednesday. They spoke with Deputy IDF Chief of Staff Maj.-Gen. Aviv Kochavi, National Security Council Director Meir Ben-Shabbat, ISA Director Nadav Argaman and senior security establishment officials.
	Gallant was the only minister to make a statement after the security cabinet meeting.
UN peace envoy warns Gaza is ‘imploding’
by Agence France Presse and Times of Israel
With its economy in freefall and tensions rising with Israel, the Hamas-ruled Gaza Strip is imploding, the UN envoy to the region warned on Thursday.
	Nickolay Mladenov delivered the warning to the Security Council a day after a Palestinian rocket slammed into a home in the city of Beersheba and Israeli warplanes pounded the Gaza Strip in retaliation.
	“Gaza is imploding. This is not hyperbole. This is not alarmism. It is a reality,” Mladenov told the council.
	He cited World Bank figures showing official unemployment at 53 percent, with more than 70 percent of Palestinian youths jobless.
	Every second person in Gaza now lives below the poverty line, he said.
	Hamas, which has ruled Gaza for a decade, on Thursday pledged to launch an investigation into the rocket fire after denying any involvement in the attack, but Israel rejected the denials. At the same time, the Palestinian terror group’s military wing released a video warning Israeli leaders against making a “mistake.”
	“We remain on the brink of another potentially devastating conflict, a conflict that nobody claims to want, but a conflict that needs much more than just words to prevent,” said Mladenov.
	The United Nations has made some headway in joint efforts with Egypt to address the humanitarian crisis in Gaza, but Mladenov warned this could collapse.
	“Barring substantial steps to reverse the current course, this precarious sense of calm is doomed to give way under the mounting pressure. It is already beginning to fray,” he said.
	He condemned the recent launching of rockets, one of which struck a home in the southern city of Beersheba and the other landed off the coast of the Tel Aviv metropolitan area.
	“They also fit a pattern of provocations that seek to bring Israel and Gaza into another deadly conflict,” Mladenov said. “It is our responsibility to do everything possible to avoid that outcome.”
	Hamas and Israel have fought three wars in Gaza since 2008.
	“I am afraid that there is no more time for words,” Mladenov said. “Now is the time for action. And we must see very clear actions on all sides that de-escalate the situation. Otherwise, the consequences will be terrible for everyone.”
	He said all parties must maintain their commitment under a cease-fire that ended a 2014 war—the third between the sides since the Hamas takeover.
	Mladenov said Hamas and other terror groups must immediately stop “all provocations and attacks,” attempts to breach the border fence, end the use of incendiary balloons and kites, and halt tunnel construction.
	“Israel must restore the delivery of critical supplies to Gaza and improve the movement and access of goods and people,” he said. “And Israeli security forces must exercise maximum restraint in the use of live ammunition.”
At UN B’Tselem head blasts Israel, is called ‘collaborator’
by Raphael Ahren, Times of Israel
Israel’s ambassador the United Nations and the head of a dovish Israeli human rights group faced off at the Security Council on Thursday.
	B’Tselem Executive Director Hagai El-Ad delivered a speech critical of various Israeli policies vis-a-vis the Palestinians, comparing them to apartheid-era South Africa and urging the international community to act on their behalf. Ambassador Danny Danon called him a “collaborator” who should be ashamed of himself.
	During his first-ever speech to a formal Security Council session, El-Ad focused on Israel’s settlement policies, accusing the government of deliberately “splitting up an entire people, fragmenting their land, and disrupting their lives.”
	El-Ad did not dispute that Khan al-Ahmar, a Bedouin village in the West Bank slated for demolition by Israeli authorities, was built without the proper permits. “But this is the case not because Palestinians are inherently law-breakers, as some in Israel suggest. Rather, it is because they have no other alternative,” he said, sitting next to Palestinian Ambassador to the UN Riyad Mansour.
	“It is all but impossible for Palestinians to obtain building permits from the Israeli authorities because the Israeli-established planning regime in the West Bank is meant, by design, to serve settlers and dispossess Palestinians,” he said.
	The fact that Israel’s High Court gave a green light to the village’s expected demolition does not make it “just or even legal,” he went on. “It only makes the justices complicit, by approving an action that is nothing short of the war crime of forcible transfer of protected people in an occupied territory.”
'Not legal, moral or acceptible'
	Turning to the Gaza Strip, El Ad noted that Israel’s High Court of Justice has okayed several Israeli policies vis-à-vis the coastal territory, such as its naval blockade or allowing Israeli snipers to continue firing, from a distance, at protesters near the border fence.
	“The only problem with all this is that none of it is in fact legal, or moral, or even remotely acceptable,” he said. “Yet, as long as this methodical, relentless process doesn’t trigger international outrage and international action, Israel can successfully continue to carry off this contradiction in terms: Oppressing millions while somehow still being considered a democracy.”
	El-Ad, speaking in English, drew analogies between the situation in the Palestinian territories, the American South under Jim Crow laws, and South Africa under its racist apartheid regime, noting that Palestinians have no representation in the Israeli institutions that govern their lives.
	“Granted, neither analogy is a perfect fit, but History does not offer precision: Rather, it offers a moral compass,” he said, “and that compass points toward rejecting Israel’s oppression of Palestinians with the same unwavering conviction with which humanity’s conscience rejected these other grand injustices.”
'I am not a traitor'
	El-Ad, who was invited by Bolivia, which currently holds the presidency of the Security Council, also responded to Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu calling B’Tselem “a disgrace” earlier this week.
	“You will never silence us—nor the hundreds of thousands of Israelis who reject a present founded on supremacy and oppression, and stand for a future built on equality, freedom and human rights,” El-Ad said.
	“I am not a traitor, nor am I a hero,” he added. “The heroes are the Palestinians who endure this occupation with courage and perseverance; who wake up in the middle of the night to find soldiers barging into their homes; who know that if a loved one is killed, impunity is all but guaranteed to the perpetrators; who stay on their land knowing that it is only a matter of time before the bulldozers arrive.”
	B’Tselem does not focus on whether a one-or two-state solution is needed to solve the conflict but is interested mostly in the “realization of human rights,” he said. “That is why we reject the occupation: We reject it because the current reality is wholly and utterly incompatible with what is right and what is just.”
	The next speaker was Mansour, the Palestinian envoy, who thanked El-Ad for his address and launched a lengthy litany, during which he leveled numerous accusations of Israel, including war crimes, “ethnic cleansing,” “apartheid,” “religious extremism, incitement, and hatred.”
'Circus'
	Then Danon, the Israeli ambassador, took the floor, dismissing El-Ad’s speech as a “circus.”
	B’Tselem is funded by the European Union and several European government and was invited by Bolivia, “a country with a terrible human rights record,” he said.
	But where El-Ad and his Bolivian hosts intended to badmouth Israel, they have achieved the exact opposite, Danon contended in English, because having an Israeli citizen criticise his own government only proves “the strength of Israel’s vibrant democracy.
  	“I challenge you all to find a Palestinian, or a Bolivian, who could dare defame his government at the Security Council,” he said. “At best, he might be thrown in jail. But he would more likely end up dead.”
	Switching to Hebrew, the Israeli ambassador addressed El-Ad directly.
	“Mr. El-Ad, you are an Israeli citizen who is serving our enemies. They’re using you against us. The soldiers of the IDF are protecting you and you are here to incriminate them,” Danon said.
	“Shame on you. Shame on you, you lousy collaborator,” he added, looking angrily at El-Ad.
	During the meeting, the British Ambassador to the UNSC took issue with the fact that Danon had addressed El-Ad in Hebrew, asking that a translation be provided.
	Danon went on to attack the Palestinian Authority for its insistence on paying stipends to the families of terrorists who kill Israelis. PA President Mahmoud Abbas allocated seven percent ($355 million) of the PA’s budget toward its “pay-to-slay policy,” he said.
	“That is the legacy of Abbas: Slaughter innocent Israelis and be rewarded for life,” Danon went on. “The same $355 million Abbas pays to terrorists is also over 45% of the foreign aid the Palestinians are receiving in 2018. That means that nearly half of every dollar you—all of you—give to the Palestinian people to build roads and schools is put in the pockets of those who murder Jews.”
Pay to slay
	Therefore, “if you do not pull your funding, you are complicit in the ‘pay to slay’ policy,” he told the UN delegates. “You cannot expect different results when you do not change the equation. If you really want to change the reality for Palestinians and Israelis, you must change the equation. Remove the source of the culture of hate and textbook terrorism.”
	Only when Abbas “is gone” will Israelis and Palestinians see a brighter future, he concluded.
	US Ambassador Nikki Haley, at the beginning of her remarks, called El-Ad’s briefing “the sort of distorted and one-sided accounting” that is all too common at UN debates about the Israel-Palestinian conflict.
	“It is why I have so often attempted to bring some diversity to our discussions of the challenges facing the Middle East,” she said, proceeding to speak at some length about Iran.
	El-Ad’s speech was also widely criticised back at home.
	“While our soldiers are preparing to defend Israel’s security, the director-general of B’Tselem chooses to deliver a speech full of lies at the UN in an attempt to help Israel’s enemies,” Netanyahu said in a statement released while the Security Council session was still ongoing. “The conduct of B’Tselem is a disgrace that will be remembered as a brief and fleeting episode in the History of our people.”
	Deputy Minister Michael Oren said El-Ad’s appearance at the Security Council crossed “every red line.”
	“The very fact that it is an Israeli who stands alongside those who seek to destroy us, while the Americans stand on the right side of the State of Israel in the face of those who seek its destruction, only highlights the unbearable situation,” he said. 
‘Big victory for BDS’: Ministers on Court release of student
by Times of Israel
Senior ministers said yesterday (Thursday) that the Supreme Court had handed a victory to anti-Israel activists by ruling against the deportation of a US student accused by the government of supporting boycotts against the Jewish state.
	In making their decision, the panel of three judges ruled that Lara Alqasem was being denied entry to the country due to her political views rather than any activity she is currently engaged in, and that barring her would be unproductive in countering the boycott movement. They noted that should Alqasem engage in boycott activities while in the country, authorities would be able to immediately deport her.
	Strategic Affairs Minister Gilad Erdan decried the decision as a “big victory for BDS.” Erdan, whose ministry is responsible for countering BDS—an acronym of the Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions movement—said in a statement that the ruling “indicates a basic lack of understanding of the nature and methods of the BDS campaign.”
	“This ruling will not weaken our determination to combat BDS,” he vowed. “We will examine the legal criteria in order to ensure that the original intent of the law is maintained. The principle that whoever acts to harm the State of Israel and its citizens should be refused entry must be preserved.”
	Alqasem, 22, had been held at the airport for 15 days after arriving in Israel for a master’s program at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem. The state alleged that Alqasem, who headed the local chapter of the pro-boycott Students for Justice in Palestine group while she was a student at the University of Florida, currently supports the movement to boycott Israel. It said she could fly home at any time, but she chose to battle the entry ban through the courts.
	Following Thursday’s court decision the Population Immigration and Border Authority announced that Alqasem had been released from the detention centre.
	“The court minimized the extremist and anti-Semitic nature of SJP, the organisation of which Alqasem served as president,” Erdan charged in his statement. “Furthermore, the justices essentially ignored the fact that she erased her social media networks to hide her activities before arriving in Israel.
	“Their ruling opens the door for BDS activists to enter the country simply by enrolling in an academic program and declaring that they do not support boycotts at the present moment,” warned Erdan, who is also public security minister.
	In accepting her appeal, the Supreme Court overturned a ruling by a lower court that upheld the ban on her entry under a 2017 law forbidding BDS activists from entering Israel.
	In court, Alqasem insisted that she has not participated in boycott activities for a year and a half, and promised not to engage in BDS in the future. State lawyers argued that Alqasem’s deletion of her social media aroused suspicion and that she remains a threat.
	Justice Neal Hendel, one of three Supreme Court judges who heard the appeal, affirmed in the ruling that while the state has the authority to bar BDS activists from the country, the law was not applicable in Alqasem’s case.
	Interior Minister Aryeh Deri, whose ministry is tasked with enforcing the law, called the ruling a “disgrace.”
	“Where is our national dignity? In the US would she also dare to act against the state and demand to remain and study there? I’ll examine ways to prevent the recurrence of a case like this,” he tweeted.
	Tourism Minister Yariv Levin accused the court of undermining laws passed by the Knesset. “The Supreme Court judges in their disgraceful decision to approve the entry of a boycott Israel activist, are continuing to act against democracy and against clear legislation by the Knesset,” he said in a statement.
	The decision would create a clear path “for boycott activists to enter the country and continue to harm the state,” he warned.
	Opposition MK Tamar Zandberg, who leads the left-wing Meretz party, applauded the Supreme Court for protecting Israel from “thought police.”
	“An important victory in the struggle for Israel as a liberal democracy free of thought police,” she tweeted. “”Sanity saved those who tried to bash their heads against the wall without looking to the sides. This is an important decision that strengthens Israel and Israeli academia, and proves to the whole world that Israel doesn’t behave according to the Erdan’s hysterical trolling.”
Arab Israelis indicted for trying to join Syrian jihadists
by Times of Israel
Two Jaffa residents were indicted Thursday for allegedly attempting to join jihadist groups in Syria in order to receive training that would enable them to carry out terror attacks upon their return to Israel.
	The two, Abed al-Malek Asfur and Adam Abu-Shahada, face terrorism charges over their 2016 trip to Istanbul in a bid to join the al-Qaeda-affiliated al-Nusra Front, one of the jihadist rebel groups still fighting the forces of the Assad regime in the Syrian civil war.
	According to the indictment, filed Thursday in the Tel Aviv Magistrate’s Court, Asfur became interested in Islamic State and al-Nusra in 2013. He made the decision to join al-Nusra in late 2015. In early 2016, he contacted a jihadist operative on Twitter who directed him to another man on the Telegram network.
	Asfur made contact with the Nusra pointman, then appealed to his friend Abu-Shahada to join him. Abu-Shahada agreed.
	The two flew to Istanbul in March 2016 carrying NIS 25,000 ($6,850) in cash. Abu-Shahada declared at the airport he was heading to Istanbul to research academic study opportunities in the city.
	Once in Istanbul, the indictment says, the two purchased warm clothing and sneakers in preparation for the military training they believed they would undergo in Syria. They contacted the Nusra pointman, who promised to contact them within a short time. After many days passed, and their contact failed to respond to several attempts to contact him, Asfur and Abu-Shahada concluded their contact had become unavailable.
	The two returned to Israel.
	The indictment carries multiple charges, including attempting to travel from Israel to Syria, which is illegal under Israel’s “enemy states” law. It also charges Abu-Shahada with lying to the authorities in his declaration at Ben Gurion Airport about seeking to study in Istanbul.
	Comparatively few Arab Israelis have joined jihadist groups in Syria in recent years, with the Islamic State group the most popular among them. But the Shin Bet security service has said it views the possibility of Israeli citizens joining IS to be a “serious security threat.” A few dozen Israeli Arabs from northern Israel have been arrested for alleged links with IS in recent years. Roughly 20 are now believed to be among its ranks in Syria and Iraq.
	In April, prosecutors indicted an Arab Israeli teenager who confessed to trying to join IS, attempting to recruit others, and declaring his willingness to carry out a suicide bombing or drive-by shooting attack on Israeli soldiers near the Defence Ministry headquarters in Tel Aviv.
	Charges were filed against Kamel Abu Amarah, 19, from Jaffa, for contacting an enemy agent as well as membership in a terror group and activities on its behalf, the Justice Ministry said.
	Documents submitted to the Tel Aviv District Court claimed Abu Amarah voluntarily joined the organisation by sending IS operatives a video of himself pledging allegiance to its leader Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi.
	He is also accused of actively working on behalf of the terrorist group as well as trying to recruit more members, including a member of his family and a friend. In addition, prosecutors said, he tried to buy a pistol through an acquaintance he believed had criminal contacts.
	In March, an Arab Israeli man was sentenced to 28 months in prison for trying to join Islamic State.
10-month-old baby and parents killed in crash
by Times of Israel
A 10-month-old baby and her parents were killed Thursday morning when a bus collided head-on with their car near the Dead Sea.
	The victims were later named as Kfir and Shira Avitan, both 28, from the northern city of Katzrin, and their daughter Gaia. They were initially listed as badly injured but were later declared dead at the scene by paramedics from the Magen David Adom ambulance service.
	Fourteen people on the bus, including the driver, were lightly hurt when it struck the Avitans’ vehicle on Route 90 and were taken to Soroka Medical Centre in Beersheba, according to MDA.
	The bus driver was later questioned by police and reportedly said he lost control of the vehicle due to a malfunction in the steering system, which caused the front-left tire to burst.
Dramatic rise in UK Jews seeking German citizenship
by Times of Israel and Agencies
The number of Britons who have requested German citizenship that was robbed from their families by the Nazis has risen from 43 in 2015 to 1,667 last year, with most of those eligible being British Jews.
	Last year, following the 2016 referendum in the United Kingdom to leave the European Union, the number leapt to 1,667 requests, according to figures released by the German interior ministry in response to a parliamentary question.
	Under article 116-2 of the German constitution, former Germans who lost their citizenship on “political, racial or religious grounds” between the day Adolf Hitler became chancellor on January 30, 1933 and Germany’s surrender on May 8, 1945, can ask to have their citizenship reinstated.
	According to the German government, the group “mainly includes German Jews” and members of critical political parties at the time. The legal provision is also open to descendants of those who were persecuted and sought safe haven abroad.
	The report also comes following a poll last month that showed 40 percent of British Jews would “seriously consider emigrating” if Labour Party leader Jeremy Corbyn became prime minister.
	Under article 116-2 of the German constitution, former Germans who lost their citizenship on “political, racial or religious grounds” between the day Adolf Hitler became chancellor on January 30, 1933 and Germany’s surrender on May 8, 1945, can ask to have their citizenship reinstated. The legal provision is also open to descendants of those who were persecuted and sought safe haven abroad.
	According to the German government, the group “mainly includes German Jews” and members of critical political parties at the time.
	The UK famously saved thousands of Jewish children in the Kindertransport operation. It rescued almost 10,000 Jewish children, mostly unaccompanied by their parents, from Nazi-occupied Germany, Austria, Poland and Czechoslovakia. Children were placed in British foster families, schools or hostels all over the country. The transports ended with the outbreak of war in September 1939.
	Apart from Brexit concerns, UK Jewry has been rocked by rising anti-Semitism, specifically in the main opposition party.
	Religious hate crimes in England and Wales increased by 40% in the past year, according to a report from England’s Home Office. At least 12% of those attacks targeted Jews even though they make up only 0.5% of the population.
	There has also been a slight rise in aliyah to Israel from the United Kingdom between January 1 and September 1 this year; immigration increased by a mere 7%, to 371 newcomers, an interim report by the Jewish Agency for Israel showed.
	The crisis over anti-Semitism in the Labour Party—including its failure to fully adopt the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance‘s (IHRA) definition of anti-Semitism until last month—has caused a major schism within its ranks and led Jews to express fears over their future in the country.
	Corbyn says anti-Semitism has no place in the Labour Party, but he has been roundly criticised over reports of rampant anti-Jewish prejudice, for his own allegedly anti-Semitic statements and activities, and for not backing the IHRA definition of anti-Semitism.
	The Jewish Chronicle poll found that 38.53% of Jews would “seriously consider emigrating” if Corbyn became prime minister. He leads the main opposition party, and it is considered a realistic possibility that Labour could unseat Theresa May’s governing Conservative Party in a future general election.
	In January 2015, months before Corbyn became party leader, a similar poll—which was conducted following Paris’s January 7 Charlie Hebdo massacre and subsequent January 9 Jewish HyperCacher supermarket murders—found that only 11% of British Jews were considering leaving the UK, the Chronicle said.
	The poll of 710 Jews was carried out by Survation from August 13 and September 4, 2018,a period when several past speeches hostile to Israel and Zionism by the Labour leader were revealed, as was the fact that he laid a wreath at a Tunisia cemetery where Palestinian terrorists involved in the 1972 Munich Olympics massacre are buried.
	Labour’s National Executive Committee adopted the provisions of the IHRA definition of anti-Semitism, together with a vague and controversial caveat declaring that the commitment to the IHRA definition “will not in any way undermine freedom of expression on Israel or the rights of Palestinians.”
	Corbyn, however, sought to further dilute the significance of adopting the IHRA definition, by having the meeting also approve a statement declaring that it should not “be regarded as anti-Semitic to describe Israel, its policies or the circumstances around its foundation as racist.” His proposal found no support and was not voted on.
New Jerusalem museum on origins of Christianity
by Maya Margit, The Media Line
Hidden behind a stone wall in Jerusalem’s Old City is a museum housing precious artifacts dating back thousands of years. The Terra Sancta Museum’s newly-reopened archaeological wing displays objects depicting how Jesus might have lived 2,000 years ago.
	Located on the Via Dolorosa near the Monastery of the Flagellation, where Jesus is believed to have been flogged by Roman soldiers, the museum features coins, mosaics, and unique inscriptions from biblical times. One of the highlights of the collection is a rare half-shekel coin minted by the Jews who revolted against the Romans in 66 CE.
	Most of the items on display were collected by the Franciscan friars over the centuries and the museum itself was founded by the Custody of the Holy Land, the Franciscan authority that oversees the Catholic Church’s properties in Israel, Jordan, Lebanon and Cyprus.
	Although the archaeological wing is already open to the public, construction is ongoing.
	“We succeeded in opening just part of the new museum,” Father Eugenio Alliata, director of the museum, related to The Media Line. “We hope to be completed in maybe two years. We want people to understand that the life of Jesus is connected to this land.”
	Restoring the museum, which is built atop the ruined remains of Crusader and Mamluk structures, was no easy feat.
	“Part of the museum dates back to 1902 and then we have a part that is much older and that probably dates back to the time of Jesus,” Sara Cibin, the project director of the museum, told The Media Line. “We also have some Byzantine and some Crusader remains.”
	Though it mainly focuses on the origins of Christianity, the museum is also geared toward non-Christian visitors who wish to learn more about daily life in the Holy Land thousands of years ago.
	“The time of the life of Jesus is interesting not only for Christians, but also for Jews as part of what they call the Second Temple period,” Father Alliata explained. “It is interesting also for Muslims because Jesus is one of their prophets. We think that the figure of Jesus will be an attraction for everybody.”
The Arab refugees deal that disappeared
by Eldad Beck, Israel Hayom
Kobby Barda couldn't believe what he was seeing. While researching the establishment of the American Israel Public Affairs Committee under the auspices of the Ruderman Program for American Jewish Studies at the University of Haifa, Barda found his way to the personal archive of one Isaiah Leo "Si" Kenen, a Canadian-born lawyer, journalist and philanthropist who was one of the founders of the pro-Israel lobby.
	Among the many documents that record in detail Kenen's work in the first years of Israel's existence as a state, Barda discovered a lost chapter in the History of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. At the start of the 1950s, in addition to pouring money into the Marshall Plan to rehabilitate Europe after World War II, the US decided to provide money to Arab states and Israel so they could find a solution to the refugee problem created by the 1948 War of Independence.
	The American aid earmarked to solve the issue of Middle East refugees was supposed to have been split evenly between Israel and the Arab states, with each side receiving $50 million to build infrastructure to absorb refugees. The money to take in the Arab refugees was handed over to the UN agency founded to address the issue of Palestinian refugees, and the Americans gave Arab countries another $53 million for "technical cooperation." In effect, the Arab side received double the money given to Israel, even though Israel took in more refugees, including ones from Arab nations—Jews who had been displaced by the regional upheavals. The amount Congress allocated to provide for Middle East refugees—Jewish and Arab—at the request of then-President Harry Truman was equal to $1.5 billion today.
	"When I saw the documents, I was in complete shock," Barda says.
	"The US undertook to fund a solution to the refugee problem in the Middle East. A message Harry S. Truman sent Congress explicitly says that this is where the matter ends. It was a commitment the president made in a letter to convince Congress to vote for the aid bill. In other words, an important chapter in the History of the conflict has been lost, simply swept away by History. The people who worked on it aren't alive anymore, and there's no one who will put it back on the table. Now, when the Trump Administration is coming up with new ideas to solve the conflict and address the refugee issue, the information takes on new relevance.
	"In hindsight, the Americans have already paid to have the Palestinian refugees accommodated, but they are still defined as refugees and still living in refugee camps. Israel, on the other hand, has taken in [Jewish] refugees from Iraq, Yemen, Syria, Libya, Tunisia, Egypt, Morocco, given them citizenship, and ended the matter. In Jordan, where most of the Palestinian refugees wound up and which signed the aid deal with the US—unlike Syria, which refused—there are still Palestinian refugee camps. This is the asymmetry that has been created in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, and it's very important to the historical narrative and to any future attempt to reach an agreement," Barda explains.
	The decision to send aid to the Middle East to solve the double refugee problem was the result of an Israeli initiative. The young Jewish state urgently needed foreign aid to confront the many challenges it was facing. One option was to appeal to the US, both because of its size and because of the influence of the American Jewish community. To promote the idea, Israel asked to establish a pro-Israel lobby in Washington. Then-Israeli Ambassador to the UN Abba Eban suggested that Kenen—who served as spokesman for the Israeli delegation—to travel to Washington and work with the American authorities.
	The need for a congressional lobby was born out of the Israeli embassy's failed efforts to convince the State Department to provide Israel with a grant, despite the support of President Truman. Truman tried to convince his cabinet that American foreign aid laws allowed him to move up to 10% of all foreign aid grants, meaning that the money for the Middle East would be taken out of the Marshall Plan for Europe. But then-Secretary of State Dean Acheson was a vigorous opponent of the idea of the US sending aid to Israel.
	Thus it was decided to hand the decision over to Congress, even though there were still obstacles to its passage. Eban wanted Congress to pass an aid law specifically for Israel. Kenen, as head of the new pro-Israel lobby, thought that the best way to secure aid for Israel would be by expanding the Marshall Plan to the Middle East and make it part of the humanitarian framework to address the post-war refugee problem as a whole.
	"Abba Eban wanted his law to be included in the refugee aid bill. Kenen and others, including some in Congress, told him, 'With all due respect, you're wrong.' The bills presented to Congress in 1951 included a bill to send Israel aid to take in refugees. It was the first and last time that any mechanism was established for the Jewish refugees," Barda says.
American economic interests
	"To avoid creating the impression that [the US] was trying to provide aid to Israel alone, Kenen said, 'Let's attach it to the Marshall Plan, include the Arab countries, and break down the opposition in the State Department.' The US State Department has objected to the establishment of Israel as well as to giving it any money. In the end, the aid bill passed, because they managed to convince the same government operatives that the lion's share of the aid was going to Arab states. Israel was only mentioned in passing, in half a sentence. Congressman Abraham Ribicoff Connecticut [who would later become a cabinet secretary under President John F. Kennedy] even argued that it was a terrible mistake to put Israel's name in the bill. The idea was to soften the State Department objection through simultaneously sending aid to Arab countries, and it became the historic basis of that same deal," Barda says.
	In May 1952, Truman sent a message to Congress explaining the importance of passing a law for international aid and laying out his vision for the Middle East. Truman said that Israel and the Arab countries needed a regional approach to basic problems of economic development, which he called "vital" to easing existing tensions that were mainly the result of a satisfactory solution to the refugee problem.
	Truman said that the aid he was proposing for Arab nations would allow them to produce more food and develop their water infrastructures, whereas the aid to Israel would help the young state sustain its economy in a crucial time of national development. Moreover, the president argued, aiding Arab refugees from Israel would serve three purposes: It would help their new home countries; strengthen the countries where they settled; and help Israel and the Arab countries by eliminating the refugee problem, which he said presented a "serious threat" to peace in the region.
	Barda sees this as an enormous miss for Israeli foreign policy and public diplomacy.
	"This information completely changes the perspective on the matter of [the Palestinians'] right of return. There are two nascent sides, both of whom a rich uncle agreed to pay so they could solve their problems about the refugees once and for all, just like what happened in the population exchanges between Greece and Turkey after World War I, and in the spirit of the action taken to rehome the German refugees in central and eastern Europe, who after World War II were returned to Germany, partly through the Marshall Plan. Both sides received hefty sums of money and were told: take compensation and let's move on," Barda says.
	"Israel took in refugees from Arab countries and didn't perpetuate their status by giving them any different status [here]. Arab counties didn't do that—even though it was clear that the Americans had given them the money so they could feed the refugees, develop agriculture, provide housing and employment for them—in addition to the aid that was transferred directly to the UN Relief and Works Agency.
	"If today [US President] Donald Trump really wants to make a move toward creating a mechanism of compensation for the refugees, particularly with Jordan, where most of them live, he can take into account that any additional compensation will in effect be superfluous. This story could be a very powerful card to play, as Jordan and other countries have already received money to take in refugees," Barda says.
	The documents Barda found in Kenen's archive show that just before the aid plan was passed, another obstacle popped up. A congressman from South Carolina put together a coalition to block any aid to Israel. After returning from a tour of Jericho, Gaza and Jerusalem, where he witnessed the distress of the Palestinian refugees, he decided that there was no reason to send American aid to Israel. Nevertheless, his gambit failed, and the bill passed in the House of Representatives in a vote of 146:65. The decision to bundle American aid to Israel in with aid to Arab states turned out to be the right one. The aid bill passed in the Senate, as well, and became law.
An exclusive agency for the Palestinians
	Only a few days before the law passed, Deputy Secretary of State George McGhee addressed the Senate and told legislators that the regional economic plan included three parts: direct aid to Arab countries, direct aid to Israel, and helping the UN coordinate the matter of refugees from Arab countries.
	Barda says that this is exactly the idea Kenen was pushing for in the first place.
	"UNRWA was established in 1949, started operating in 1950, and in 1960 declared that its work was done. But then, under pressure from Arab countries, it was decided to extend its mandate. It's a unique organisation because there is a high commission in the UN that deals with refugees from all over the world, and a special authority established to handle only the Palestinian issue. On the other hand, no one established any agency for Jewish refugees in Israel.
	"The American aid plan rebalances the historical narrative. The US undertook to pay both sides to put an end to the refugee issue. Israel also played a part in the equation. There was drama the entire time it took to get the aid approved, which was the first US foreign aid to Israel. They were always trying to cut down the amount. This story doesn't exist in History books. In contemporary journalism, it is mentioned offhand. Kenen's archive opened my eyes and let me see the full picture and understand what happened and why it provides us with a lot of armor," Barda says.
Peace plan: ‘Path to change’ for Gaza
by Jason Greenblatt, Jerusalem Post
This Administration vehemently opposes everything Hamas, a terrorist organisation that targets and hides behind innocents, stands for. But, judging by Yahya Sinwar’s interview published on October 5, 2018, it would appear that he agrees with the Administration’s position on some things: we agree that Palestinian children should have every opportunity to become doctors or pursue any other profession they choose and we agree that they should be able to see “what the world looks like on the other side.” We share the desire to see a thriving economy in Gaza with jobs for all those who strive to work. We both understand that war will not bring a better life to Palestinians in Gaza; in fact it will create more misery, suffering, and loss for all.
	We completely disagree, however, on how to bring that better life to Palestinians. Hamas chooses terrorism, rationalizing violence as a means of achieving their political objectives. But even Mr. Sinwar points out, this has no chance of succeeding. Hamas will never defeat Israel, and each rocket, flaming swastika-displaying kite, and terror tunnel brings Gaza closer to destruction, not to prosperity.
	In that same vein, the old tactic of threating violence to elicit international aid has failed. The United States, as we have said many times, cares for the Palestinian people and wants to help, but we will not empower a regime that launches attacks on Israeli kindergartens. The threats and violent behaviour of Hamas prevent the international community from being able to ease the humanitarian situation in Gaza.The rocket attacks from Gaza on October 17, which hit Israeli homes and closed schools in Be’er Sheva once again have set back the world’s efforts to better the lives of Palestinians in Gaza.
	Hamas must realize that the world has passed it by. The civilized world does not accept violence and terrorism as a legitimate form of resistance. Hamas must renounce these tactics and admit that Gaza needs help it cannot provide. It needs the Palestinian Authority (working with countries willing to help) to establish strong institutions and provide services to the populace. Gaza needs international engagement and support to keep the lights on and to bring safe drinking water, and it needs the United States to help Palestinians and Israelis find a way to achieve a comprehensive and lasting peace.
	If, as Mr. Sinwar says, Hamas wants Gaza to be like Singapore or Dubai, it’s time for its actions to align with that goal. Hamas needs to embrace change, to embrace the values Mr. Sinwar professes to revere: democracy, pluralism, cooperation, human rights, and freedom. These do not exist in Gaza. There’s no question that violence, corruption, and suppression of freedom of speech are completely inconsistent with these values under any circumstances. These are also completely inconsistent with the peace agreement we are trying to develop. How is Hamas helping its youth realize their vast potential? Peace will give the youth an opportunity to develop their talents, which Mr. Sinwar rightly points out are stifled by the situation in Gaza.
	Palestinians in Gaza have suffered growing hardship and poverty since Hamas seized power. If Hamas no longer wants to be regarded as an armed terrorist organisation, we and others around the world have made it clear what Hamas’ next steps must be: renounce violence, recognise Israel, and accept previous agreements. Show the world Hamas actually cares for the Palestinians and allow the Palestinian Authority to return so that all Palestinians can be united under one leadership. Commit to peace and the improvement of Palestinian lives.
	If Mr. Sinwar’s interview was more than a marketing stunt, if Hamas genuinely wants change and peace with its neighbours, the peace plan that the Trump Administration is developing will offer a path to a change that will be the most significant gift Mr. Sinwar could ever give to his children and the children that he and Hamas claim to care for. If Mr. Sinwar’s words were just a clumsy ploy to garner attention and sympathy and distract from Hamas’ own failings, nothing will change. Hamas will continue to drive Gaza from one dreadful cycle to another.
Jason D. Greenblatt is an Assistant to the President and Special Representative for International Negotiations.
Strategy: A draw with Hamas is unsatisfactory
by David M. Weinberg, Jerusalem Post
For seven months, Hamas has led attacks on Israel’s border with Gaza, beginning with weekly civilian marches that have turned into daily hardcore terror attacks on IDF troops and attempts to infiltrate civilian border towns. Not to mention the 1200 hectares of forests and thousands more of agricultural fields that have been burned to a crisp by the incendiary balloon attack campaign. And now, renewed rocket attacks on Israeli cities.
	Short of a full-scale military campaign to re-conquer the Gaza Strip and crush Hamas—something that would entail enormous casualties on both sides and thus isn’t in the offing—there is no simple solution to the Hamas challenge.
	The most that Israel can do is frequently “mow the grass” to degrade enemy capabilities and deter Hamas for extended periods of time. And in fact, Israel has been forced into three rounds of warfare since Hamas overthrew the Palestinian Authority and conquered the Gaza Strip in 2007.
	Prof. Efraim Inbar and Dr Eitan Shamir argue that in a situation of protracted conflict against an implacable, well-entrenched, non-state enemy like Hamas, the use of force cannot be intended to attain impossible political goals, but it is rather a strategy of attrition designed to temporarily deter the enemy and bring about periods of quiet along Israel’s borders.
	Just like mowing your front lawn, this is constant hard work. If you fail to do so, weeds grow wild and snakes begin to slither around in the brush. So too, reducing enemy capabilities and ambitions in Gaza requires Israeli military readiness and government willingness to use force intermittently, while maintaining a healthy and resilient Israeli home front despite repeated military offensives. “This is frustrating to Israelis,” Prof. Inbar says. “But a war of attrition against Hamas is probably our fate for the long term, and we will quite frequently need to strike Gaza in order to keep the enemy off balance.”
	The question is whether Israel used enough force in the 2014 Operation Protective Edge and inflicted enough pain on the enemy to purchase a sizable chunk of time as respite before the next round of “mowing the grass.” And if Israel gets dragged into another round of intense warfare with Hamas this weekend or next, we need to ask whether the cabinet will authorise enough force to beat down Hamas for an even longer period going forward. A draw with Hamas is strategically unsatisfactory.
	In 2014, the IDF destroyed about 3,000 of 9,000 rockets that Hamas was estimated to have in its possession prior to the conflict. The less than 200 Palestinians killed in the Protective Edge air bombing campaign were meaningless to Hamas; tragically, this is not a significant number from a Hamas perspective. Nor did the physical destruction of homes and facilities wrought by Israel’s bombings frighten Hamas either.
	Worst of all, Hamas senior political and military leadership cadres were largely untouched. They survived the war just fine, hiding underground. The “most powerful military in the Middle East”—the IDF—failed to successfully target Hamas’ decision-makers.
	And in the process, Hamas showed that it can force five million Israelis into shelters and target almost every square centimeter of this country. It was only Israeli technological ingenuity (Iron Dome) and a well-disciplined and truly resilient Israeli home front that prevented serious loss of life in Israel.
	On the plus side of the ledger, Israel managed 50 days of warfare against Hamas without bringing about a larger regional conflagration. Hezbollah did not open a second front against Israel, and the West Bank remained mostly quiet too.
	Since then, Israel’s defences against Hamas terror attack tunnels and missile attacks have greatly improved, as has the readiness of IDF ground forces. The IDF and IAF are better equipped than ever with tactical communications systems, exact targeting systems, accurate field intelligence, outstanding cyber abilities and robotic weapons, alongside world-leading air and naval platforms. Obama administration in 2014. This is critically important to Israel when entering a security campaign that will inevitably engender diplomatic pressures.
	This means that if Hamas doesn’t back down fast—and perhaps the Egyptian mediators might yet broker a deal for quiet—Israel is ready for an even fiercer campaign, involving pinpoint commando operations and targeted assassinations. The IDF can pounce with crushing blows, without conducting a full-scale ground invasion.
	Of course, such tough military action will raise international hackles, with the EU and other incessant critics snorting about the unacceptable use of “disproportionate force” by Israel, who will have to rebuff such a reproach. The demand for “proportionality” in military conflict seems to be a nonsensical special law cynically applied only to Israel—as if Israel was in a sportsmanlike joust with Hamas.
	And EU hectoring about proportionality? Do EU governments demand proportionate response from their police SWAT forces when they hunt down homegrown terrorists and airport bombers in Paris, Brussels and Marseilles?
	Moreover, these are the same politicians who haven’t been moved to outrage over Syrian or Iranian atrocities at any time during the past decade, and who celebrated Obama’s disastrous deal with Iran as a great achievement. They get truly self-righteous and especially angry only when Israel is involved in a military altercation. The temerity and hypocrisy of such critics is simply astounding.
	I really don’t want to hear diplomatic prattle about the “inexcusable use of force on both sides.” There is no comparison between Hamas’ gratuitous use of force and Israel’s necessary and judicious use of force. It is profane to equate Hamas’ abuse of civilians in revving-up violence with Israel’s desire to avoid violence and its care to discriminate between terrorist agitators and civilian protesters.
	It is particularly vexing that those in the international community who insist on the importance of the 1967 lines seem to sympathize with attempts to rupture that same line around Gaza. What is Western support for “Israel’s right to exist within secure and recognised borders” worth—if those borders cannot be defended?!
	And why would Israel even consider West Bank withdrawals if it has no support for a robust defence of those shrunken borders? What if hundreds of thousands of Palestinians try the border rushing and crossing tricks around Jerusalem or in Samaria overlooking Tel Aviv?
	In sum, Israel need not apologise for defending itself vigorously against Hamas’ tunnels, rockets, missiles, marches, incendiary balloons and airborne bombs; nor for the targeting of Hamas leaders; nor for the tragic but unavoidable deaths of Palestinians civilians behind whom Hamas fighters are purposefully hiding.
The author is vice president of the Jerusalem Institute for Strategic Studies,.
Dilemma: Mowing the lawn in Gaza
by Caroline B. Glick, Jerusalem Post
Wednesday night, the security cabinet convened to discuss the Hamas regime in Gaza’s escalating war against Israel. The current round of war began seven months ago when Hamas terror bosses ordered Gaza residents to the border with Israel. The declared purpose of the mass gatherings was to destroy Israel in what Hamas referred to as “the march of return.” Hamas leaders Yahya Sinwar and Ismail Haniyeh promised they would hold a press conference on the embers of destroyed Israeli border communities in short order.
	The “march,” of course, never happened. What came instead has been seven months of unremitting terror. Tens of thousands of acres of farmland and nature preserves have been scorched and destroyed by arson kites and balloons sent over the border from Gaza. Kibbutzim and townships have been subjected to intermittent rocket and missile attacks interspersed with incendiary kites and balloons that have fallen in school yards, on private homes and in the middle of playgrounds filled with children.
	And then, in the early morning hours on Wednesday, Hamas shot a missile into Beersheba and another toward Tel Aviv. The missile in Beersheba destroyed a family home. A family of four avoided death through the heroic efforts of the mother, who dragged her sleeping children into their bomb shelter moments before the missile destroyed their house.
	The missile shot toward central Israel landed in the Mediterranean Sea.
	For seven months, the government has been subjected to continuous criticism for avoiding any major response to Hamas’s unrelenting aggression. And for seven months, Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and Defence Minister Avigdor Liberman have promised to hit Hamas hard while acceding to the IDF General Staff’s position that Israel should do as little as possible militarily and try to bribe Hamas into standing down by increasing humanitarian aid to Gaza.
	Why has the government responded so weakly to Hamas’s assaults and what can we expect to happen, going forward in the wake of the security cabinet’s meeting Wednesday night? What does the situation in Gaza tell us about the future of the Palestinian Authority in Judea and Samaria, and about Israel’s options moving forward in relation to both groups of Palestinians?
	To understand the government’s dilemma, we need to first understand what we’re dealing with in Gaza and what Israel’s options are, realistically, for shaping the situation on the ground in a manner that will improve the safety and security of Israel.
	For the past 13 years, since Israel abandoned Gaza and destroyed its communities in the area, Gaza has been a quasi-independent state. Since January 2006, when Hamas won the elections to the Palestinian legislature, the terror group has been the most powerful and most popular force in Gaza—and arguably in Judea and Samaria as well.
	Moreover, if Hamas were toppled tomorrow, it wouldn’t be replaced by a peaceful regime. It has no moderate opponents. As The Jerusalem Post’s Khaled Abu Toameh has reported, the second most powerful force in Gaza is the Islamic Jihad terror group. Hamas is controlled by Qatar, Turkey and Iran. Since it was established in 1988 by Iran’s Revolutionary Guard Corps, Islamic Jihad has been a wholly owned proxy of Tehran. Pick your poison.
	There is a long-term way to topple Hamas or at least to gut its power. Were Egypt to open its border with Gaza, hundreds of thousands of Gazans would emigrate out of the region. Hundreds of thousands more would work in the underpopulated northern Sinai. Such a situation would leave Hamas with no economic leverage over the population and consequently with much reduced military capabilities to pursue its eternal war against the Jewish state.
	Unfortunately, as things stand, Egypt remains adamant in its opposition to any suggestion that it permit the Gaza Strip to merge economically—let alone politically—with the Sinai. Perhaps the US can convince Egyptian President Abdel Fattah al-Sisi to change his mind and integrate Gaza’s economy into Egypt’s economy. But Israel is in no position to do so.
	Which brings us back to the security cabinet.
	Frustrated by the harsh criticism he has received as a consequence of his feeble response to Hamas’s new round of aggression over the past seven months, and fearful of the electoral consequences of his appearance as weak and flaccid, this week Liberman said the time has come to hit Hamas hard. He reportedly offered a plan to achieve his goal Wednesday night. His colleagues reportedly rejected Liberman’s plan in favour of other options offered by the IDF.
	The cabinet ministers’ reported rejection of Liberman’s plan makes sense. Because the fact is that Israel’s options in relation to Gaza are very limited.
	If Israel tried to retake control over Gaza, as exasperated politicians sometimes recommend, it would never stop paying the price for the move. Even if Israel had the ground forces to undertake such an operation without leaving northern Israel vulnerable to aggression from Iran and its proxies in Lebanon and Syria, the cost of conquering Gaza in blood and treasure would be prohibitive, and in the absence of any moderate force on the ground that could eventually take over, Israel would be stuck ruling over a hateful population until it finally abandoned Gaza again and another terror group took over.
	Israel’s Left, along with its protean chorus of partners in the West, insist that the only way to “solve” the situation in Gaza is to replace the Hamas regime with a regime led by the PLO-controlled Palestinian Authority in Judea and Samaria. That would be the regime that Hamas ousted in a bloody and swift rout in June 2007.
	There are two problems with this claim, and they point to Israel’s larger quandary with regard to the PA regime in Judea and Samaria.
	The first problem is that the PA would never be able to take over because it has no power base in Gaza. If Israel or Egypt tried to install them, at best the PA officials would be nothing more than front men for Hamas.
	The second problem with bringing the PA into Gaza is that there is no evidence it would be any less extreme than Hamas.
	During the two years the PA controlled independent Gaza, following Israel’s abandonment of the area in August 2005, it militarised the Gaza Strip in an unprecedented way. Rocket, mortar and missile attacks against Israel became a daily event. Most of the missiles were shot by Fatah cells loyal to the PA.
	In Judea and Samaria, the PA runs an autonomous regime in the Palestinian population centers. Like Hamas, the PA regime has done nothing to develop its economy. It has squandered hundreds of millions of dollars in international assistance to line the pockets of its corrupt leaders and pay off their cronies.
	As it did in Gaza between 1996 and 2002, the PA militarised the areas of Judea and Samaria that it controlled. Israel only demilitarised the Palestinian areas in response to the PA-directed terror war that was launched in September 2000.
	The only reason Israel is not facing the same situation in Judea and Samaria as it faces in Gaza is because its military forces have controlled the areas since 2004.
	Which brings us back to Wednesday night’s security cabinet meeting.
	In their meeting Wednesday night, as in all their meetings regarding Gaza, the ministers had very limited options. All they can really decide is what level of military force to order the IDF to use against Hamas and what level of humanitarian aid to order the IDF to permit to enter into Gaza.
	According to media reports, the cabinet decided Wednesday night to “change the rules of the game” in relation to Hamas, and particularly in relation to its riots along the border every Friday afternoon. What this means remains to be seen.
	Perhaps the IDF will assert control over the security perimeter it controlled on the Gaza side of the border until the end of 2012. Israel abandoned its security perimeter, which was 300 meters wide, and permitted Gazans to farm along the border fence, (and so set the conditions for Hamas’s current border aggression) in the framework of cease-fire talks at the end of Operation Pillar of Defence—the mini-war it fought against Hamas in 2012. Such a move would certainly constitute a significant improvement over the current situation.
	Perhaps Israel will carry out major air assaults that could destroy a significant number of Hamas’s missile and mortar stocks. Perhaps Israel could retaliate for Wednesday’s missile strike by destroying the homes of Hamas leaders.
	Whatever it does, and whatever military moves Israel makes, the fact is that Israel cannot end the menace it faces from Hamas. It can and should weaken Hamas’s war-fighting capability and perhaps intimidate Hamas leaders into cooling their jets for a few months or a year or two. But the next round will come whenever Hamas decides to open one and Israel will be forced to respond again.
	As for Judea and Samaria, Israel has no reason to be concerned about who is in charge and to what degree they are in charge in the Palestinian population centers so long as Israel retains overall security control of the area. We don’t have a dog in the fight. None of the possible successors to Mahmoud Abbas or to his kleptocratic PA are any better than he is. And none of them are significantly worse.
	The main strategic takeaway from Gaza and from Judea and Samaria is that there is no solution, military or Otherwise to the Palestinians’ never-ending war against the Jewish state.
	All Israel can do is secure its control over what it already controls by, among other things, applying its law to Area C, and use military force to limit the Palestinians’ ability to attack its civilians and its territory.
	The coming days and weeks may and should see a significant escalation in IDF offensive strikes against Hamas targets in Gaza. But no matter how successful they may or may not be, they shouldn’t be seen as anything more than a military version of mowing the lawn. And just as grass grows back, so Hamas will rebuild its strength. Israel’s challenge is not to uproot the grass, but to maintain the capability to keep it as short as possible.
	Who knows? Maybe one day the Palestinians will get tired of fighting and there will be peace.
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