Family and Friends shalom            Feb 12, 2010 (28 Sh'vat 5770)
 


"Totalitarian tyranny does not arise out of the virtues of the totalitarians but from the failings of democrats"  Albert Camus 
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7) J Street to 'expand notion of pro-Israel'
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Israel is also blamed for Iraq ….
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Only Israel; everyone else is perfect.  Did you know that the Jordanians stripped the citizenship of 3000 Jordanians of Palestinian origin for the sake of demographic balance?    There are more examples in this article.
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This is not a joke!!!!   CBRN = chemical, biological, radiological, and nuclear.
11) The NIF Controversy and Democracy 

 

Democracy is precious, but should not become suicidal. We must find ways of protecting the democratic "freedom of speech", but it has to be done responsible. The New Israel Fund has the right to express their views, but to participate in the Goldstone Report or help/encourage foreign governments to prosecute Israeli officials – that's going too far.
12) Keeping food safe from farm to fork   
13) Israel Ambassador Oren Defends Free Speech at UC Irvine
University officials should begin expelling students who do not allow "free speech".
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http://sites.google.com/site/mtevansco/Home/elazar-distribution---archive-1 


1)    Hizbullah is not the IRA         (full text)  
 

Islamist groups have invited a whole set of analogies purportedly aimed at better explaining them and how best to deal with them. One such analogy that has gained currency in recent years is the oft-encountered comparison between Islamist groups and the Irish Republican Army.

The point of the comparison is to show that as the IRA was purportedly co-opted through dialogue, the same method can be applied to other armed organizations as well. …. Indeed, the British are currently pursuing this policy with Hezbollah - and going nowhere.

The argument has just been trotted out again in a rather fantastical and factually handicapped piece by Steven Simon and Jonathan Stevenson on the Foreign Affairs Web site.  …. One "similarity," they contend, is that both Hizbullah and the IRA have "political wings." But this is misleading, not least of all because Hizbullah rejects and ridicules the proposition that it has a "political wing" separate from a "military" one. ….in an interview with The Los Angeles Times last spring, Hizbullah's deputy secretary general, Naim Qassem, dismissed the supposed dichotomy outright. "All political, social and jihad work is tied to the decisions of this leadership," he said. "The same leadership that directs the parliamentary and government work also leads jihad actions."  …. Hizbullah sees involvement in politics as serving its broader, regional, agenda: "resistance."

…..to make the case that engagement in peaceful dialogue is what leads to moderation and disarmament is to distort the historical record regarding the IRA as well. The British did not bring the IRA "in from the cold" through peaceful talks with its "political wing." Rather they forced them to the table after infiltrating their ranks and cultivating informers even in the top echelons of the movement. Information from these informers was secretly passed to Loyalist paramilitary forces who used it to target IRA members extra-judicially. … It was not the Brits but the IRA that initiated talks when its armed struggle had reached a stalemate.

…. Instead of finding itself cornered by its local rivals, Hizbullah has used its weapons to extract powerful political concessions, neutralize the unfavorable result of democratic elections and impose its priorities on its adversaries and the Lebanese government.

Why is Simon and Stevenson's article riddled with so many errors and misconceptions?....The proper answer of course is that Hizbullah does not want to disarm since it makes no sense for it to do so, neither from a pragmatic perspective nor an ideological one.
 
The issue here is not sloppiness, but a chronic ailment afflicting Western writing on the Middle East, as what appears to be analysis is often something else entirely. Simon (who was recently in Lebanon at the invitation of the New Opinion Group) and Stevenson are not writing about Hizbullah or Lebanon, but Washington.

….NSC staff's counterterrorism czar, John Brennan, who has publicly implied an acceptance of the "political vs. military wing" dichotomy in Hizbullah, claiming that the "political wing" allegedly denounces the violence of the "military wing."
 
Thankfully, when it comes to Hizbullah, as evident from the State Department's quick rejection (see below) of Brennan's views, there is more sobriety in Washington than in the poor Foreign Affairs article, or in the British Foreign Office for that matter.

Tony Badran is a research fellow with the Center for Terrorism Research at the Foundation for Defense of Democracies.
QUESTION: President Obama’s chief counterterrorism advisor John Brennan has said yesterday that Hezbollah started out as purely a terrorist organization back in the early ‘80s and that it has evolved significantly over time. He added that, “I am pleased to see that a lot of Hezbollah individuals are, in fact, renouncing their type of terrorism and violence and are trying to participate in the political process in a very legitimate fashion.” Can you elaborate on this issue? Have you changed your policy toward Hezbollah and have you started to differentiate between its military and political wings? 
MR. WOOD: Let me be very clear: Hezbollah is a terrorist organization. U.S. policy toward Hezbollah has not changed. We do not make any distinction between the political and military wings. And that is our policy. Until Hezbollah decides that it’s going to change and stop carrying out the acts of terrorism and other acts that are causing instability in the region, there’s no reason for our policy to change.

QUESTION: And how do you make the distinction between that and what Mr. Brennan said?

MR. WOOD: Well, I haven’t seen a transcript of his remarks, but what I can tell you is what U.S. policy is with regard to Hezbollah.

QUESTION: But he seemed to say that there were some moderate elements that might be changing there, too.

MR. WOOD: Well, that remains to be seen whether there are or not. I’m not an expert on Hezbollah and the inner workings of that terrorist organization. But what I can tell you is that our policy has not changed.

QUESTION: But he differentiated between the two wings, between political and terrorists.

MR. WOOD: Well, our policy, the U.S. Government policy, remains the same with regard to – I haven’t seen the remarks, but I’m sure that he was not saying that the United States makes a clear distinction between those two branches, because we do not. 

QUESTION: But it certainly was opening up the door to the possibility that if certain members of Hezbollah were to renounce violence that the United States could do business with it.

MR. WOOD: Well, again, without seeing his remarks, I mean, it appears that he may have been speculating on what may happen if Hezbollah does this or that. But Hezbollah has not done this or that. They are still a force of instability in the region. And as a result, our policy has not changed.

QUESTION: Are you sure there’s not a different opinion between the White House and the State Department on this? Because this is an advisor of President Obama that’s talking about how, you know, there could be certain members of Hezbollah that are changing their tune, and he found it an encouraging sign.

MR. WOOD: Well, that’s – again, there is – our policy is very clear on Hezbollah. The question of whether or not there are people inside of that organization that may want to take a different approach, a different track, change their stripes, that could very well be. I don’t know. But in terms of dealing with Hezbollah as an organization, it is still a Foreign Terrorist Organization. It is, as I said, a force of instability in the region. And our policy has not changed. 


2) American Ex-convicts In Yemen Pose 'Significant Threat'      (full text)
U.S. Worried About Three Dozen Criminals Who Converted to Islam in Prison, Most from New York

As many as three dozen criminals who converted to Islam in American prisons have moved to Yemen where they could pose a "significant threat" to attack the U.S., according to a report on al Qaeda from the Senate Foreign Relations Committee to be released Wednesday. …."The group seeks to recruit American citizens to carry out terrorist attacks in the United States,"  … a group of "nearly 10 non-Yemeni Americans who traveled to Yemen, converted to Islam, became fundamentalists and married Yemeni women so they could remain in the country." ….
….Federal agents broke up a plot in August, 2005 to attack Jewish sites in Los Angeles that they say was hatched inside Folsom Prison by militant Black Muslims who had sworn allegiance to a violent jihad….. "anything is possible given the freedoms religious groups are guaranteed in prison."…. author of the forthcoming "The Fertile Soil of Jihad," said he has repeatedly warned that radical Imams have long had too much free rein inside many institutions.

According to the Federal Bureau of Prisons, about 9,000 inmates seek to attend Islamic religious services, about six per cent of the total prison population.

… "Frankly, this case just underscores the necessity for the Bureau of Prisons to hire more Muslim chaplains to teach and guide inmates in their understanding and practice of Islam. Without chaplains, inmates are left to their own devices which may be guided by volatile prison dynamics."

…. One imam, Sufwan El Hadi, was fired after 9/11 for preaching that God had inflicted his punishment on the wicked. The report of a labor arbitrator after El Hadi's firing, said Kriss, indicated he had run out into the prison yard on September 12, 2001, "pumping his arms above his head and chanting." According to Kriss, a retired imam was banned from further visits to New York prisons after published remarks in the Wall Street Journal seemed to support terrorism.

3)   Test Your Palestine IQ       pt.1     pt. 2  
Answer the questions here and in part II (next article), but don't check them until you are finished. Check your score at the end of part II.


 
4)  <<Prospects for Arab-Israeli Regional Cooperation  Vice Prime Minister Silvan Shalom  (full text)  

· Regional cooperation begins with resuming negotiations with the Palestinians. In the interests of achieving a just, lasting, and comprehensive peace, Israel sees the economic domain as one of the cornerstones of good relations.

· Political dialogue with our Palestinian partners is critical, but it will not be furthered by allowing a settlement freeze to be imposed as a precondition to negotiation. Nor will it be advanced by a unilateral Palestinian declaration of statehood.

· Beyond the Palestinian question, the largest obstacle to regional peace is the current Iranian regime, which continues to do everything in its power to undermine the moderate regimes in the Middle East, the Israeli-Palestinian peace process, and the good relations that Israel might have with Muslim and Arab countries. 

· If Syria is transferring missiles to Hizbullah, then Syria cannot be serious about making peace. Although Syrian rhetoric is full of references to that country's willingness to negotiate, Syrian support and financing of terrorist organizations belie the claim. Still, Prime Minister Netanyahu has stated clearly that he is willing to resume negotiations with Syria without preconditions. 


5)  Steinitz in US to bring back 'Israeli brains'    (full text)   
Finance minister meets with Israeli academics in Boston in hopes of convincing them to return to Jewish state, but after learning main problem is lack of workplaces in market, vows to change situation …. Over 150 academics, half of which study life sciences, attended the meeting at the Israeli Consulate in Boston, Massachusetts, which was put together in cooperation with the BioAbroad organization, which works to help Israeli academics return. …


6) A Moral Evaluation of the Gaza War (Operation Cast Lead)       (full text)  
· In Israel, a combatant is a citizen in uniform; quite often, he is a conscript or on reserve duty. His state ought to have a compelling reason for jeopardizing his life. The fact that persons involved in terrorism are depicted as non-combatants and that they reside and act in the vicinity of persons not involved in terrorism is not a reason for jeopardizing the combatant's life more than is required under combat conditions. 

· The ethical doctrine which follows from the IDF Ethics document mandates that, whenever possible, you must warn non-combatants that they are residents of a neighborhood where it is dangerous to stay. In Gaza, the IDF employed a variety of unprecedented efforts meant to minimize injury to non-combatants, including warning leaflets, phone calls, and non-lethal warning fire. 

· There is no army in the world that will endanger its soldiers in order to avoid hitting the warned neighbors of an enemy or terrorist. Israel should favor the lives of its own soldiers over the lives of the well-warned neighbors of a terrorist when it is operating in a territory that it does not effectively control, because in such territories it does not bear the moral responsibility for properly separating between dangerous individuals and harmless ones.

· Proportionality is not a numerical comparison, but an assessment of existing threats and the measures that must be taken in order to avert them. Proportionality is justifiability of the collateral damage on grounds of the military advantage gained.

· Compare the Gaza operation to the U.S. Marine operation in Fallujah, Iraq, in late 2004. During the operation, about 6,000 Iraqis including 1,200-2,000 insurgents were killed. Of the city's 50,000 buildings, some 10,000 were destroyed, including 60 mosques. Thus, the U.S. left a trail of destruction in Fallujah far greater than anything Israel inflicted on Gaza. Comparing IDF activities to those of military forces of Western democracies is an essential part of any present attempt to use international law.

· We in Israel are in a key position in the development of customary international law in this field because we are on the front lines in the fight against terrorism. The more often Western states apply principles that originated in Israel to their own non-traditional conflicts in places like Afghanistan and Iraq, then the greater the chance these principles have of becoming a valuable part of international law. 



7) J Street to 'expand notion of pro-Israel'     (full text)               
...He said J Street and J Street Local seek to inject new voices into foreign policy discussion, express support for Israel in accordance with Jewish values and promote a more open debate about Israel in the American Jewish community. In particular, J Street seeks to “expand what it means to be pro-Israel.”

During a question-and-answer session, a student at the University of Pennsylvania, where the event was held in space rented from Hillel, asked Ben-Ami about reports that J Street’s university arm was dropping “pro-Israel” from its messaging.

“We absolutely never, ever dropped the pro-Israel part,” Ben-Ami said.
Later, he told The Jerusalem Post that J Street and J Street U share mission statements that support the State of Israel as the national homeland of the Jewish people. “The question is whether or not every single group has to use the phrase, pro-Israel,” he said. “If they feel they can get more students to turn out using different words, they don’t need to put that in 48-point letters in everything they do.
…Despite mentioning Israeli security, Ben-Ami did not mention the Iranian nuclear threat during his speech. In an interview, he told the Post that while J Street is on record supporting the Iran Sanctions Act, there is no shortage of Jewish advocates working on the Iran issue. (J Street opposes military action against Iran.)
 …Penn students circulated a flier accusing J Street of undermining Israel’s right to defend itself and attempting to dictate Israeli national policy. “Although J Street calls itself ‘pro-Israel,’ the group’s policies, statements, and actions provide ample evidence to the contrary,” the flier read. “J Street is not only misrepresenting what it means to be pro-Israel, but they are tarnishing the good name of our Hillel in the process.” …..

8) The Israeli chill in Chilcot   (full text) 

In all the stürm und drang over the Chilcot inquiry into the war in Iraq, one feature has so far escaped attention. That is the emphasis placed on Israel’s role in the crisis, not least by the inquiry panel member Sir Roderic Lyne. …..has been dragging Israel into the story of what happened in 2003 is more than a little grating. … real source of Islamic aggression is Israel’s foot-dragging over peace with the Palestinians, and that the war in Iraq was brought about by a conspiracy stretching from Jerusalem to the White House. …

….Here, surely is the perennial naivety and muddle in Tony Blair’s own position — even though he is the most pro-Israel British leader in recent times. Of course, relations with the Muslim world would improve if the Israel/Palestinian conflict were resolved. But the Muslim world is the reason it has not been resolved. …. What Blair has never acknowledged is that it is not a conflict between Israel and the Palestinians but between Israel and the Muslim world, which pulls the Palestinians’ terrorist and rejectionist strings.

Solving Israel/Palestine will not defuse the problem of the Islamic threat to the world; defeating the Islamic threat to the world will solve the problem of Israel/Palestine.

It is indeed the existence of Israel which lies at the heart of the Middle East conflict, because the objective of the Muslim world is that Israel should cease to exist.

What Blair probably meant, however, was that the belief that Israel was the reason for the wider Islamic threat to the world was false.

That is absolutely correct; and precisely that toxic piece of bigotry is fuelling the hysteria which dragged the former Labour Prime Minister before the Chilcot show trial and the baying mob outside.

9) Rank Hypocrisy and Transparent Double Standards     David Harris        (full text)  

I know I shouldn’t be surprised any longer, but I still can’t help it. 

In a recent edition of The New York Times, after seeing 25 column inches on p. A4 devoted to an article entitled "Israel Rebukes 2  in Attack on U.N. Complex," I read a short news item two pages later. It wasn’t quite eight lines long, the fourth of five items under "World Briefing."

"A human rights group criticized Jordan on Monday for stripping the citizenship of nearly 3,000 Jordanians of Palestinian origin in recent years. …."  Apart from the scanty news coverage of what is, after all, an important story -- thousands of people losing their citizenship as a country seeks to tilt its delicate demographic balance -- there is, of course, another issue.  …. where is the outcry? 

When Israel is accused, however unjustly, of any alleged misdeed against the Palestinians, the din is immediate and deafening. But when fellow Arabs are shown to be inflicting real damage on the Palestinians, there's hardly a peep. Since the story surfaced nearly a week ago, I've looked in vain for editorials, columns, op-ed pieces, or letters-to-the-editor on the citizenship policy. Couldn't find a thing.  …..

Silence from the mayor of Malmo. Silence from the London School of Economics Student Union. Silence from the British trade unionists who want to boycott Israel. Silence from the Norwegian academics who wish to shun their Israeli counterparts. Silence from those who seek to remove Israeli products from Trader Joe's and Carrefour supermarkets. Silence from the media outlets that can be counted on to slam Israel for every perceived violation of Palestinian rights. Well, you get the point. …..

Yet, these very same forces are AWOL if Israel is not involved. They simply can't be bothered. Suddenly, their self-described anguish over the Palestinian plight evaporates. And, of course, this isn't the first such instance. 

Here are two other examples.   ….. Kuwaiti officials ordered the expulsion of 3-400,000 Palestinians who had been living in the country,….

Where were pro-Palestinian forces at the time? Again, missing in action. They couldn't pin the blame directly on Israel -- although indirectly they blame everything that happens to the Palestinians on Israel's very being -- so the fate of hundreds of thousands of Palestinians fleeing Kuwait didn't cause them sleepless nights. 

Or how about the situation of Palestinians living in Lebanon? ….. they are deliberately kept as "refugees," unlike any other such population in the world. …. "Foreigners," meaning Palestinians, are restricted from working in over 70 different professions in Lebanon, including medicine, dentistry, law and accounting. …. It's not Israel placing the stiff restrictions on Palestinian professional activity, land purchases, or the formation of civic associations, so it doesn't pass muster as a cause worth pursuing. 

If this isn't a case of rank hypocrisy and transparent double standards, then what is?


10) The Jihadist CBRN Threat   By Scott Stewart     (full text)
….Hillary Clinton said she considers weapons of mass destruction (WMD) in the hands of an international terrorist group to be the largest threat faced by the United States today, even bigger than the threat posed by a nuclear-armed Iran. ….

….it is first important to briefly re-cap STRATFOR’s assessment of al Qaeda and the broader jihadist movement. It is our assessment that the first layer of the jihadist movement, the al Qaeda core group, has been hit heavily by the efforts of the United States and its allies in the aftermath of 9/11. …. Having lost much of its operational ability, the al Qaeda core is now involved primarily in the ideological struggle (which it seems to be losing at the present time).

The second layer in the jihadist realm consists of regional terrorist or insurgent groups that have adopted the jihadist ideology. …. In recent years, these groups have assumed the mantle of leadership for the jihadist movement on the physical battlefield.

The third (and broadest) component of the jihadist movement is composed of grassroots jihadists. These are individuals or small groups of people located across the globe who are inspired by the al Qaeda core and the franchise groups but who may have little or no actual connection to these groups. ….

As long as the ideology of jihadism exists, and jihadists at any of these three layers embrace the philosophy of attacking the “far enemy,” there will be a threat of attacks by jihadists against the United States. ….most of the attacks directed against the United States since 9/11 have failed. … Many strategic targets, such as embassies, are well protected against conventional attacks. To overcome these obstacles, jihadists have been forced to look at alternate means of attack. ….

Al Qaeda has long plotted ways to overcome security measures and launch strategic strikes with CBRN weapons. In addition to the many public pronouncements the group has made about its desire to obtain and use such weapons, we know al Qaeda has developed crude methods for producing chemical and biological weapons and included such tactics in its encyclopedia of jihad and terrorist training courses.

However, as STRATFOR has repeatedly pointed out, chemical and biological weapons are expensive and difficult to use and have proved to be largely ineffective in real-world applications. …..The bottom line is that a nuclear device is the only element of the CBRN threat that can be relied upon to create mass casualties and guarantee the success of a strategic strike. However, a nuclear device is also by far the hardest of the CBRN weapons to obtain or manufacture and therefore the least likely to be used. 
…. Indeed, in his Feb. 2 presentation to the Senate committee, Blair said: “We do not know of any states deliberately providing CBRN assistance to terrorist groups. Although terrorist groups and individuals have sought out scientists with applicable expertise, we have no corroborated reporting that indicates such experts have advanced terrorist CBRN capability.” Blair also noted that, “We and many in the international community are especially concerned about the potential for terrorists to gain access to WMD-related materials or technology.”  ….    ….Clearly, any state that considered providing WMD to jihadists would have to worry about blow-back from countries that would be targeted by that material (such as the United States and Russia). With jihadists having declared war on the governments of countries in which they operate, officials in a position to provide CBRN to those jihadists would also have ample reason to be concerned about the materials being used against their own governments. Efforts to counter the proliferation of nuclear materials and technology will certainly continue for the foreseeable future, especially efforts to ensure that governments with nuclear weapons programs do not provide weapons or fissile material to jihadist groups. While the chance of such a terrorist attack is remote, the devastation one could cause means that it must be carefully guarded against.


 11) The NIF Controversy and Democracy   (full text)   


JERUSALEM -- In the current controversy over the New Israel Fund, no side comes out looking good. Perhaps, then, we should begin our discussion with a play of the theater-of-the-absurd genre. In 1959 Eugène Ionesco published Rhinoceros, a study of the anti-democratic power of conformity. The plot follows a town whose residents are transformed, one after the other, into rhinoceroses. When the play was presented in Israel,Rhinoceros generated a Hebrew word, "lihitkarnef," literally "to become a rhinoceros," to lose one's individual moral bearings, to go with the herd. 

This was the charge implied in the caricature published by a three-year-old Israeli organization, Im Tirtzu. The ad showed the president of the New Israel Fund, Prof. Naomi Chazan, with a rhinoceros horn labeled "NIF" strapped to her forehead. The text claimed that over 90 percent of the detrimental material in the Goldstone Report cited as Israeli-sourced came from organizations supported by the NIF. ….


However, the episode raises two genuine problems. First, groups from overseas with well-meaning agendas fund the extremes of our Israeli public square. Israeli democracy copes with large amounts of money sloshing around its polarities…. The NIF is hardly alone. Much right-wing as well as left-wing activity is funded by American sources. Im Tirtzu has received support from John Hagee Ministries; ….


…. NIF should be thinking out of the box about how it might participate more widely in the Israeli marketplace of ideas.

Second, there is the undeniable fact that many NIF-supported organizations unapologetically collaborated with the Goldstone Commission. Given the predictable (and predicted) discriminatory mandate and actions of the Commission, there is the legitimate question of accountability for that bad judgment. 

Unfortunately, rather than engage in self-examination, the NIF reacted aggressively….The right wing in Israel responded with equal combativeness, pushing the idea of a parliamentary commission of inquiry into the activities of foreign funders of Israeli NGOs. 

Both sides need to step back and take a deep breath. ….


12) Keeping food safe from farm to fork     (full text)   
FoodScan 3000 from Israel is the only hand-held device that tests food samples for bacteria and provides on-site, immediate analysis - in just three seconds.  …. The company's innovative FoodScan 3000 is - according to the company - the only hand-held device now on the market that tests samples for bacteria and provides on-site, immediate analysis. In the past, samples had to be sent to a lab for analysis - a time-consuming and costly process. Another benefit is that unlike other testing systems, FoodScan 3000 is green; it does not use radioactive material or ionizing sources.


13) Israel Ambassador Oren Defends Free Speech at UC Irvine   (full text)   (video)
Muslim students tried to silence Israel's U.S. Ambassador Michael Oren when he spoke at UC Irvine's Pacific Ballroom on Monday afternoon, February 8.  …..An author, professor of history, and diplomat, Ambassador Oren is politically centrist and regarded as an expert on many issues of vital interest today. But the Muslim students were determined to silence him, deny him the right to free speech, and deny the audience the right to have civil, intellectual discourse at UCI. 

The Muslim students had carefully planned their tactics. ….The student whose turn it was to disturb the event would then walk proudly out of the Ballroom, escorted by police, while glaring at the understandably upset and frustrated audience of over 500 people who had come to hear the Ambassador's remarks. After at least ten interruptions,….  
The Muslim students angered the audience and embarrassed the UCI administration. They ignored pleas and reprimands from UCI officials who took the microphone. They ignored Ambassador Oren's request that he be granted the civil hospitality due to a guest of the University…..There are lessons to be learned from this event. The University will need to identify the participating students and decide what consequences they will suffer for their uncivilized behavior. The organizers of the protest were seen coordinating the screams from their seats by text messaging on their cell phones, and the Muslim Student Union president may have been among the eleven arrested for disrupting the event. The UCI administration will need to consider sanctions for the MSU since it was clear to everyone in the audience that the MSU had orchestrated the raucous effort to prevent free speech…..The main lesson from Ambassador Oren is that we must stand up with dignity and eloquence for free speech. If we do not, if speakers give up and walk off the stage, we risk sacrificing the civil dialogue essential to education and bedrock of American values.

