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1. Jeffrey Goldberg In Egypt, anti-Semitism is back in fashion
Bloomberg View, 7 August 2012

Today in Egypt it’s entirely acceptable among the educated and creative classes there to
demonize Jews and voice the most despicable anti- Semitic conspiracy theories

2. David Goldman Saudis to Muslim Brotherhood: ""Drop dead"
Gatestone Institute, 8 August 2012

Crucial to understanding Egypt's internal wrangling between the Brotherhood-dominated
elected government and the military in the wings is the harsh reality of Egypt's economy:
the country is nearly dead broke, and close to the point where it no longer can finance its
$36 billion annual trade deficit.

3. Yossi Melman and Dan Raviv Israel and the US would deeply regret airstrikes
against Iran
Guardian.co.uk, 9 August 2012

Israel's Begin doctrine may have worked twice before. But this isn't 1981 or 2007 and
Iran is not Iraq or Syria

4. Barry Rubin Who's really isolated? He who misunderstands Middle East
realities
Gloria Centre, 6 August 2012

Israel's 'friends' abroad simply can't seen to get out of their minds the idea that the
country faces such terrible threats that it must make big concessions and beg for peace
with the Palestinians on just about any terms, or try to appease hostile surrounding
countries in order to stave off their wrath.

5. Isi Leibler Wistrich on '"The Left, the Jews and Israel"
Jerusalem Post, 9 August 2012



Robert Wistrich's monumental seminal work, "A lethal obsession: Anti-Semitism from
antiquity to the global jihad", is now recognised as the definitive work on the world's
oldest hatred and an indispensible text for scholars.

In Egypt, anti-Semitism is back in fashion
Jeffrey Goldberg, Bloomberg View, 7 August 2012

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2012-08-06/in-egypt-anti-semitism-is-back-in-
fashion.html

A travel tip for the international executive class: If you find yourself doing business in
Egypt and you feel the urge to insult your interlocutor, 1) try not to insult your
interlocutor; and 2) if you must, cast aspersions on the chastity of the person’s mother or
sister. This insult will be taken hard, but it may eventually be forgiven.

Whatever you do, don’t accuse the person of being Jewish. That may cause an
irrevocable breach, and could even provoke violence.

About Jeffrey Goldberg

Jeffrey Goldberg, a national correspondent for the Atlantic, is the author of "Prisoners: A
Story of Friendship and Terror." He was formerly a Washington correspondent and a
Middle East correspondent for the New Yorker.

Anti-Semitism, the socialism of fools, is becoming the opiate of the Egyptian masses.
And not just the masses. Egypt has never been notably philo-Semitic (just ask Moses),
but today it’s entirely acceptable among the educated and creative classes there to
demonize Jews and voice the most despicable anti- Semitic conspiracy theories.
Careerists know that even fleeting associations with Jews and Israelis could spell
professional trouble.

The level of anti-Semitism in Egypt has consequences, of course, for Middle East peace
and for the safety of Jews. But, importantly, it has consequences for the welfare of Egypt
itself. The revolution that overthrew the country’s dictator, Hosni Mubarak, held great
promise, but it also exposed the enormous challenges facing Egyptian politics and
culture. And anti-Semitism, if nothing else, has always been a sign of a deeply damaged
culture.

As Walter Russell Mead has written on his blog, countries “where vicious anti-Semitism
is rife are almost always backward and poor.” They aren’t backward and poor because
the Elders of Zion conspire against them. They’re backward and poor because, Mead
argues, they lack the ability to “see the world clearly and discern cause and effect



relations in complex social settings.” He calls anti-Semitism the “sociology of the
befuddled.”

Pathological Entertainment

Egyptian television is filled with such sociology. One popular series depicts an Egyptian
diplomat stationed in Tel Aviv who robs Israeli banks on the side. The show was
promoted by a Middle East satellite channel, which claimed that it would “surprise the
audience with the sweetest jokes about the cheap Jew.”

A television show called “Il Hukm Ba’d il Muzawla,” a kind of “Candid Camera”
knockoff, provides further evidence that Judeophobia in Egypt has become pathological.
The show lures celebrities into an interview under the pretense that it will air on a foreign
television station, and then tries to discomfit them by claiming they’re actually being
interviewed for an Israeli show.

Recently, the show targeted actor Ayman Kandeel. The episode didn’t proceed as
smoothly as planned. According to a translation by the Middle East Media Research
Institute, the interviewer, an Egyptian woman named Iman Mubarak, surprises Kandeel
by admitting that he’s appearing on Israeli television, and not German, as he was
promised. A producer named Amr Alaa appears on set and asks Kandeel if there’s a
problem.

Kandeel responds, “May I ask who you are?” Alaa, who is Arab, answers, “I am an
Israeli.” More words are exchanged, and then Alaa says: “This is my channel. I am never
afraid. It is you who are afraid, and that is why you are carrying a gun.”

“I don’t have a gun,” Kandeel responds. “To use my gun against you, I need to feel that
you are worth something. But let me tell you what I can do. You stand right here. Relax.”

Kandeel then attacks Alaa, slapping him and shoving him, throwing chairs and cursing.
He wheels on Mubarak, slaps her -- knocking her against a wall -- and curses her. A staff
member runs onto the set: “Ayman, please, it’s a prank. Shame on you for hitting a
woman.”

Kandeel is given Mubarak’s identification card, to prove that she isn’t Israeli. Finally, he
says, “She’s Egyptian?”

“You hit me so hard,” Mubarak says.

Kandeel: “It was just one slap.” The audience applauds. Then he makes her an offer:
“After the show, come to my car with me. I’'ll put some lotion on your back.”

‘Long Live Egypt’

The next guest, the actress Mayer al-Beblawi, unburdens herself of an anti-Semitic tirade
before being told the show is an Israeli production. The Israelis, she begins, “are real



liars. They keep whining all the time about the Holocaust, or whatever it’s called. With
all the Palestinians that you have killed, you are still whining about the Holocaust and its
lousy figures?”” She goes on: “They are the slayers of the prophets, what else can we say
about them.”

The host, Mubarak, then provokes her: “You’ve got it wrong. They are the Chosen
People.” Al-Beblawi responds: “The Chosen People? Allah did not curse the worm and
the moth as much as he cursed the Jews.”

Al-Beblawi didn’t resort to violence. But the next guest, Mahmoud Abd al-Ghaffar, did,
screaming at Mubarak, “You are a Jew!” and then pulling Alaa by the hair. Mubarak
shouts: “Mahmoud, this is a ‘Candid Camera’ show. We are all Egyptians. Long live

Egypt!”

Al Ghaffar says, “You brought me someone who looks like a Jew,” and then hugs Alaa.
He turns to Mubarak: “If you weren’t a girl, the moment you told me you were Jewish ...
I hate the Jews to death.”

Mubarak then makes a statement that captures almost perfectly the moral perversion of
the prank: “I’d like to tell you that I enjoyed today’s episode with Mahmoud. I didn’t
know that there could be such patriotism, but it exists in every Egyptian who breathes the
air of this country.”

In a column published last week, the Washington Post’s Colbert King correctly indicted
the leadership of Iran as sponsors of “the most virulent form of state-sanctioned anti-
Semitism since Nazi Germany.” It is true that the Iranian leadership is wildly anti-
Semitic, but, on my visits to Iran, I’ve never personally felt the hatred of Jews on the
popular level.

Not so in Egypt, where the virus has spread widely. As we just saw in the Sinai region,
where militants killed 16 Egyptian soldiers and tried to storm across the Israeli border on
Aug. 5, Egypt has serious problems, and they don’t have much to do with “cheap Jews.”

Any country in which anti-Semitism is considered a form of patriotism is in dire trouble.

(Jeffrey Goldberg is a Bloomberg View columnist and a national correspondent for the
Atlantic. The opinions expressed are his own.)

Read more opinion online from Bloomberg View. Subscribe to receive a daily e-mail
highlighting new View editorials, columns and op-ed articles.

Today’s highlights: the editors on how governments should brace for rising sea levels and
on Knight Capital and computerized trading; Mark Buchanan on using Google to find
risky banks; William Pesek on rebuilding the tsunami zone with microfinance; Ramesh
Ponnuru on improving political TV shows; Betsey Stevenson and Justin Wolfers on the



booming business in empirical economics; Richard Cohen on whether fourth is good
enough at the Olympics; Caleb Scharf on how massive black holes regulate star creation.

Saudis to Muslim Brotherhood: ""Drop dead"

David Goldman, Gatestone Institute, 8 August 2012

http://www.gatestoneinstitute.ore/3259/saudis-to-muslim-brotherhood-drop-dead

"The uneasy modus vivendi between the Muslim Brotherhood and the military most
likely will fail, and probably sooner than later," I argued July 9, and the aftermath of the
terrorist execution of sixteen Egyptian soldiers in the Sinai peninsula supports this
conclusion. The funeral service for the dead soldiers erupted in rage against the
Brotherhood, Al Ahram reports today from Cairo:

In a tense scene, hundreds of Egyptians gathered at Al-Rashdan Mosque in Cairo's Nasr
City district around midday on Tuesday to attend the funeral service held for the 16
Egyptian guards killed at the Egypt-Gaza border on Sunday. Security forces were heavily
deployed around the mosque, and several of the surrounding streets were blocked off.

Getting close to the mosque, Ahram Online found families of the killed soldiers, as well
as some public figures, mourners and many angry protesters. The group was split
between those who had made it inside the mosque to pray for the killed soldiers and the
rest who waited outside in anger, chanting almost without pause, and at times fighting
with each other.

Protesters mainly chanted against President Mohamed Morsi and the Muslim Brotherhood, describing them
as "betrayers of the country" and claiming that the Brotherhood collaborated with Hamas, which they
accuse of involvement in the killing of Egyptian soldiers. "Down with the rule of the Supreme Guide of the
Brotherhood" and "The Brotherhood are agents and betrayers" were among the slogans that were chanted.
The infuriated protesters also kicked out any citizen whom they suspected to be a member of the Islamist
group. Most bearded men were labelled as members of the Brotherhood and were forced to leave.

Crucial to understanding Egypt's internal wrangling between the Brotherhood-dominated
elected government and the military in the wings is the harsh reality of Egypt's economy:
the country is nearly dead broke, and close to the point where it no longer can finance its
$36 billion annual trade deficit. Egypt imports half its food, and is the world's largest
wheat importer. Wheat and other food prices went through the roof due to the American
drought and poor harvests elsewhere. Egypt is almost out of money. It also has trouble
financing its enormous internal budget deficit (around 12% of GDP). The most likely
outcome will be a substantial currency devaluation before year-end, with a sharp rise in
food and energy prices, all of it laid at the door of the Muslim Brotherhood. The military
will consolidate its grip over Egyptian politics in one fashion or another. As I wrote in the
cited July 9 post: "The economic context is necessary to make sense of Egypt's politics: it
points to an important conclusion, that no path exists to stable rule by the Muslim
Brotherhood."



The most important news to come out of Egypt in the past several weeks was yesterday's
central bank announcement that foreign exchange reserves fell sharply during July.
Liquid reserves fell by a quarter, from $7.8 billion to $5.9 billion. Al Ahram reported:

Egypt's net international reserves fell in July after inching up for three months in a row.
Figures from the Central Bank of Egypt (CBE) published on Tuesday showed that
Egypt's foreign currency reserves stood at some $14.42 billion by the end of July, down
from $15.53 billion in June.

The CBE said on its website that the fall was due to maturing Egyptian bonds and
payment of the Paris Club member countries' debt totaling some $1.64 billion.

Saudi Arabia, that is, didn't peel off a single dinar for the flailing Egyptians during the
month of July, despite Prime Minister Morsi's high-profile trip to Riyadh during the
middle of the month. With liquid reserves below $6 billion (the rest is gold, credits at the
IMF, and a few other illiquid items) Egypt can pay for another two months' of its trade
deficit. The Saudis do not want to feed the mouth that bites their hand.

A great deal of wishful thinking arose from Morsi's visit about a new Saudi-Egyptian
rapprochement, supposedly motivated by common opposition of the two Sunni Muslim
countries to Iran, for example, by Prof. Fouad Ajami in Tablet. The Saudis fear the
Muslim Brotherhood, though, as much as they fear Iran: the Brotherhood's updated
Islamism combines traditional religious authority with the organizing methods of modern
totalitarian parties, and represents the most credible internal challenge to the Saudi
monarchy. Saudi Arabia supported deposed Egyptian president Hosni Mubarak and
bitterly rued his overthrow.

Evidently the Egyptian Supreme Council of the Armed Forces and its Saudi backers
intend to let the Morsi government take the blame for Egypt's impending economic
disaster. The assault on Egypt's prime minister at the soldiers' funeral may mark the
decline of the Islamist organization. The only friend the Muslim Brotherhood has left is
the Obama administration, which cannot—in an election year—give the Morsi government
what it needs the most—enough money to get through the next few months.

Israel and the US would deeply regret airstrikes against Iran
Yossi Melman and Dan Raviv, Guardian.co.uk, 9 August 2012

http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2012/aug/09/israel-us-deeply-regret-strikes-
on-iran?INTCMP=SRCH

Binyamin Netanyahu, usually an exemplar of self-restraint, lost his temper last week. In a
closed-door meeting discussing the military and intelligence chiefs who oppose an air
strike against Iran, the Israeli prime minister snapped, "I'm responsible, and if there's a
commission of inquiry later it's on me," according to well-orchestrated leaks by his aides.



Netanyahu seems to feel a historic — almost messianic — calling to stop Iran's nuclear
programme. Even if retaliation by Iran and its allies in Hamas and Hezbollah takes the
form of a lethal rain of rockets on Israel, he is adamant that a nuclear-armed Iran would
be far worse.

His latest set of outgoing signals seemed to suggest that an attack on Iran's nuclear
facilities may be likely before America's presidential election in November. It is unclear
if that is a coincidence, because of assessments that Iranian progress in uranium
enrichment and bomb design will have reached a highly dangerous point by then; or
maybe it is based on Netanyahu's calculation that President Barack Obama will be more
supportive of Israel prior to election day — and perhaps not at all after he wins or loses on
6 November.

Some of Israel's security chiefs, who do not hide their opposition to bombing Iran, say
privately that they cannot discern if their PM is bluffing. Netanyahu may be creating the
impression that an attack is imminent so as to goad the US into a firm promise to
obliterate Iran's nuclear plants. He is certainly sincere in his concern about Iran's radical
Islamists, who time and again call for the liquidation of the Jewish state. In this sense
Netanyahu walks in the footsteps of Menachem Begin, prime minister from 1977 to
1983, who had a doctrine named after him: the absolute Israeli determination that no
other nation in the Middle East will have nuclear weapons.

The Begin doctrine was successfully implemented twice: by Begin himself in June 1981,
when Israel's air force destroyed Iraq's nuclear reactor; and in September 2007, when PM
Ehud Olmert sent Israeli warplanes to flatten a Syrian nuclear reactor. Olmert's decision
was even bolder than Begin's: President George Bush had refused to order an American
air raid, but Israel went ahead anyway. And, unlike Iraq, Syria is an immediate neighbour
and had thousands of missiles that could hit every conceivable installation in Israel.

Netanyahu may well be encouraged by the world's reaction. In 1981, even the pro-Israel
president Ronald Reagan denounced the bombing of the Baghdad reactor; but a decade
later, during Desert Storm, the US was thanking Israel for having ensured Saddam had no
nuclear arms.

In 2007 the initial reaction was less harsh, because the air raid on Syria was never
acknowledged by the attackers in Jerusalem. But Israeli leaders justifiably feel that the
international community might now be grateful to them again. There is concern in the US
and Israel that Syria's chemical weapons might fall into the hands of al-Qaida or
Hezbollah. Just imagine if the danger now involved what proliferation experts call "loose
nukes".

The unspoken motivation of both attacks was to preserve Israel's nuclear monopoly in the
Middle East. While the Israeli arsenal is not confirmed officially, it is taken as a regional
fact of life, even as Israel cannot countenance other nations in the region having the same
weapons. For reasons both overt and covert, then, it should come as no surprise that
Netanyahu may be feeling that a third time — in Iran — could be another attractive option.



Hopefully it is not too late to prescribe an important dose of caution. Netanyahu and his
few cabinet supporters — with defence minister Ehud Barak lately swinging back and
forth between anti- and pro-attack positions — ought to know that the situation is different
from 1981 or 2007.

Iran is not Iraq or Syria. The Iranians have drawn lessons from those two events. They
dispersed their nuclear facilities and buried them underground, making them more
difficult to reach and destroy. Success is thus less assured. Instead of a quick, surgical
strike, Israel will likely find itself in a long war of attrition against Iran and Shia Muslims
everywhere. In the name of national pride and defending its Islamic revolution, Iran was
willing to lose millions of people in a long war against Iraq through the 80s.

Above all, perhaps, Israeli leaders must consider that striking Iran could drag the US into
a war against its wishes. This would be bad for one of Israel's core survival strategies: the
defence and intelligence alliance with America. It would be far wiser for Netanyahu and
Barak — Israel's two prime decision makers — to focus their efforts on helping the
international community — with America in the lead — do everything possible to eliminate
the Iranian threat. They have to guard against talking themselves into a simple but bloody
bilateral conflict that Israelis could well come to regret.

Netanyahu has already achieved a lot with his innovative campaign to garner global
attention. He can be satisfied his sabre-rattling has persuaded the world that Iran cannot
be allowed to procure nuclear weapons. One can understand his fears that the world will
let down Israel, a nation that prides itself on taking care of its own defence. Yet the wiser
course now would be to tighten the alliance with the US and stand together against a
common enemy.

Who's really isolated? He who misunderstands Middle East realities
Barry Rubin, Gloria Centre, 6 August 2012

http://www.gloria-center.org/2012/08/who%E2 %80%99s-really-isolated-he-who-
misunderstands-middle-east-realities/

One of the mantras from Israel’s supposed foreign well-wishers is that the country is now
“isolated.” You can tell the hostile ones because they quickly add that this alleged
isolation is Israel’s own fault.

Sure, on the surface the first proposition makes sense. Israel has lost its two main
regional friends—Turkey and Egypt—which are now hostile. The United States under its
current government—but doesn’t President Barack Obama love Israel?—is no longer
reliable. Isn’t rather notable that despite these two countries turning totally against Israel
this has had zero effect on the Obama Administration’s totally positive policy toward
both, a list to which could be added the Hizballah regime in Lebanon mentioned above.
Perhaps the U.S. election in November will change this situation but there’s nothing
Israel can do about that.



Yet none of this is in fact Israel’s fault. The Turkish people elected and reelected a subtly
Islamist regime that loathes Israel for reasons having nothing to do with Israel. The
Egyptian people elected an openly Islamist regime that loathes Israel for reasons having
nothing to do with Israel. The problem is the ideology of the rulers. And the same thing
applies to the United States, doesn’t it? At least in Egypt the armed forces are holding
back the Muslim Brotherhood.

Erdogan, al-Mursi, and Obama are not really reacting to some Israeli mistaken policy and
the problems won’t be solved by more unilateral Israeli concessions. Indeed, given the
dangers of the situation—and most Israelis appreciate this—such give aways are out of
the question. Nothing Israel does will fix the problem and any retreats will make matters
worse.

Nor is anything Israel does likely to move negotiations with the Palestinian Authority
ahead by even an inch (or, if you prefer, a centimeter).

So the situation isn’t wonderful on the surface and anyone who reads the newspapers and
develops great theories in his own mind can reach that conclusion.

Yet the following development, for example, is more important than all of the anti-Israel
media articles and boycott campaigns of the last year put together: This week the
European Union is offering Israel upgraded relations in 60 different areas, removing all
obstacles against Israel having full access to European government-controlled markets
and cooperation with nine EU agencies, including Europol and the European Space
Agency.

But let’s look deeper, specifically at the situation immediately on Israel’s borders, to see
if things are as bad as they might seem.

Lebanon: Neighboring Lebanon is governed by Hizballah and various clients of Syria and
Iran. That’s not good. Yet let’s remember that Hizballah and its allies are now

trembling over what might be the impending fall of their Syrian backer. How will they
fare without the Damascus dictator behind them? A Sunni Muslim dominated Syrian
regime might hate Israel but it will not love or help those who aided the government that
was murdering them.

And the Lebanese government has another problem. It wants to consolidate control over
Lebanon and rule the country. Fomenting a war with Israel that brings Israeli warplanes
to destroy the country’s power plants, bridges, airport, and pretty much every other major
infrastructural project will make Hizballah hated.

A Hizballah direct offensive against Israel is not in the cards.
By the way, people are forgetting the implications of blaming Hizballah for the terrorist

attack in Bulgaria that killed five Israeli tourists. Hizballah is not some group hanging out
in caves; it is the government of Lebanon. So will a U.S. government that has publicly



blamed Hizballah for the attack actually take any action against Hizballah the
government? Probably not but isn’t that a disgrace? Maybe after January 20 there will be
someone in Washington DC who will recognize the rather bizarre contradiction in such
behavior.

Then there’s tottering Syria. Israeli defense officials have pointed to the danger of
jihadists operating in sections of Syria near the Golan Heights but no longer under the
control of an overextended central government. True, Israel should be prepared for such a
danger.

Yet the Golan border is well defended and closely watched. Terrorists are unlikely to be
able to cross. As for a massive influx of Syrian refugees, why should they chance the
minefields when they can more easily get out through Iraq, Lebanon, or Turkey? The
long-run threat from a Sunni Islamist regime is real but then so is the discomfiting of an
Iran deprived of its main ally. And Syria’s armed forces are going to be a mess for years
to come. So once again this is an issue that must be taken seriously but is not all that
menacing.

Let’s jump over to Egypt. Israel’s high priority is to build up its defensive forces along
the border and complete the security fence there. Cross-border attacks are now a real
problem. Yet they can be defended against. These attacks consist of terrorists firing
across the border or advancing a very short distance into Israeli territory—mainly to fire
on a single road that runs near the border—before they can be intercepted. For a real threat
to exist, the situation would have to deteriorate considerably, with large terrorist units
operating openly on Egyptian soil and being able to transport rockets from the Gaza Strip
through miles of Egyptian territory. That could happen but we are nowhere near that
point and such a scenario would mean that the Egyptian government and army were
openly courting full-scale war.

As long as the army is still running Egypt, though, the danger of a major upsurge in
cross-border assaults or, even worse, an attack on Israel from Hamas in the Gaza Strip
that would be backed by Egypt is limited. Israel has time to prepare.

Israel’s number-one border problem remains the Gaza Strip. Hamas periodically fires
mortars and rockets while trying cross-border ground attacks. Israel has gotten its ground
defenses in good shape and has created a fairly effective anti-rocket system. This doesn’t
make things more pleasant for citizens in that part of Israel and it is quite possible that a
new war will break out in future, as happened in late 2008. Yet such a battle is not an
existential threat of the type common from 1948 into the 1970s.

Regarding Jordan, the regime has survived the Arab Spring and is still committed to
controlling the border, a task it has handled pretty well over forty years. Terrorism from
the West Bank remains a constant threat but the fence has made it a lot harder. That’s
why Israel ignores, and will continue to ignore, international criticism. Might there be a
new intifadah some day? Yes, but not that soon, if only because the Palestinian Authority



realizes that such a gambit risks Hamas using the violence to promote itself and kick out
its nationalist rivals.

Now none of this is meant to be complacent. But it is important to understand that Israel
starts off with a much higher threat level than that faced by other Western developed
countries which consider almost any threat with trepidation. By Israeli standards the
problems are manageable.

And that’s why the main efforts of terrorist groups are to attack Israeli citizens and
installations outside the country’s borders. The chief of military intelligence has revealed
that twenty such plots were broken up before the one in Bulgaria succeeded.

Israel’s “friends” abroad simply can’t seem to get out of their minds the idea that the
country faces such terrible threats that it must make big concessions and beg for peace
with the Palestinians on just about any terms, or try to appease hostile surrounding
countries in order to stave off their wrath.

What they don’t—and at times don’t want to—understand is that the situation is the exact
opposite. When forces are after you that want to wipe you off the map, you cannot
depend on your “friends,” and know that no compromise solution is desired by the other
side, that’s the time to look after your own interests and defense.

The overwhelming majority of Israelis across the political spectrum understand this.
Consequently, it doesn’t matter at all that Western pseudo-experts, pundits, and
politicians don’t. Being isolated from strategic reality is far more dangerous than being
isolated because people don’t like you.

Wistrich on '""The Left, the Jews and Israel"
Isi Leibler, Jerusalem Post, 9 August 2012

http://wordfromjerusalem.com/?p=4226

It is an impressive tome of over 600 pages and follows his monumental seminal work “A

Lethal Obsession: Anti-Semitism from Antiquity to the Global Jihad”, published in 2010
and now recognized as the definitive work on the world’s oldest hatred and an
indispensable text for scholars.

In a fascinating preface to his new book, Wistrich provides a brief autobiographical sketch. His father had
originally been a supporter of the illegal Polish Communist Party in pre-war Cracow but became alienated
from Stalinist communism after being arrested by the NKVD. He and his wife, who had experienced bitter
Polish anti-Semitism, survived the Holocaust by fleeing to Kazakhstan where Robert was born.

Wistrich was educated in England, and to use his words, was “radicalized” in grammar school and later at
Stanford University. He first visited Israel in 1961, returning in 1969 when he was appointed editor of the
left wing Israeli journal, New Outlook. However his passion for the Jewish State led to a parting of the
ways with the Israeli far left. Robert became increasingly engaged in academic scholarship related to anti-
Semitism, received a senior appointment at the Hebrew University, and is now recognized as the world’s
foremost scholar in the field.



From Ambivalence to Betrayal is an historic review and analysis of the abandonment of the Jewish people
by the left from the early 19th century until the present. It also relates to the extraordinarily
disproportionate number of socialist thinkers and leaders who were of Jewish origin and seeks to explain
what motivated so many of them, in the course of their utopian and futile efforts to ‘repair the world’, to
abandon their people and their heritage and frenetically seek to deny their kinsmen the right to self-
determination.

The introductory essay is a brilliant overview of the contemporary Jewish political arena viewed in the
context of the concurrent rise of Zionism, Communism, anti-Semitism and Nazism. It focuses strongly on
the hypocrisy of the existing left which has become obsessed with demonization and delegitimization of the
Jewish state. Wistrich demonstrates the extent to which today’s radical anti-Zionists, despite purporting to
represent the left, often share the identical obsessions and delusions concerning the alleged malignant
influence of the Jews in the modern world as classical fascist anti-Semites.

Wistrich provides fascinating and innovative insights on left-wing revolutionaries. He skillfully relates the
connection of “the prefigured 19" century seabed of anti-Semitic socialism found in Marx, Fourier and
Proudhon, extending through to the orthodox Communists and “non-conformist” Trotskyites to the Islamo-
Leftist hybrids of today who systematically vilify the so called racist essence of the Jewish State”.

His analysis of the linkage of these revolutionaries with the left’s contemporary abandonment of Israel is a
major intellectual and scholastic achievement and provides an intriguing insight into the sources of the far
left’s current application of double standards and anti-Israel venom.

Wistrich reviews in depth the attitude towards the Jews adopted by many of the great socialist
revolutionaries of Jewish origin like Karl Marx, Bernard Lazare, Moses Hess, Ferdinand LaSalle, Karl
Kautsky, Victor Adler, Rosa Luxemburg, Leon Trotsky, Bruno Kreisky, Isaac Deutscher and others.

His chapter on Leon Trotsky, entitled ‘A Bolshevik’s Tragedy’, is a masterly essay which breaks new
ground on this extraordinary charismatic Jewish revolutionary who desperately sought to repudiate his
Jewish origins. Yet, despite achieving the reputation of being “the most intransigent of revolutionary
Bolsheviks”, Trotsky was ultimately forced by Stalin into assuming the traditional Jewish role in society
and became reviled as the scapegoat for the failures of the Revolution.

Wistrich highlights the fact that many of today’s anti-Jewish Jews inherited the mantle of the 19th and early
20™ century anti-Semitic Jewish radical revolutionaries. Yet he stresses that these renegade Jews have
vastly exceeded the anti-Semitic tirades of their predecessors and even to the extent of allying themselves
with reactionary clerical zealots and Jihadists, who represent the antithesis of their purported world
outlook.

He points to their public support and endorsement of terrorists and religious fanatics, noting that even the
most extreme early anti-Jewish revolutionaries like Marx, Engels, Kautsky, Rosa Luxemburg or Trotsky
“would never have remained silent about sharia law, censorship, female genital mutilation, honor killings,
suicide bombings, or making the world safe for Allah’s rule” and rarely resorted to outright racist outbursts
like their current successors”. Nor would they have gone to the extreme of allying themselves with those
explicitly committed to our physical destruction.

Wistrich asserts that Holocaust inversion, now a major component of the Left’s effort to besmirch Israel,
whilst initially introduced by British historian Arnold Toynbee who referred to Zionists as “disciples of the
Nazis”, was in fact institutionalized as the ‘“Zionist-Nazi” nexus at the Prague Trials orchestrated from
Moscow.

He reminds us that it was post war Jewish Marxists who encouraged the left’s current paranoia and “anti-
racist” racism against Israel. As an example he quotes the Polish born Jewish biographer of Trotsky, Isaac



Deutscher, who already in 1967 described Israel as the “Prussia of the Middle East” and a bastion of “racial
Talmudic exclusiveness and superiority”.

It was the Soviets who, in 1975, succeeded in passing a UN resolution bracketing Zionism and racism.
Whilst this was ultimately rescinded in December 1991, it remains today the central plank in the Arab-
Leftist efforts to criminalize Israel and brand it as a state engaging in war crimes.

The concluding chapters review the anti-Zionist myths, many of which seem to have been directly
replicated from Nazi propaganda and are today enthusiastically promoted by the Marxist Islamist alliance
who regard Israel as the “Jew of the nations” fulfilling a dark preordained fate as an eternal scapegoat.

Wistrich relates to the quasi-religious belief of these groups that “the world will only be “liberated” by the
downfall of America and the defeat of the Jews. This chiliastic fantasy has today emerged as a notable
point of fusion between the radical anti-Zionist left in the West and the global jihad. Revolutionary anti-
Semitism has become an increasingly important factor in cementing the anti-capitalist populism much as it
was during the birth pangs of modern socialism over 150 years ago.”

This is a magisterial work, providing a comprehensive understanding of the origins of the most pernicious
challenges currently facing the Jewish people, especially those originating from the enemy within. It will be
especially valuable to those directly engaged in the struggle to neutralize the evil efforts against Israel by
the left-Islamic alliance and its acolytes of Jewish origin.
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