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1. Dritter Wahlgang zur Knesset wird immer 

wahrscheinlicher 
Nach Ablauf seines Mandats zur Regierungsbildung 
am 20.11.2019 musste Blau-Weiß Chef Benny 
Gantz sein Mandat an Staatspräsident Rivlin zu-
rückgeben, da er es nicht geschafft hatte, eine 
mehrheitsfähige Koalition zu bilden. Damit wird eine 
dritte Parlamentswahl innerhalb nur eines Jahres 
immer wahrscheinlicher. Bevor Gantz das Mandat 
erhielt, war Regierungschef Benjamin Netanyahu, 
der mit seinem Likud auf 32 Mandate kam und damit 
knapp hinter Blau-Weiß lag, bereits zum zweiten 
Mal beim Versuch gescheitert, eine Koalition zu 
schmieden. Verhandlungen über eine Große Koaliti-
on zwischen Blau-Weiß und Likud verliefen ergeb-
nislos. Netanyahu beharrte darauf, mit dem gesam-
ten Block rechter und religiöser Parteien in die Re-
gierung zu ziehen. Gantz hat sich im Wahlkampf 
jedoch zur Bildung einer liberalen, säkularen Koaliti-
on verpflichtet. Zudem lehnte Blau-Weiß Netanya-
hus Anspruch, im Rotationsabkommen mit Gantz als 
erster den Regierungschef zu stellen, ab. Die Option 
einer Minderheitsregierung, die Gantz zusammen 
mit den linksliberalen Fraktionen und der Unterstüt-
zung der Vereinigten (arabischen) Liste von außen, 
anvisierte, stieß auf heftige Kritik im rechten Lager. 
Netanyahu sprach von einem „gefährlichen Bündnis“ 
und einer „existenziellen Bedrohung“ des Staates 
Israel. Um einen dritten Wahlgang zu vermeiden, 

müsste es nun eine(r) der Knessetabgeordneten 
innerhalb von 21 Tagen schaffen, die Empfehlung 
von mindestens 61 Mandatar_innen zur Regie-
rungsbildung zu erhalten. In diesem Fall würde 
Präsident Reuven (Rubi) Rivlin dieser Person das 
Mandat zur Regierungsbildung erteilen, die inner-
halb von 14 Tagen ab der Mandatserteilung abge-
schlossen sein muss. Im Fall einer dritten Wahl 
lassen Umfragen ein ähnliches Ergebnis wie im 
September erwarten.  
 
The Arab parties have laid the groundwork for a 
minority government 
(…) Perhaps Blue and White is no longer interested 
in a unity government with Likud. Perhaps it wants 
to form a minority government that would rely on the 
Arab parties and Avigdor Lieberman's Yisrael Bey-
tenu party in confidence votes (…). Or maybe it is 
just Gantz being unable to make up their mind. Joint 
Arab List Chairman Ayman Odeh has seen his 
popularity rise. (…) he feels like he and the other 
Arab MKs are no longer outcasts. In fact, the Demo-
cratic Union is already all out in favor of a govern-
ment comprising Arabs and Jews, something that 
Blue and White officials dare not say out loud. The 
anti-Netanyahu camp keeps outdoing itself in order 
to unseat the prime minister. After doing all it can to 
embrace the prosecutors who have investigated 
Netanyahu and defended bureaucrats who have 
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abused their powers in order to curtail freedom of 
expression, it was only a matter of time before the 
Left would join forces with the parties that reject 
Israel's right to exist as a Jewish and democratic 
country. (…) Odeh is clever. He knows that he has 
finally made inroads into the mainstream of Israeli 
politics because of the Left's anti-Netanyahu obses-
sion. (…) Netanyahu has already decided that a 
third early election is preferable to ditching his right-
wing allies or having a power-sharing deal in which 
he steps down temporarily from the premiership. 
(…) But if Gantz wants to avoid another election, it is 
just a matter of time before he makes a concession. 
Mati Tuchfeld, IHY, 01.11.19 
 
A center-left minority government is a bad op-
tion that can save Israel from itself 
(…) A narrow coalition is problematic enough, but a 
minority government is double the trouble. Such a 
government might be hard to topple, (…) but it is 
even more difficult to manage. (…) Never mind the 
lunacy that will grip the Israeli right if a “leftist gov-
ernment supported by the Arabs” is established. 
Such was Yitzhak Rabin’s government after Shas 
left it in September 1993 in the wake of the Oslo 
Accords, and we all know how that ended, 25 years 
ago to the day. In fact, hard as it is to believe, in 
terms of incitement, division and character assassi-
nation, the Rabin era seems today like a tranquil 
Stone Age: It occurred before the spread of social 
media and before the right permanently abandoned 
ideology in favor of mongering hate. Nonetheless, 
despite the double jeopardy of stilted government 
and mass unrest, a minority government is essen-
tial. (…) A minority government would salvage Israeli 
democracy and the rule of law, both of which are 
under constant threat by Benjamin Netanyahu and 
his minions. Every day that passes increases the 
risk to both. (…) A minority government would extri-
cate Israel’s legal system from a minister bent on 
destroying it. It would save Israeli culture from an-
other minister who seeks to distort it. It would stem 
the growing tide of anti-democratic legislation in the 
Knesset. It would arrest Israel’s steady slide into 
nationalism, ethnocentrism and racism. It would stop 
Israel’s transformation into a banana republic built 
on cult of personality and return it to the fold of liber-
al democratic countries led by mere mortals. Mainly, 
it would extricate Netanyahu from the Prime Minis-
ter’s Office. (…) a minority government would bring 
back sanity to Israel’s public arena, at least for a 
while. (…)  

A minority government would advance the integra-
tion and participation of Israel’s Arab minority. (…) 
Chemi Shalev, HAA, 04.11.19 
 
Us and them 
(…) Based on all of the signs, the 2020 election 
campaign has begun and it’s already getting ugly. 
“Each one [of us] did something today,” wrote Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu on his Facebook page 
last week, adding a photo of himself posing for a 
selfie with soldiers, and a photo of Blue and White 
leader Benny Gantz meeting with Joint List leaders 
Ayman Odeh and Ahmad Tibi. By posting this, Net-
anyahu tried to deliver a message: I am with you, 
the people, the soldiers; but Gantz, he is with them. 
Obviously, Netanyahu cannot explicitly say that the 
Arabs of Israel, who constitute some 20% of the 
country’s population, are enemies. (…) Tibi and 
Odeh – are also the elected representatives of 20% 
of our country, whether we like it or not. (…) we can 
try to simplify things, color everything in black and 
white, good or bad, us and them, and find the lowest 
common ground with the voter to sow hate and fear; 
or we can understand that the reality is complicated 
and that it has different shades and colors. We can 
understand that by finding common ground and 
tackling issues that matter to the entire society, we 
can bridge the gaps. Odeh and Tibi (…) made a 
historic declaration, saying that they would like to 
take part, or at least support, a government in Israel. 
That was a landmark in the relations of Jews and 
Arabs in Israel; and, most of all, it proved that reality 
can change, even in small steps. Whether he will be 
able to form a coalition or not, Gantz was right to 
meet with the Arab leaders and even post a photo 
from the meeting. By doing so, he said: there is no 
us and them, we are all citizens of the same country. 
(…) Whether we are going to a third round of elec-
tions or not, we need courageous leadership that will 
know how to integrate Arabs and work to make 20% 
of Israelis feel they belong, with the concomitant 
responsibilities and privileges. And who knows? 
Maybe these small but necessary steps will bring us 
closer to peace. 
Editorial, JPO, 06.11.19 
 
Hurry up Liberman, it's time  
(…) Avigdor Liberman must make a decision. If not 
for our sakes, then for his own. (…) This is no longer 
a drill, this is a five-alarm situation. (…) The slowly 
growing tension on the borders needs a real solu-
tion, not down the barrel of a gun, as do problems in 
day-to-day life.(…) And let us not forget the cumula-
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tive national debt and the looming across-the-board 
budget cuts about to fall on us. 
In short, this was the week that showed our officials 
need to take action. There has been enough talk. 
(…) If Liberman joins with Likud to form a coalition, 
he will find himself in a narrow right-wing govern-
ment led by Benjamin Netanyahu and the ultra-
Orthodox, who really, really, really do not like him. 
(…) If he joins the center-left bloc, he will find him-
self – to put it mildly - depending on the votes of 
Arabs who only yesterday he thought best to leave 
in their place, let's call it Umm al-Fahm, and then 
gently shove it into the hands of the Palestinian 
Authority. (…) If only a miracle could happen and 
Likud and White and Blue form a unity government, 
as he demanded. This would be wonderful. But, with 
all due respect, who exactly would need him in a 
unity government of 65 MKs with the paltry seven 
friends he can bring to the table along with a pile of 
demands. (…) Ironically, Liberman is so convinced 
that Israel needs this marriage of convenience that 
he would even throw confetti should he not be invit-
ed to join the wedding party. But what if we end up 
with a third round of elections in a year? (…) I am 
having trouble seeing who exactly would vote for the 
man who has made such a great contribution to this 
never-ending exercise in democracy. 
 The situation is indeed difficult, but this is precisely 
why it needs a decision from Liberman to put an end 
to this drawn-out political farce. He just needs to 
pick a side. 
Ariela Ringel Hoffman, YED, 09.11.19 
 
Liberman’s ultimatum 
It’s only fitting that the Israeli politician most respon-
sible for the two elections held this year and the third 
that seems on the way is the same person who is 
offering a solution to the political deadlock Israel is 
currently in. (…) Insisting that a unity government is 
the only possible outcome that will stop a third elec-
tion and prevent the country from further turmoil, 
Liberman demanded that both Netanyahu and 
Gantz move toward one other. (…) Liberman’s (…) 
condition puts the ball in Netanyahu’s court. The 
prime minister has been bullish about not forgoing 
his 55-seat bloc of religious and right-wing parties, 
including Shas, United Torah Judaism and parts of 
Bayit Yehudi – an entity Liberman has coined the 
“haredi-messianic” bloc. Keeping the bloc intact is 
preventing the formation of a coalition government. 
Blue and White has demanded that Likud first nego-
tiate the outline of the new government with it and 
only then add additional parties. But it also gives 

Netanyahu a security blanket as he struggles to stay 
in power ahead of his expected indictment. (…) if 
Netanyahu acquiesces to Liberman and gives up on 
his right-wing bloc, his only option to remain in pow-
er is a unity government. On the other hand, if Net-
anyahu stays with the bloc, and Liberman makes 
good on his threat to support Blue and White, it 
means he would be supporting a minority govern-
ment with the backing of the Joint List of Arab par-
ties. 
Liberman’s ultimatum didn’t seem to sit too well with 
either Netanyahu nor Gantz (…) as the specter of a 
third election looms with Gantz’s mandate to form a 
coalition running out of time next week, the Yisrael 
Beytenu leader’s plan seems to be the logical and 
plausible route to take to get the government and 
country back on track. 
Editorial, JPO, 11.11.19 
 
 
2. Führender Kämpfer des Islamischen 

Dschihads von Israel getötet – erneute 
Gewaltwelle zwischen Israel und Gaza 

Nach zwei Tagen erneuter heftiger Auseinanderset-
zungen zwischen Israel und dem Gazastreifen ver-
mittelte die ägyptische Regierung einen Waffenstill-
stand. Hunderte Raketen waren zuvor auf Israel 
abgeschossen worden. Die israelische Luftwaffe 
reagierte mit Luftangriffen, bei denen nach Informa-
tionen des palästinensischen Gesundheitsministeri-
ums insgesamt 34 Menschen zu Tode kamen Die 
meisten von ihnen waren offenbar führende Mitglie-
der der Terrororganisation „Islamischer Dschihad“, 
aber auch ZivilistInnen waren unter den Opfern. 
Auslöser der Auseinandersetzungen war die israeli-
sche „Operation Black Belt“, die gezielte Tötung des 
Kommandeurs des „Islamischen Dschihad“, Baha 
Abu al-Ata, der vermeintlich hinter den meisten 
Raketenangriffen auf Israel der letzten Monate 
steckte. Nach Angaben des Armeesprechers erfolg-
te der nächtliche Luftangriff im Süden des Gaza-
streifens.  Der Islamische Dschihad wird von der EU 
und den USA als Terrororganisation eingestuft und 
hat in der Vergangenheit häufig Anschläge in Israel 
verübt. Die Organisation wird von der iranischen 
Regierung finanziert und hat sich die Zerstörung des 
jüdischen Staates auf die Fahnen geschrieben. Die 
islamistische Führung der Hamas im Gazastreifen 
hielt sich aus dem letzten Schlagabtausch raus. 
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The greatest gift Benny Gantz could give Gaza's 
Iran-backed Islamic Jihad 
(…) Benny Gantz and Yair Lapid, surprised nobody 
when they declared Israel should respond by return-
ing to the policy of targeted killings of prominent 
Palestinian militant leaders. Islamic Jihad's actions 
go against the tide of public opinion in Gaza, whose 
long-suffering population has no interest in provok-
ing another round of ruinous conflict with Israel. But 
the greatest gift Israel could bestow on Islamic Ji-
had, mainstreaming what is right now a peripheral 
position, would be to reinstate its assassination 
policy. (…) Islamic Jihad's escalation was not widely 
welcomed in Gaza. (…) Islamic Jihad wants to make 
clear it is now capable of independent action without 
Hamas' prior approval, but more than that: it controls 
the rhythm of life in Gaza – one day status quo, one 
day escalation. (…) Kahol Lavan leaders (…) oppor-
tunistically attacked Netanyahu's "surrender policy" 
of buying Gaza's silence with the meager and tenta-
tive easing of the blockade. They suggested an 
even worse alternative: Applying greater force in 
Gaza to "restore deterrence," including reinstating 
assassinations. The ultimate expression of macho 
futility: if you bang your head against the wall and it 
doesn't fall, bang harder. Calls for assassinations 
might satisfy an angry base, but it's a proven recipe 
for disaster. (…) If resumed, Israel's policy of assas-
sinations in Gaza would only unleash the pent-up 
fury of Gaza's siege and status quo. And it would 
give legitimacy for armed groups to retaliate at will 
with heavier and more serious attacks. On the other 
hand, Netanyahu's approach of managing the crisis, 
instead of advancing curative solutions, has proven 
largely ineffective. Tentative easing measures fall 
like a drop in an ocean of endemic problems ema-
nating from the decade-long blockade. (…) it's time 
for Israel's next leader to address Gaza's crises with 
more sustainable solutions – ones that lead to dis-
mantling the blockade. (…).  
Muhammad Shehada, HAA, 05.11.19 
 
An election season of Gaza violence 
(…) Deterrence is a concept related to an unconven-
tional arms race, and that is where it should stay. 
The calm lasted because the terrorist army, namely 
Hamas, had an interest in preserving it. Israel has 
demonstrated its willingness to implement what 
Hamas sees as its commitments for the ceasefire 
between the two sides. There have been positive 
developments in the form of a field hospital estab-
lished in northern Gaza, site visits with the aim of 
setting up the new electricity line for the Strip, and 

other steps to ease economic depravations. But 
direct or indirect discussions between Israel and 
Hamas apparently became bogged down in the past 
week, and so Hamas made sure that someone sent 
Israel a message of dissatisfaction. Now, with the 
elections on the horizon, demands from Israel will 
only increase. But Hamas also has a base that it 
relies on, and so the likelihood increases of more 
and more clashes along the Gaza border fence. As 
in Israel, there is a chance that this behavior will run 
contrary to the will of the Palestinian public. In Israel 
there are always elections, but on the Palestinian 
side, Hamas and Fatah will ultimately be unable to 
reach an agreement on voting. In the meantime, 
there will be populist rage on the Israeli and the 
Palestinian sides, which could lead to a military 
confrontation. 
Alex Fishman, YED, 05.11.19 
 
The Controlled War with Gaza 
(…) There is a controlled war being waged. (…) The 
fact there is not more serious escalation, at least 
initially, is puzzling. (…) The controlled reaction 
seemingly shows that other actors (…) are calling 
the shots. They are able to have enough sway to 
largely keep the situation in check. One is only to 
remember the death of Hamas Leader Jabari and 
the weeklong escalation that it precipitated. So far, 
after a few hours, a relative lull has been restored. 
What is important to note is not how long the lull will 
last but that the rocket fire, both range and amount, 
is being controlled. (…) the real player on the other 
side is (…) Iran. The final say over how much esca-
lation will take place, will be decided in Tehran. 
Through their forces throughout the Middle East, 
they could unleash a devastating war on Israel with 
hundreds of thousands of missiles if they wanted to. 
However, for their own calculations, the timing is 
simply not right. Like a seasoned chess player, they 
are moving their pieces slowly, waiting for the oppor-
tune moment to unleash hell. Abu-Ata and his col-
league in Damascus were important to Iran, but not 
all important. They have so far demonstrated an 
impressive ability to control the situation. Neverthe-
less, let´s not be fooled by the puppet master. They 
have also failed to respond to the hundreds of at-
tacks on its forces in Syria and Iraq. The situation as 
we see it is an illusion. When they will decide, the 
real war will begin. 
Gil Lewinsky. TOI, 12.11.19 
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A test for deterrence 
Islamic Jihad terrorist Baha Abu al-Ata was not 
meant to be long for this world. Al-Ata has been a 
major thorn in Israel's side for a very long time and 
as such he was on the IDF's most-wanted list. (…) 
He went rogue, pursuing independent, aggressive 
offensives, more often than not without any cause or 
provocation. Hamas, Qatar, and the regional EU and 
UN envoys all tried to talk some sense into him, but 
to no avail. (…) Trying to deal with this archterrorist 
while preventing an escalation, Israel opted for de-
terrence first. (…) As expected, his elimination trig-
gered a hysterical backlash from Islamic Jihad, 
which fired over 200 rockets at central and southern 
Israel. The IDF saw this coming and as soon as the 
plan to target al-Ata was approved it bolstered the 
deployment of Iron Dome batteries in key areas. 
This has mitigated much of Islamic Jihad's unbridled 
response, as the trusty defense system intercepted 
over half of the projectiles aimed at residential are-
as. (…) Israel's response to the barrage has been 
measured, both making the point that it will not tol-
erate rocket fire on civilians and avoiding deteriorat-
ing the situation further vis-à-vis Hamas. So far, 
Gaza's rulers have refrained from joining the fray 
(…) Hamas is heavily invested in the Egyptian-
mediated ceasefire talks and its efforts to resolve 
the dire economic crisis in Gaza. Its leaders know 
that provoking another war with Israel will spell utter 
ruin for the Strip – and maybe even topple its rule. 
(…) If Hamas remains on the sidelines and if it man-
ages to rein in jihad activists seeking to avenge al-
Ata, then the calm, such as it is, on the Israel-Gaza 
could be restored. If not, escalation is in the cards. 
(…) If Hamas does not join the fighting and Islamic 
Jihad be rendered damaged over the loss of its 
leader, then the mission was accomplished (…). 
Yoav Limor, IHY, 13.11.19 
 
Islamic Jihad's war of attrition 
It seems the leadership of the Islamic Jihad terrorist 
organization snapped out of the state of confusion 
induced by the elimination of its military commander 
Baha Abu al-Ata (…). Islamic Jihad opted to wear 
Israel down by forcing it to shutter its education 
system and disrupting the economy in at least half of 
the country. This did not just mean the loss of bil-
lions in revenue, but it also undermined the sense of 
security, morale and mental strength of Israel's citi-
zens (…). By attacking in this manner, Islamic Jihad 
was trying to drag Hamas into the conflict, because 
it knew that the longer the confrontation lasts, the 
more likely the IDF was to make a mistake, acci-

dently striking Hamas personnel or facilities, forcing 
it to join the fight despite pleas from Egypt and 
threats from Qatar. (…) Islamic Jihad's strategy of 
attrition and the measured attacks on Israel 
stemmed from the fact that although the organiza-
tion has thousands of rockets at its disposal, only 
very few of them are long range, and so it tried to 
use its munitions lightly so as to conduct a lengthy 
campaign. Both the IDF and the Shin Bet security 
service were aware of this strategy and were both 
working to shorten the round of violence and the 
accompanying disruption to the everyday lives of 
Israeli citizens. (…) The IDF was extremely careful 
in its efforts not to harm either any innocents or 
Hamas compounds or symbols of its rule over the 
Strip - not for humanitarian reasons, but rather due 
to a strategic decision not to touch the organization.  
It worked and Hamas did stay out of it (…) because 
Hamas leaders Ismail Haniyeh and Yahya Sinwar 
didn't want to abandon the agreement they made 
with Israel, the money they get from Qatar, the 
American hospital being built in the Strip, or the 
chance for a Gaza seaport, simply to avenge the 
death of a reckless Islamic Jihad commander. (…) 
Islamic Jihad is very sensitive when it comes to 
attacks on its leadership and functional hierarchy, so 
the elimination of Abu al-Ata was a harsh blow (…). 
Israeli must acknowledge that the enemies of the 
State of Israel (…) have not given up on the desire 
to wipe it off the map, and that they too have talent-
ed, motivated and dangerous people. And if normal 
service was suspended for a few days, it was a 
perfectly reasonable price to pay for the restoration 
of deterrence that gives Israel longer and better 
periods of calm between rounds of fighting that are 
yet to come. 
Ron Ben-Yishai, YED, 14.11.19 
 
Beyond the red alert 
(…) Beyond the red alert, the blaring sirens should 
serve to remind us that the unacceptable, multi-year 
routine of the many individuals, families and com-
munities along the Gaza border is, in fact, a reality 
for us all. (…) The trauma and post-trauma of chil-
dren, parents, teachers and mental health providers 
are exacerbated with every blaring siren. (…) Be-
yond the red alert (…), the blaring sirens must serve 
to deepen our comprehension of Israel and its peo-
ple. They offer insights into the spectrum between 
complacency and panic in Israel, which should be 
understood differently than in countries not under 
constant threat. (…) Beyond the red alert, the ex-
pected unconditional support for the IDF and securi-
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ty infrastructure, for a precise operation, surgically 
targeting an arch-terrorist directly responsible for 
multiple attacks on civilians; acknowledgment of the 
near-impossible self-applied ethics guiding it; and 
commendation of brave civilians under paralyzing 
threat for having the longevity of breath to keep an 
appearance of calm, is met with local and interna-
tional duplicity, which must be exposed and con-
demned. (…) Beyond the red alert, the blaring sirens 
must serve as a wake-up call for the institution 
founded on the ashes of the Holocaust, the culmina-
tion of a well-planned and implemented process of 
delegitimization, dehumanization and double-
standard, toward a vulnerable community. In re-
sponse to what was possibly the darkest chapter of 
human history, the very institutions founded on the 
ashes of “never again” are silent witnesses and 
enablers of “again and again.” (…) 
Michal Cotler-Wunsh, JPO, 14.11.19 
 
Israel and the war of deterrence 
I’ve never liked the word “deterrence.” It sounds so 
dry and lifeless compared to the dramatic idea it 
signifies, which is: “I’m scared as hell to attack you 
because of what you may do to me.” The proper 
dictionary definition is: “The act of discouraging an 
action or event through instilling doubt or fear of the 
consequences.” For decades, Israel  (…) for all the 
power of deterrence, it can only go so far. Suicide 
bombers, for example, are impossible to deter as 
they’re more than willing to give up their lives to kill 
you. (…) When so many rockets are falling on Israel, 
as they are now, and much of the population is on 
edge, keenly aware of the nearest bomb shelter, the 
question that inevitably hangs in the air is: (…) Can’t 
we deter them? Ironically, this latest wave of rockets 
from Gaza came in the wake of a targeted attempt 
at deterrence – the killing of a PIJ terrorist leader 
who sends others to their deaths but who himself 
would prefer to live. By targeting leaders who make 
war decisions, this thinking goes, maybe other lead-
ers will be deterred. (…) deterrence works both 
ways. The terrorist leaders who are retaliating with 
rockets also want to deter Israel from killing more of 
them, so they are trying to establish their own “con-
sequences.” They know that an Israeli society terri-
fied of incoming rockets is a serious consequence. 
(…) If there needs to be a fear of consequences in 
the region, let it be among those for whom murder-
ing Jews and destroying Israel is a holy and lifetime 
mission. 
David Suissa, IHY, 14.11.19 
 

3. Unmut in Israel über EuGH-Entscheidung 
zu Produkten aus Siedlungen 

Israel hat das Urteil des Europäischen Gerichtshofs 
(EuGH) zur Kennzeichnungspflicht von Produkten 
aus israelischen Siedlungen in besetzten Gebieten 
zurückgewiesen. Das Außenamt in Jerusalem be-
schuldigte die Richter_innen in Luxemburg, "mit 
zweierlei Maß" gegen Israel entschieden zu haben. 
Obschon auf internationaler Ebene hunderte unge-
klärte Konflikte über Landbesitz bestünden, habe 
der EuGH "kein einziges Urteil" getroffen, das nichts 
mit Israel zu tun habe. Laut EuGH-Urteil muss es für 
Verbraucher_innen erkennbar sein, wenn Lebens-
mittel aus einer israelischen Siedlung in den noch 
besetzten Palästinensergebieten produziert werden. 
Diese Kennzeichnung solle dazu beitragen, dass 
Verbraucher_innen eine "fundierte Wahl" treffen, 
sich also auch gegen den Kauf entscheiden können. 
Außenminister Israel Katz kündigte an, mit europäi-
schen Kolleg_innen daran zu arbeiten, eine Umset-
zung der Entscheidung zu verhindern. "Diese Ent-
scheidung verringert nur die Chancen auf Frieden." 
Sie ermutige zudem radikale anti-israelische Grup-
pierungen, die zu einem Boykott Israels aufriefen 
und dem Land das Existenzrecht absprächen, mein-
te Katz. Auch Jeremy Issacharoff, Israels Botschaf-
ter in Berlin, kritisierte die Kennzeichnungspflicht für 
Produkte aus israelischen Siedlungen. Das Urteil 
des EuGH diene "lediglich als Instrument in der 
politischen Kampagne gegen Israel". Issacharoff 
forderte die Bundesregierung dazu auf, „diese feh-
lerhafte Entscheidung nicht umzusetzen“.   
 
European Court of Justice courts BDS 
(…) The main thrust of the judgment (…) is to ena-
ble a boycott of those wines as well as other grown, 
produced and manufactured foodstuffs and items in 
the Jewish communities of Judea and Samaria, the 
Jordan Valley and parts of Jerusalem (…). Veiled by 
humanitarian concern for freedom of information and 
in taking a stand that there is illegality in the exist-
ence of the “settlements,” the European Union has 
now redoubled its political efforts to ethnically 
cleanse the heart of the Jewish homeland of Jews. 
(…) Israel legally maintains a belligerent occupation 
– that is, one whose origin is as a result of hostilities. 
(…) To label the wine as made in “Judea” or “Bin-
yamin” or “Samaria” should suffice. (…) the court 
insists that its judgment is intended “to prevent con-
sumers from being misled as to the fact that the 
State of Israel is present in the territories concerned 
as an occupying power and not as a sovereign enti-
ty.” But Israel does exercise its legal sovereign pow-
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er in being the legitimate occupier of those areas in 
accordance with international law. Occupation per 
se is not necessarily illegal. (…) Why not initiate 
direct marketing to Europe, (…) Internet sales. It 
could be, facetiously but advantageously, marketed 
as “The Wine Banned By Brussels.” It would tell the 
consumer that the EU bureaucracy wants to prevent 
him from making quality purchases based on a 
political outlook. As a friend suggested, for Judea 
and Samaria-friendly people, “the EU wants you not 
to purchase this wine because they are made by 
Jews in places the EU forbids Jews to live.” Jews 
are by right in Judea and Samaria. (…) Our pres-
ence there post-1967 is a result of Arab terror and 
aggression. It is our right to be Judea and Samaria 
and to grow grapes and dates and everything else 
we can grow and produce and manufacture there. 
And we will continue to so do. 
Yisrael Medad, IHY, 14.11.19 
 
Don’t label Israeli settlement products. Ban them 
(…) The main reason why many believe that the 
two-state solution is no longer possible is because 
of Israel's colonial settlements, a systematic Israeli 
policy since 1967. This policy is founded on the 
constant creation of facts on the ground, aimed at its 
irreversibility. It is designed to make it impossible for 
the people of Palestine to exercise their inalienable 
rights, notably our right to self-determination. That 
aim has been understood by most international 
bodies (…) But the question remains: What happens 
after such solid legal arguments against Israeli set-
tlements? What did the international community do? 
Very little. Few policies aimed at the settlements 
have been implemented, despite clear and firm 
international resolutions. (…) today, the number of 
settlers has almost tripled compared to the begin-
ning of the peace process. Does that mean that the 
two-state solution is impossible? No. It means that it 
is more difficult to achieve. (…) settlements must be 
turned into a burden for Israel and its supporters. 
(…) That is why the decision of the European Union 
Court of Justice regarding the labeling of Israeli 
settlement products is an important step. It reiterates 
the international obligation of differentiation between 
Israel and the territory it occupies, as laid out in UN 
Security Council resolution 2334. Still, we believe 
that settlement products shouldn't just be labelled, 
but banned. There is nothing ethical in trading in 
products made with stolen natural resources on 
stolen land. (…) 
Saeb Erekat, HAA, 14.11.19 
 

Our European 'friends' 
The European Court of Justice's ruling to label 
goods produced in Judea and Samaria is nothing 
short of an anti-Semitic bombshell. (…) Israeli law-
yers noted at the time that the European demand for 
discriminatory labels violated international trade law, 
but this made no impression on European deci-
sionmakers. (…) The EU’s policy towards Israel has 
been clear for a very long time. For decades, the EU 
has been waging a hostile campaign against Israel. 
The goals of its campaign are to call Israel’s right to 
exist into question, weaken Israel economically and 
politically, and strengthen Israel’s enemies at Israel’s 
expense. The EU wages its campaign through politi-
cal, diplomatic and economic warfare. (…) As for 
Europe’s support for Israel’s enemies, led by Ger-
many, the EU refuses to walk away from the nuclear 
deal with Iran, or reinstate economic sanctions 
against Iran in light of its open material breaches of 
the limitations the nuclear deal placed on its nuclear 
activities. So too, led by Germany, the EU refuses to 
designate all arms of Hezbollah as a terror group. 
(…) The verdict – like the EU’s legally unsupported 
claim that Israeli “settlements” built beyond the 
Green Line are illegal – (…) is very specific. It ap-
plies only to Israel. The ECJ’s ruling will not be ap-
plied on behalf of vegans and Tibetans. Everyone 
knows it was directed against Israel and its Jewish 
citizens alone. The verdict was political, not legal. 
(…) 
Caroline B. Glick, IHY, 15.11.19 
 
Shame on Europe 
(…) The European Union’s Court of Justice (…) 
decision is an outrage for a number of reasons. 
First, it came while half of Israel was shut down due 
to the threat of rockets launched by terrorists into 
civilian populations. A modicum of consideration 
would have been appreciated at this time. (…) There 
is no denying that the European Union is engaging 
in a double standard toward Israel as opposed to 
other territories. There is no similar labeling man-
date for other areas under territorial conflict, like 
Tibet, Northern Cyprus or Western Sahara (…). In 
fact, rather than singling out their products, the EU 
even has an agreement with Morocco allowing Eu-
ropean boats to fish in territorial waters off Western 
Sahara. (…) Europeans have a long history of telling 
Jews where they can – and more often, can’t – live, 
and with whom they can do business, going back 
centuries. Labeling products from Judea and Samar-
ia will encourage boycotts, something Jews were 
subjected to in the darkest period of Europe’s histo-
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ry. (…) Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud 
Abbas has said that, for him to reach an accord with 
Israel, the West Bank will have to be “free of set-
tlers,” meaning Israeli Jews. Europe allows free 
passage and even residence of citizens of one state 
into another, but its courts think that Jew-free areas 
are an acceptable concept in other parts of the 
world. (…) Requiring labeling of Israeli products 
made in the Golan makes no sense. Let’s say Israel 
would want to give the Golan to somebody: who 
would the EU recommend? The brutal Syrian leader 
Bashar Assad, who has murdered more than half a 
million of his people in this long civil war? Or would 
Europe prefer ISIS, Iran or maybe Russia? Israel’s 
control over the Golan helps keep Israel secure and 
prevents a larger conflict that could erupt and engulf 
the Middle East. The failure to recognize this simple 
fact is not just ignorance. It is a lie. And then there is 
east Jerusalem. Basically, what the EU is saying is 
that if a menorah is made in the Old City and then 
exported for sale to Paris, it would need to be la-
beled. The capital of the Jewish people for three 
thousand years and its connection to the Jewish 
people is put into question. This is ridiculous. (…) 
Europe should be ashamed. 
Editorial, JPO, 15.11.19 
 
 
4. Medienquerschnitt 
 
Yitzhak Rabin: in memoriam 
(…) The warrior, former head of the IDF (…) Yitzhak 
Rabin set out to change Israel’s national priorities. 
He was no dove. He did not participate in the Oslo 
Accord signing because he was a left-wing ideo-
logue, nor did he sign the agreement lightly. He did 
so based on solid reasoning and a broad strategic 
view. He was a pragmatic man who could read the 
map, identify opportunities and make tough deci-
sions. He understood that the PLO was growing 
weaker, and that unless he sought agreement with 
that organization, he would face a tougher alterna-
tive – Hamas. He also understood Israel’s changing 
circumstances following the Gulf War, the collapse 
of the Soviet Union and dismantling of the Soviet 
bloc. Rabin assessed that this was an opportunity to 
try to resolve the conflicts with Israel’s immediate 
neighbors so that when the time came, Israel would 
be able to face its harshest and most dangerous 
enemies – Iraq and Iran. He was thoroughly aware 
of the hurdles he would have to face on the path he 
had chosen, the crises, the disappointments – but 
he had decided that he would leave our children and 

grandchildren a different kind of world, one of hope 
and normalcy. (…) the world opened up to us, (…) 
states which did not even recognize us changed 
their position (…). He also managed to make the old 
dream of peace with Jordan a reality. The Middle 
East began opening up to us (…). Rabin the soldier 
fought tenaciously against terrorism. (…) Yitzhak 
Rabin was a modest man, often introverted, but also 
sure of himself; a man who did not like small talk 
and had no patience for fools and liars, for syco-
phants and fear-mongers. The red-headed prime 
minister spoke his mind, sometimes bluntly. In this 
sense, he was not blessed with diplomatic skills. But 
it was his direct style, his deep voice and shy mien 
that won the hearts of many. In these days of deter-
mined attempts to undermine the state’s gatekeep-
ers and institutions, it is important to remember 
Rabin’s respect for democracy and the rule of law, 
even when it concerned his personal life. Let us 
remember his desire to place the citizens at the top 
of the government’s priorities, his actions in support 
of civil equality, his attitude toward the Arab citizens 
in whom he saw partners, and the real actions he 
took to rectify past injustices. Rabin, the man with 
the analytic mind, had well-defined, firm views, but 
he knew how to adapt himself when necessity dic-
tated. Rabin knew how to dream and how to make 
his dreams come true. For him, the essence of Zion-
ism was to establish a safe haven for the Jewish 
people. (…) Rabin’s legacy is of integrity and mod-
esty, courageous leadership, respect for democracy 
and civil rights and the vision of peace. And above 
all, a life of hope. 
Colette Avital, JPO, 14.11.19 
 
 
Justizminister stützt Netanyahu gegen Polizei 
und Staatsanwaltschaft 
 
Let the country burn 
After pouring a jerrican of gasoline on the police and 
prosecutors, after handing burning torches to the 
ministers in charge of the legal system and police, 
and after signaling them to come out against the 
organizations they’re responsible for, Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu volunteered — without a drop 
of shame — to put out the fire that he himself set. 
The pyromaniac in the prime minister’s residence is 
now the responsible adult flying solo in his super-
tanker through Israel’s skies on his national fire-
fighting mission. (…) The final years of Netanyahu’s 
rule have become a sort of social experiment; 
they’re reminiscent of the film “The Wave” that Israe-
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lis once had to watch in school. (…) Like the stu-
dents in the experiment, I could almost hear Justice 
Minister Amir Ohana muttering “strength through 
discipline, strength through community, strength 
through action, strength through pride.” In his Likud 
party, the same as in Palo Alto, the experiment is the 
finest hour of stool pigeons, lackeys and the spine-
less. Ohana is the poster boy of the social experi-
ment: gay and a Mizrahi Jew, his hand didn’t tremble 
when in the so-called nation-state law he erased the 
entry on equality — the section that paved the way 
for someone from his background to reach the cen-
ters of power and the heart of the consensus. Now 
that he has been accepted into the majority group, 
he has slammed the door on equality for those next 
in line — and why should he care about the minori-
ties aspiring to equality? A servant when he 
reigneth. Unfortunately none of this is an experi-
ment. What can a country do when cabinet mem-
bers are accusing the police and prosecutors of 
framing people and sound like the protesters calling 
Israel a police state? What we have here is a dan-
gerous reversal of roles. After all, these cries are 
reserved for the little people suffering under the 
strong arm of the government and the system of law 
enforcement. (…) 
Carolina Landsmann, HAA, 10.11.19 
 
 
 
HAA = Haaretz 
YED = Yedioth Ahronoth / Ynetnews 
JPO = Jerusalem Post 
IHY = Israel HaYom 
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