Chapter 8
Challenging Paradigms: A New New Middle -East, Palestinians notwithstandingNotwithstanding, and beyondBeyond
A. Peace for to Prosperity: Economic Gains, Political Concessions 
In the last year of his presidential term, Donald Trump, in Netanyahu’s words “‘the greatest friend Israel has ever had in the White House,”’ has put forwardintroduced a comprehensive plan, plan called “Peace to Prosperity: A Vision to Improve the Lives of the Palestinian and Israeli People.” between the Israelis and Palestinians.  Strangely enough, there were no Palestinians present in when hehis presentation ofunveiled the deal plan on 28th January 2020 at the White House on January 28, 2020, , just a mere few weeks beforeaway from Israel’s next round of elections in Israel. It was clearly , timeding which to boostcoincides with the Netanyahu’s campaign, which portrayed  based on him asbeing the only statesman in Israeli politics. He was in:  “‘Aa lLeague of his oOwn”’ the billboards declared, together with a picture featuring read the campaign signs featuring Trump and Netanyahu shaking hands. Was it this simply a matter ofjust the personal and ideological affinity between the two leaders? How did Netanyahu change the conceptconceptualization of the Middle E-east and what was his greater vision – and plan – for the international arena?
The “Peace to Prosperity” plan encompassed two parts: a political framework and an economic framework. In the When launching the plan, political plan’s inauguration speech, Trump remarked:describes:
On my first trip overseas as President, I visited the Holy Land of Israel. I was deeply moved and amazed by what this small country had achieved in the face of overwhelming odds and never-ending threats. The State of Israel comprises only a miniscule amount of land in the Middle East and yet it has become a thriving center of democracy, innovation, culture, and commerce.
Israel is a light unto the world. The hearts and history of our people are woven together. The Land of Israel is an ancient home, a sacred place of worship, and a solemn promise to the Jewish people that we will never again repeat history’s darkest hour.
On my first trip overseas as president, I visited the Holy Land of Israel. I was deeply moved an amazed by what this small country had achieved in the face of overwhelming odds and never-ending threats. The state of Israel comprises only a minuscule amount of land in the Middle East, and yet it has become a thriving center of democracy and of ancient culture and commerce. Israel is a light unto the world, the hearts and history of our people are woven together. The land of Israel is an ancient home, a sacred place of worship, and a solemn promise to the Jewish people that we will never again repeat history’s darkest hour.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  The White House, "Remarks by President Trump and Prime Minister Netanyahu of the State of Israel in Joint Statements," news release, January 28, 2020, https://trumpwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-prime-minister-netanyahu-state-israel-joint-statements/.] 


The Sstate of Israel, in Trump’s discourse, is the Holy Land. This land which forFor Trump,, and for his evangelical base, andin the ceremony and at home, as well as for Orthodox Jews, t in the hall, is ‘an ancient home, a sacred place of worship, a solemn promise to the Jewish people’. The Lland of Israel is a sacred promise to the Jews. T; The Palestinians have no part in this narrative, nor do they have much chance of having their position included instand a chance against the history of “‘our people”’  – Americans and Israelis, or Christians and Jews – whoseich their histories are interwoven together. 
The story of the Arabs (and Muslims) is less compelling to are present in absence in what Trump. He noted, however, that he had also met with Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas in Bethlehem and  cares about. The other reason why the Palestinians do not play a major role is that from Trump’s perspective, he “was saddened by the fate of the Palestinian people.” Trump continued: “ They deserve a far better life. T; they deserve the chance to achieve their extraordinary potential.” A better life, from his perspective, is to be achieved throughby economic means. For, iIn his analysis, “Palestinians have been trapped in a cycle of terrorism, poverty, and violence exploited by those seeking to use them as pawns to advance terrorism and extremism.” Indeed, terrorism and Islamic extremism is were the main concerns of what is unacceptable on the Trump administration with regard to the Palestinians’s narrative. 
It would be reiterated in what Trump returned to this theme eight months later, on September 15, 2020, at the Abraham Accords signing ceremony. “A vicious cycle of terror and violence,” fueled by “lies passed down from generation to generation,” had held the region back, according to Trump. In particular, he cited “the lies that the Jews and Arabs were enemies and that Al-Aqsa Mosque was under attack.” But the new accords would set history on a “new course,” Trump promised. “The people of the Middle East will no longer allow hatred of Israel to be fomented as an excuse for radicalism or extremismwould call ‘the big lie’ in signing the Abraham Accord: Trump analyses ‘the lies that Jews and Arabs are enemies and that Al Aksa is in danger. The nations of the region would no longer allow the hatred to Israel be fomented as an excuse for radicalism or extremisms.”.[footnoteRef:2] The region, the Middle- East, is perceived described as imbued with radicalism, extremism, and terrorism, and Trump viewed t. The Palestinians as part of the problem. The United States, the most powerful force for democracy in the world, could hardly be an “honest broker” between Israel and the Palestinians when it saw the latter ain s disseminators of “lies” and associated them with Trump’s eyes are part of this equation, based on ‘the lies’: Being identified with Fatach and Hamas – and being casted as a pro-Islamic terrorism. [2:  https://www.timesofisrael.com/full-text-trumps-speech-at-abraham-accords-signing-ceremony/.] 

 inasmuch as Israel is concerned – gives them a little chance to gain ‘fair brokery’ from the number one force for democracy in the world. The Palestinians’ national narrative, contrary to that told bythe narrative embraced by Trump and Netanyahu, is built on ideas of native Arabism in the Middle E-east, centuries-old Islam, and defiance ofagainst occupation. – h ence Palestinians are present in their absence in the events, from the Peace to Prosperity to the Abrahamic Accord. The narratives clash and under Trump, the national story of the Jews triumphed under Trump and has won; the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is was therefore presented from within a Christian-Judaic tradition that relegated the  in the light of which the Palestinians to the sidelinesstand no chance. In this essentialist, religious, ethno-cultural narrative, a sacred solemn promise is was made to one side only; the other side was offered an economic deal is what’s on offer to the other side.
Thus, the neo-liberal and the neo-conservative ethos are was fundamental in Trump’s Middle East policyplan. In both , reiterating the internal struggle within populist neo-conservatism in the United StatesSA  and Israel, alike: neo-liberalism replaceds liberalism, and ethno-religious culture replaceds universal rights. What is the relation connection between the political and economic frameworks in the Trump’s “Peace to Prosperity” plan, which was inspired by Netanyahu and carefully formulated by the president’s curved under the knifes of Kushner his son- in- law, Jared Kushner, Secretary of State Mike Pompeo (, aan evangelical Christian and st, Tea Party Republican), and Ambassador David Friedman and Secretary of State, ambassador Friedman and Netanyahu’s inspiration? 
The economic plan, touted as the “deal of the century,” was actually introduced in at the Manama Cconference, in June 2019. The plan called upon the Gulf states and other donors to invest over $50 billion , where the Deal of the Century was presented: first the economic deal, with over 50 Billion dollars’ investment in the Palestinian territories. coming from the Gulf states and other donors. It was outright rejected outright by the Palestinians, who did not even send an official representative to the AmericanU.S.-Arab gathering. President Abbas has rejected the plan explaineding: “Only when there is a political solution based on the basis of international law and the two-states vision will we welcome all those who wish to help us, whether it be in Manama or anywhere else..“[footnoteRef:3]   [3:  Patsy Widakuswara, "Palestinians Reject Economic Vision of Trump's 'Deal of the Century'," Voice of America, June 25 2019. ] 

The second, political part of the “Peace to Prosperity” plan was celebrated in Washington seven months later at its official rollout, without the Palestinians present, as noted., half a year later, without the Palestinians’ presence.  The first part of the plan promised to the Palestinians rapid economic growth and job creation for the Palestinians by creating a business environment in Palestine “that provides investors with confidence that their assets will be secure by improving property rights, the rule of law, fiscal sustainability, capital markets, and anti-corruption policies.”[footnoteRef:5] These classic neo-liberal goals would were to be achieved by injecting by the $50 billion dollarsinto the Palestinian economy – t that the plan aspires to bring into the region. Transformation throughby economic measures. The Palestinian market would thereby be integrated into the global markets, thus increasing its competitiveness by reducing regulatory barriers and vast investingment in infrastructures. The strategy was to build support in the Gulf Arab countries by introducing theis economic part of they-first plan first. was thus introduced in Bahrein by the end of June 2019, seven good months before the Deal of the Century’s political part was to follow. The idea was to build support in the Gulf Arab countries and This also aligned withto do it Trump’s inclination to solve problems way: by offering irresistible through an economic incentives., an irresistible temptation. Former Prime Minister Tony Blair, who had led former UK Prime minister and head of tthe Middle East Qquartet a decade earlier, before, started his speech at the Manama conference by reiterating his beliefsaying he believes in the two-states solution. He told Kushner: “Iit is absolutely foolish to believe you can have economics without politics.”.[footnoteRef:6] No Palestinian officials came to the Manama conference, and no official representative of the Palestinian officials spurned s talked in favor of the plan for this very reason: – as Iit lacked an acceptable respectable  political solution.[footnoteRef:7] 	Comment by Susan: Is this discussed earlier in the book? If not, perhaps a brief explanation should be added that it was a peace mediation effort of the UN, US, EU and Russia initiated in 2000. [5:  The White House, "Peace to Prosperity," (The White House, 2020). ]  [6:  Martin Chulov, "Jared Kushner's 'Deal of the Century' Fails to Materialise in Bahrain," The Guardian, June 26 2019. ]  [7:   "U.S. Pushes Bahrain Economic Plan in Absence of Palestinians," Al-Jazeera, June 26 2019. ] 

Indeed, despite the fact that the economic ship has left the port long before the political one, – and the Palestinians did were not tempted tonot come on board. Once the political part became known, – it was clear that the economic rationale was supposed intended to overshadow the political sacrifice the plan demanded from the Palestinians. In order for the deal to work, Trump has conceded acceded to all five demands of Netanyahu’s demands. First,  from the Palestinians: under the agreement of mutual recognition, the State of Palestine would be recognized by Israel as the state of the Palestinians, while and the State of Israel would be recognized by the Palestinians as the state of the Jewish people.[footnoteRef:8] This is was crucial as because itthis encapsulated the prime minister’s effort to legislate pass the controversial legislation, Basic Law: Israel as the Nation-State of the Jewish People. That is, Netanyahu felt he could notthe National basic law on the assumption that he cannot demand from that the Palestinians to recognize Israel as athe Jewish state if Israel’s Jewish character it wasis not enshrined inas a basic law under Israeli constitution. This was one of the major concessions the United States demanded from the Palestinians – that they Yet the idea that the Palestinians would recognize Israel as a Jewish state, despite the fact that , with over 20% Palestinians comprise over 20% of Israel’s being citizenry (not to speak of thes of Israel and millions of Palestinian refugees who insist on the “right of seeking to return” to their homes in what is now Israel.)  [8:  White House, "Peace to Prosperity," 37.] 

Israel – is one of the greatest concessions the USA demanded from the Palestinians. In addition, the plan’s insistence thatLikewise, the idea that no Arab or Jew would be uprooted from his their home undermines undermined the whole entire discourse onf the illegality of settlements in the occupied territories, which had beenwas the a central issue inbedrock of the negotiations since the 1990s. The plan specifically denies this reading of international law by declaring that “‘withdrawing from territory captured in a defensive war is a historical realtyrarity.”[footnoteRef:9]’ (p. 8). In addition, the plan emphasizes And“that the State of Israel has already withdrawn from at least 88% of the territory it captured in 1967,”  Israel already withdrew from 88% of the territory captured in 1967, the sentence continues, thereby endorsing the Israeli right-wing position. This stance was outright summarily rejected by the European Union and the international arenacommunity, but their opposition went unheedednoticed from  by the Trump administration’s perspective. It The plan opened the door for Netanyahu to try to change the relation attitude towardto Israel in the larger European community, and especially in the Eastern- European nations, as we shall shortly seediscussed below. [9:  Ibid., 8.] 

The premise that peace should not demand the uprooting of people from their homes – Jews or Arabs – was indeed the  most significant part of the “Peace to Prosperity” plan from the perspective of the occupied territories and the fate of the Palestinian state.[footnoteRef:10] is indeed Trump’s major idea that peace should not demand the uprooting of people from their homes – Jews or Arabs (P. 8). As theAccording to the plan’s “conceptual map,” borders would be drawn in a manner that “determinesavoids: forced population transfers of either Arab or Jews.”[footnoteRef:11] would be avoided (p. 11). The immediate meaning implication was thatof this statement is that no (illegal or otherwise) Jewish settlement in the territories would be evacuated, and thus calling into questiontherefore that the viability of a sovereign and contiguous Palestinian state is virtually nullified. The plan alsoAdd to that the demanded the full demilitarization of that Palestine would be fully demilitarized,[footnoteRef:12] and the implementation of at a U.S.-style democracy:  is being forced on it – as Palestine would be required to ratifyhave to have a constitution and secure maintain the rule of law, freedom of press, fair elections, etc., and avoid erase any incitement from in their education  textbooks used in Palestinian schools.[footnoteRef:13] Tthis wais hardly a generousforthcoming peace offer for an Palestinian independent Palestinian state. In fact, that it reflectedwas a long-standing tactics of Netanyahu. At the height of the Obama administration, just before Netanyahu has made the hisinfamous  Bar-Ilan speech where he endorsinged the two- states solution, his dadfather, the historian and ideologue, Ben-Zion Netanyahu, was interviewed by the journalist Amit Segal. “Does Yyour son supports a Palestinian state?,” he askedput the question to the father. “No, hHe does not. support. He supports one on such terms that the Palestinians would never accept,”[footnoteRef:14] explicates the historian clarified., foreseeing the future of the Hebron agreement as well as the Peace to Prosperity. [10:  Ibid., 8]  [11:  Ibid., 11]  [12:  Ibid., 22.]  [13:  Ibid., 34.]  [14:  Ben-Zion Netanyahu, interview by Amit Segal, December 16, 2019.] 

Both Trump and Netanyahu are strong supporters of economy-led solution, but tThe political framework of the “the Ddeal of the cCentury” forwarded, has ruled out any cooperation from the Palestinians. It was a peace plan between the United StatesS and Israel, essentially without the Palestinians. As Netanyahu introduced effusively praisedthe greatness of the deal and its patron, Trump: “Mr. President, I believe down the decades – and perhaps down the centuries – we will also remember January 28th, 2020 because on this day, you became the first world leader to recognize Israel’s sovereignty over areas in Judea and Samaria that are vital to our security and central to our heritage.”.[footnoteRef:15] Netanyahu is useding a double-helixed justification:. He argueds that all former previous peace talks had have failed for because “they did not strike the right balance between Israel’s vital security and national interests and the Palestinians’ aspirations for self-determination.”. The first layer is security: only Only Trump has recognized that “Israel must have sovereignty in places that enable Israel to defend itself by itself” and accepted all the restrictions Netanyahu’s pure right-wing government has demanded. The other is the ethno-religious layer: 	Comment by Susan: It’s not clear what is meant by a double-helixed justification – a two-pronged? [15:  Benjamin Netanyahu, "Speech at the White House at the Presentation of Donald Trump's "Peace to Prosperity" Vision," (2020).] 

For too long – far too long – the very heart of the Lland of Israel where our patriarchs prayed, our prophets preached, and our kings ruled, has been outrageously branded as illegally occupied territory. Well, today, Mr. President, you are puncturinghing  this big lie. You are recognizing Israel’s sovereignty over all the Jewish communities in Judea and Samaria, large and small alike.[footnoteRef:16]  [16:  Ibid.] 


The speech beganins like a policy declaration of by a statesman, but morphedcontinues as into a prophetic statement of by the leader of the Jewish people, or rather of the right-wing nationalist camp, who was well aware of the evangelical evangelist presence in the American administration and the Republican electorate. Netanyahu continueds: 
These, as the distinguished pastors who are here know very well — these are places inscribed in the pages of the Bible. These are places carved into the bedrock of our common civilization: the sacred tomb in Hebron where the fathers and mothers of the Jewish people are buried; Bethel, where Jacob dreamed of a ladder ascending to the heavens; Shiloh, where the Ark of the Covenant that held the Ten Commandments … for centuries. That’s what happened in Shiloh.


The only places mentioned are Hebron, Beit Eltel, and Shiloh – all of them known familiar as the names of American cities and from Old Testament symbolize religious stories known from the old testament also to religiousthe Christians world. As for the Palestinians, Netanyahu says asserted that the plan offers a  “‘better life,”’, “‘national dignity,”’ “‘prosperity,”’  and “‘hope.”’. “It takes enormous talent to reject $50 billion worth of investment,” he haughtily sayspronounced, anticipating the outright Palestinian rejection of athe plan which he himself characterizeds as both “a great plan for peace” and “a great plan for Israel.SRAEL. ” But Netanyahu stopped short of saying it was a It’s a great plan for peace”. Maybe not such a great plan for the Palestinians., which he declines to mention. Was the unfulfilled plan with the Palestinians the first milestone in en route to the quadrupole peace agreements with the AEU, Bahraein, Morocco, and South Sudan to arrive the following year? Netanyahu hopedHoping to change the balance of power in the Middle East in light of, given the nuclear threat posed by Iran and identified as the, the main hurdle obstacle:on the way for this peace was  the conventional belief that no peace cwould be achieved in the region without solving the Israeli-Palestinian conflict first. This framework approach of prioritizing an Israeli-Palestinian accord hads dictated the attitude of the Wwestern powers towards Israel and the Middle East since the 1990s, and despite under- the- radar cooperation between Israelis and the Gulf states throughout for a quarter of a century, officially it was kept under the flying carpet. 	Comment by Ira: In previous chapters we used “Beit El”
This is perhaps the greatest achievement of the Trump-Netanyahu “deal of the century”: challenging this paradigm and pushing the Palestinians aside, going forward with the other moderate Arab states in the region without any real progress on the home front with the Palestinians. On 3 September 3, 2021, Netanyahu, now as the head of the opposition leader, criticizeds Naftali Bennett’s government: “ and said ‘whereasWhile we have bypassed the Palestinians and brought four historic peace agreements with Arab countries without giving them any presents, any concessions, you are giving the Palestinians free gifts and bringing them back into the heart of the international agenda, a third huge failure.”.[footnoteRef:17] Thus, in retrospect, Netanyahu describeds his own achievement as takingputting aside the Palestinian conflict off the agenda and marginalizing the Palestinianstrivializing them  in the regionalMiddle East and world diplomatic discourse.  [17:  Moran Azulai and Gad Lior, "Success for the Coalition: State Budget Approved on the First Call," ynet, September 3 2021. ] 

Yet from the perspective of his national camp, his base, the greatestr prize offered by the Trump-Netanyahu united vision was declaringto declare Israel’s sovereignty on over all Jewish territories in Judea and Samaria. This declaration of sovereignty, Netanyahu boasted, wasdeclares Israeli sovereignty on Judea and Samaria are the second most important moment in Israel’s history after the Ddeclaration of Iindependence in 1948. He defines Trump’sThis achievement – U.S. recognition of “, “on this day you became to first world leader to recognize Israel’s sovereignty over areas in Judea and Samaria that are vital to our security and central to our heritage,”.[footnoteRef:18] paving the way for Israeli annexation –  This was a key part of Netanyahu’s election campaign and was promise in Israel, based on the coordinatedion with the Ttrump administration, already in September 2019 election.[footnoteRef:19] This was his message to the heads of theleaders of the settlement movement,s’ leaders, some of whom accompanied him the prime minister to Washington forto the “Peace tofor Prosperity” inauguration ceremony inon late January 2020, just a few weeks before the next round of elections in early March.  [18:  Netanyahu. ]  [19:  Moran Azulai and Elisha Ben Kimun, "Netanyahu's "Dramatic Declaration": If I Will Be Elected I Will Annex the Jordan Valley and the Northen Dead Sea," ynet, September 10 2019. ] 

The euphoria was short-lived, This, however, and was cut down in the editing that came with the backlash against Netanyahu faced backlash after delivering his speech ’s declaration at the ceremony. Trump himself was furious with Netanyahu’s painting portrayal of him as authorizing annexation.[footnoteRef:20] The Americans were not unable to dismiss the international pressure to postpone the annexation of the settlements,. After the elections, Netanyahu formed went, post-election, into a unity government with the Blue- and White party, and which put the brakes on annexation plans. Defense Ministerthe latter’s heads, Benny Gantz and Foreign Minister , now Netanyahu’s defense minister, andGabi his partner, Ashkenazi, the leaders of Blue-White, , now Netanyahu’s foreign minister (both were both left  in the dark about the Abraham Accords –  lead by Netanyahu and Trump as phase two of the Trump-Netanyahu “deal of the century.”), In these accords, Israel chose normalization overboth traded sovereignty for normalization.: It deferred No  annexation of the occupied territories, but achieved a full normalization with the Gulf UAE and Bahrainstates.[footnoteRef:21] [20:  Yanir Kuzin, "The White House against Pm: "We Have Not Spoken with Israel on Annexation, It Is a Lie"," Ma'ariv, February 12 2018. 
]  [21:  Gili Cohen and Roei Kais, "Secrets of Peace: A Year to the Abraham Accords - What Was Happening Backstage," Kan, August 27 2021. ] 


B. Abraham Accords: Normalization Iinstead exchange of Annexation
The Abraham Accords was were announced on 14th September 14, 2020, and the actual signing ceremony took place in Washington, D.C., on 28th January 28, 2021, just two short months before the elections that ended Netanyahu’s long tenure as were to lose his prime minister – a tenure even longer than that of Israel’s founding father,ial position after surviving as the longest serving head of Israel, longer than its founder,  David Ben-Gurion. Trump spoke of “e‘Eternal peace” and Netanyahu described the accords as a “p’, would call it Trump, ‘Peace for pPeace” deal. The prominent journalist Jeffrey Goldberg described it in less glowing terms as “’, reiterates Netanyahu, an arms deal.”, would estimate a senior commentator.[footnoteRef:22] In Trump’s view,  the Abraham Accords declares markedthis is a change into the course of history:, introducing the Abraham accord at the ceremony: Aafter decades of conflict, the agreements would s bringing peace and prosperity to a new Middle -East. Yes, he used a new Middle-East, the expression coined by Shimon Peres, who spoke about a “new Middle East” in the wake of the Oslo Accords, for which he received the Nobel Prize along with Yitzhak Rabin and Yasser Arafathead of the peace camp and Labor government, Noble prize winning with Rabin and Arafat for the Oslo Accord with the Palestinians, likewise. Peres had also linked connecting economic prosperity with security and peace with economic prosperity, but his . Only Peres’ vision was part of the old paradigm: Palestinians firstt, as the no other only way to bring about peace to the region.; Trump and Netanyahu have managed to upendturn  the paradigm: on its head: first, peace in the region and economic cooperation, then with the Palestinians perhaps joining latermay be reconciled and come on board. The accords, in Trump’s words continues, is, provided “the foundation for a comprehensive peace across the entire region,” a peace “… fFounded on shared- interests, mutual respect, and friendship.”.[footnoteRef:23] Economics drives the world, certainly Trump’s world. Indeed, in his priority order, tThe partnership between Israel, the UAE, and Bahraein would range include “a broad range of sectors, from tourism to trade, and healthcare to security.”.  [22:  Jeffery Goldberg, "Iran and the Palestinians Lose out in the Abraham Accords," The Atlantic, September 16 2020. ]  [23:  Donald Trump, "President Trump Speaks at Abraham Accords Signing between Israel, Uae and Bahrain," (2020). ] 

True, the Abraham Accords openly encouragedis is  economic relationsthe materialization of a pure economic peace, between non-enemy belligerent states that, who hadve already been trading with one another under the radar for decades. Moreover, once the paradigm changed, the Palestinian issue was no longer an obstacle to establishing full diplomatic relations. , but could only raise the level into full diplomatic relations once the Palestinian sting was taking out of the milk and honey sweet deal between Israel and the Gulf moderate states. The Changing the paradigm change was a result both of a compliantn adversary Trump administration to that of Obama in Washington, and to the shared interests of Israel and the Gulf states regarding Iran, particularly in light of the hardline stance taken against Iran by Trump. the anti-Iranian alliance which grew together once, much under Netanyahu’s pressure, the agreement between the US and Iran was cancelled and international inspection over the nuclear advancement of Iran was uplifted. TheJoining  ceremony in Washington gathered Trump and Netanyahu at the signing ceremony were Abdullah bin Zayed, foreign minister of the UAE, and Foreign Minister Abdullatif al-Zayani of Bahrain., and with the blessing of prince Bin-Zaid leader of the UAE, his foreign minister Abdulla Bin-Zaid, and the foreign minister Abdul Azif Baharany of Bahrein representing the two states signing the peace treaty with Israel.  The Israeli foreign minister, Ashkenazi, was not even aware of the Accord, let alone present in at the ceremony. Prime minister Netanyahu has kept the international scene stage for himself and used it to embarrass his own foreign minister in the political struggle skirmishing on the internal Israeli political front.
The UAE foreign minister extended a hand for peace and said to Netanyahu: “Thank you for choosing peace and for halting the annexation of the Palestinian territories.”. With these words, he clearly confirmed the conditions for the deal: Clearly, normalization in exchange for halting the annexation.[footnoteRef:24] He emphasizeds infrastructures, a stable economy, and scientific achievements, and outlined the UAE’s shared interests with: Israel as a start-up nation,in the fields of technologyical and scientific advancement, this is clearly the image of the shared interests coming from the UAE. This is was no longer an armistice with poor and unstable Arab countries like Egypt and Jordan; it was, this is an economic treaty between ambitious andly advanced regional powers seeking to materialize and maximize their mutual gains. The same spirit though a different discourse is presented by the Bahrain’s foreign minister spoke in the same spirit  of foreign affairs of Bahrein. He talks about the offering the younger generations for whom peace for “security and prosperity across the region” is offered instead of conflict and mistrust. Yet, he stresseds time and again that peace can could only be achieved through only by protecting the rights and interests of countries and peoples in the region.[footnoteRef:25] The foreign minister described the tTwo- states solution for the Palestinians is as the bedrock for a lasting peace in the region, in his speech. WellThe “, in Peace to Prosperity” plan did indeed present a blueprint for a two-states solution,  was endorsed, but with thesuch concessions it demanded from the Palestinians made it a non-starter from the Palestinians’ perspective., inserted by Netanyahu’s men, it was outright rejected by them. The Abraham Aaccords, as the foreign ministers have put it –  offered Israel peace with the UAE and Bahraein in exchange for no annexation, and ostensibly conditioned any future progress on forwarding advancing the two-states solution for the Palestinians. Yet this was too little, too late.: Tthe deed was done. Following the; signing peace accords with these two Gulf countries, Israel signed followed by agreements with South Sudan and Morocco, without making any, with no further progress on the Palestinian front. Thus, the Palestinians , meant that they were further isolated and marginalizedtrivialized in the regional and international scene arena under Trump’s administration. Full economic and diplomatic relationships were being implementedestablished between Israel and four Arab countries – : the UAE, Bahraein ( – Saudi Arabia’s’s proxy), Morocco, and South Sudan. Others, promised Trump and Netanyahu promised that other Arab states were soon, were to follow.	Comment by Susan: It isn’t clear to what you are alluding with “Yet this was too little too late. The deed was done.” Consider deleting it and simply writing; However, essentially the deal was already done. Following the …. [24:  Ibid. ]  [25:  Ibid.] 

Back in Israelat home, Netanyahu, defendeding the Abraham Accords at the Knesset, describing the agreements as a victoryes this as the win of for thehis “peace for peace” doctrine he had laid out . His 25 years earlierold doctrine presented  in his A Place under Among the Nations: Israel and the World.the Sun According to this doctrine, which he cites his thesis that a strong Israel is a guarantee for a different kind of peace – a peace based on power, not weakness.[footnoteRef:26] You make pPeace you make with from a position of strength, he insisted. and eEconomic power leads brings to a military power, which leads to political power, he cites himself. Already in his book, Netanyahu saw a mMarket economy ais the foundationbase for a strong state., in Netanyahu’s quarter of a century old vision.  [26:  Cohen and Kais. ] 

Isolating Iran and sidelining the Palestinians were Netanyahu’s two long-standing goals. Netanyahu saw the Abraham Accords as solidifying the anti-Iran front by establishing “entirely different relations with the states in the region and outside it.”[footnoteRef:27] The right-wing commentator Amir Segal, who has logged hundreds of hours of interviews with Netanyahu, described him as “a formidable ideologue” who “has a mega-goal, and that is to strangle the Palestinian idea.”[footnoteRef:28] The The second mission for Netanyahu was to dismiss the nuclear deal with Iran. “These powers have built the base for a whole together different relations with the states in the region and outside it.”[footnoteRef:29]  Isolating Iran and sidelining the Palestinians are his two long-standing goals. “Netanyahu is a formidable ideologue” says the author of The Story of Israeli Politics and the rightwing commentator who has hundreds of hours of personal interviews with Netanyahu, Amit Segal “Netanyahu has a mega-goal, and that is to strangle the Palestinian idea”.[footnoteRef:30] With the Abraham Accords tightened the stranglehold,, the final breaths of the idea were taken, at least for the time being. It would beThere would be a warm peace between Israel and the Gulf states, promises Netanyahu promised, because it would be based on economic opportunities and investment from within the region. Peace for peace. [27:  Ibid.]  [28:  Dana Spector, ""People Thought I Was Sweet, until I Started Speaking My Mind"," Yediot Achronot, August 22 2021. ]  [29: ]  [30: ] 

But was it indeed just ‘“peace for peace”’? In all cases, theThe United StatesS has always rewardedgave the Arab countries that agreeing to normalize relations with Israel. In the case of Sudan something on the international stage they have long longed for: with South Sudan, , Trump has tweeted four, 4 days before the agreement to normalize the relations with Israel, that he the United States would remove Sudan from the its list of countries the US has considered states that sponsor of terrorism.; for Morocco, Trump rewarded Morocco by becoming was the only world leader that was willing to recognize Moroccano as the  sovereignty in Western Sahara. On In both casesdeals, the United StatesS delivered the goods, but Netanyahu’s people, and his influence in the White House, facilitated played a key rolethem. Most acutely, the United StatesS bargained negotiated an the sale of F-35 combat planes toarms deal with the UAE, selling the F-35 combative airplanes. Israel had previously been the sole recipient of the advanced aircraft as part of the American commitment to maintain Israel’s qualitative, beforehand given solely to Israel to keep its edge over all Arab nations. This was the a majorbig concession bygiven by Netanyahu, who first denied the deal and it and then said he did not kneow nothing about it.[footnoteRef:31] It took Gantz made numerous ’ endless visits to the United StatesS to keep secure Israeli supremacy by other means, which Netanyahu did not plan on.[footnoteRef:32] But the F-35 deal could can also be looked viewedat  as providing reflecting a different approach to the region: Tthe moderate Gulf states and Israel face a common enemy – Iran – and the UAE is in fact a forwardefront base for confrontingagainst Iranian aggression. ThusI, it is indeed true that peace is madeone makes between enemies, and while Israel was never formally at war with the UAE or Bahrain,  and Israel and the UAE and Bahreinyet  there is no doubt thatwere never in war; but military cooperation against Iran, especially annuclear Iran with nuclear capabilities, did opened a new strategy for the regional picture, once the Palestinian issue was set aside. AlsoFurthermore, given the American policy of “no boots on the ground,” – shared by the sworn political rivals Trump and Beiden alike, – Israel, in Middle- Eastern eyes, has becaome the only foremost regional power central into the fight against nuclear Iran. ThusWhile, military cooperation was played down in the ceremonies, but Trump’s secretary of s State, Mike Pompeo, hads said already declared atin the Warsaw Conference for Peace and Security in the Middle East in 2019 that “you can’not achieve peace and stability in the Middle- East without confronting Iran. It’ is just notsimply impossible. They’re  a malign influence in Lebanon, in Yemen, in Syria, in Iraq; the three H’s: the Houthis, Hamas and Hezbollah. These are real threats; there are others as well. But you can’t get peace in the Middle East without pushing back against Iran.’’They act in Lebanon, Syria, Iraq, Yemen, help the Hutis, Hamas and Hezbollah. These are real threats.”[footnoteRef:33]  Palestinians are were out, Iran is was in. The Abraham Accords is were a by-product of the changing threats and alliances among the regional powers.	Comment by Susan: On what did Netanyahu not plan? The UAE deal or Gantz’s visit? The part of the sentence “which Netanyahu did not plan on.”grammatically refers to Gantz’s visit. [31:  Atila Shumpalvi, Nahum Barnea on Netanyahu and the F-35 Deal, podcast audio, Osim Kotarot, 18:452020. ]  [32:  Cohen and Kais. See https://www.nytimes.com/2019/02/14/world/europe/pompeo-pence-us-iran.html ]  [33:  Itamar Eichner, "Pompeau: "Peace in the Middle-East Is Unachievable without Conflict with Iran"," ynet, February 14 2019. 
] 

C. Alliance of National Populists: Resetting the European Scene
TIndeed, the Warsaw conference on the Iranian threat to the Middle- East was heldtook place in Warsaw. In this conference, on 3rd February 3, 2019, with Netanyahu participating alongside representatives from participated Arab representatives, from Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and Bahraein. and other states together with prime minister Netanyahu. Besides its implications for the  Far from being only about reshaping the interrelations within the Middle -East, it the conference markedwas the fruition of a nother Israeli diplomatic campaigneffort to break the unanimous denunciation of Israel in Europe and in the UN. Since 2006,  there was a strand in the foreign office in Israel’s Foreign Ministry had been who began nurturing cultivating an alliance between with Eastern European nations and Israel, on the basis ofthat shared a more similar nationalist approach to democracy – primarily . In particular, the Visegrád Visegard states: – Poland, Hungry, the Czech Republic, and Slovakia.[footnoteRef:34] Ten years later, in 2017, the relations have ripen into the participation of Netanyahu, the prime minister, in the conference, hosted by Orban, of Hungry. The Netanyahu-Trump personal relationship was translated into real dividends for other countries, especially those sharingof the same ideological colorhue; this,  strengtheneding Netanyahu’s international role in the region and beyond it. Most notabley would wasbe Netanyahu’s relationships with semi-authoritarian East European leader Viktor Orbán Orban of Hungary, the longest -serving and semi-authoritarian prime minister who curtailed freedom of press, limited judicial independence, and undermined multiparty democracy. It Under Orbán, led Hungary effectively turned into in effect being a one-party state.[footnoteRef:35]  [34:  Akiva Bigman, How Netanyahu Turned Israel into an Empire (Tel Aviv: Sela Meir, 2019), 54.]  [35:  The Economist, "How Viktor Orban Hollowed out Hungary’s Democracy," The Economist, August 31 2019. ] 

The ‘shared -interest’ in of Netanyahu and Orbán this case was primarily aboutmore of a common worldview and less about than an economics interest. Neo-conservatism, or rather populist nationalism, became the crucial linkage. Orbán and likeminded The Eastern European leaderscountries blamed have suffered from the EU diktatctate of open borders and the human rights discourse for unleashing  which made them, in their own eyes, an obvious victim of waves of Muslim immigrationmigrants, particularly in view the wake of the civil war in Syria. Israel, under in Netanyahu’s paradigmeyes, was also suffered from the misguided approach ofabused by the international community (led by the Western European countries). For example, Israel was and suffered repeatedly condemned for its actions incontinues renunciation on the occupied territories, notoriously by the UN Commission onf Human Rights of the UN, while no such admonition came was leveled againstto such major violators of human rights as Syria, Iran, andor China, major human rights violators.[footnoteRef:36] Netanyahu and Orbán both rejected tThe discourse of universal rights, as well as the ’ discourse was rejected by the heads of states – Netanyahu and Orban alike – as was the multicultural, secular ethos that prevailed in Western Europe.dictates from Europe. In Poland, Hungry, Slovakia, and Israel, the right-wing leaders have stressed ethno-religious nationalism, cultural purity, and rejection of the international human rights dictum which that violated their national sovereignty.  [36:  Uri Reznik to HaZira, December 1, 2020, https://www.arenajournal.org.il/single-post/resnick-unhrc. ] 

Viktor Orbán Orban has blamedaccused liberal democracy of encroaching on the traditional family and nation.[footnoteRef:37] He has introduced his illiberal vision of democracy vision, which puts prioritizes the national interest and security first, as a way to halt Muslim immigration, but also to justify restraining the free press, the judiciary, and the NGOs in his countryHungary. Just Llike Netanyahu, he transgressed evolved from leading a liberal party on during his first term, to shaping a nationalist party in order to gain control of the masses in later years. Entering his fourth term in office, he declaredsaid: “"We have replaced a shipwrecked liberal democracy with a 21st-century Christian democracy, which guarantees people’'s freedom and, security."[footnoteRef:38] .”[footnoteRef:39] For him, The freedom meant is the freedom of the people, the Hungarian people’s freedom, not the freedom of individuals, as like in the liberal model. This is was cast in populist nationalistm terminology, akin to how Trump and Netanyahu speak spoke in their home countries: “I am convinced that at in Brussels and other capitols in Europe, the political and intellectual elites are at war with the majority of people who still adhere to patriotism and common sense.”[footnoteRef:40] It was tThe leader of the people against the political and intellectual elites, the patriots against the globalist human rights defenders. Gadi Taub, a pro-Netanyahu writer, succinctly expressed the deep-state, populist thesis shared by Trump, Netanyahu, and Orbán in the title of his book Global Elites and National Citizens: The Attack of the Upper Classes on Israel’s Democracy, titled his book a Bibist so-called intellectual, compressing the deep state populist thesis shared by Trump, Netanyahu and Orban into one catchy phrase.[footnoteRef:41] The extreme- right always frames depicts a struggle in which he it is simultaneously the victim and the strong powerful side. Note it that is the “upper classes” were  that are the attackingers of the people’s democracy, while  – and its the popular leader was the, defender of the nation and religion. Whether it was a Christian democracy (in Orbán) Orban’s words, or a Jewish state (in Netanyahu)’s, collective essentialist robust identities clashed with are placed against the individual rightss and the egalitarian state of, the thin vision of the liberal democrats. [37:  Reuters Staff, "Hungary Will Defend Traditional Families, Stop Demographic Decline, Orban Says," Reuters, May 25 2018. ]  [38: ]  [39:  Darko Janjevic, "Viktor Orban: Era of 'Liberal Democracy' Is Over," DW, May 10 2018. ]  [40:  Bigman, 53.]  [41:  Gadi Taub, Global Elites and National Citizens: The Attack of the Upper Classes on Israel’s Democracy (Shibolet, 2020).] 

Welcoming Orban to his visit to Jerusalem, after After becoming Netanyahu was the first Israeli prime minister to visiting Budapest, Netanyahu welcomed Orbán to Jerusalem on a reciprocal state visit. He noted thattalks about Herzl was, born in Hungary, and thus declareds that Zionism had its rootshas begun  in Budapest. After Netanyahu also commenteding on Orbán’s Orban’s restoration of the synagogues in his country in order to dispel, by way of demonstrating accusations that the authoritarian leader was not anti-Semitic. Then , Netanyahu gotets to the core of the shared interest: 
we both understand that the threat of radical Islam is real. It threatens Europe and the whole world. It definitely threatens us and our Arab neighbors. We believe that of all sources of radical Islam, Iran is the biggest threat to our common civilization. Israel is at the forefront of the struggle against radical Islam and in many ways, Israel defends Europe. I ask to thank you for defending Israel. You have stood on our side many times in international fora. We appreciate this and this is important. An important target in Israeli foreign policy is not only to change our bilateral relations with many nations – and indeed our relations are thriving more than ever – but to change the way Israel is treated in international forums. There, Hungary has led the way many times, and for that I’m thankful to you.We both understand that the threat of radical Islam is a real one. It could endanger Europe, It could endanger the world. It certainly endangers us and our Arab neighbors. We believe that of all the sources of militant Islam, Iran is the greatest threat to our common civilization. And by being here, in this county here, at the frontline of the battle against radical Islam, in many ways Israel is defending Europe.
 
I want to thank you for defending Israel. You have stood up for Israel time and time again in international forums. It is deeply appreciated and it is important, and important goal of Israeli foreign policy to change not only our bilateral relations with so many countries and indeed our relations are flourishing as never before. It is also to change the way Israel is treated in international forums and on this Hungary has led the charge many, many times and I thank you for it.[footnoteRef:42] [42:  Israel, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, "Pm Netanyahu's Meeting with Hungarian Pm, Victor Orban," news release, July 19, 2018, https://mfa.gov.il/MFAHEB/PressRoom/Pages/PM-Netanyahu-met-with-the-Prime-Minister-of-Hungary.aspx. https://mfa.gov.il/MFA/PressRoom/2018/Pages/PM-Netanyahu-meets-with-Hungarian-PM-Orb%C3%A1n-19-July-2018.aspx ] 


Thus, Israel was defendings Europe in the main common struggle against radical Islam, with.  Netanyahu paints portraying himself as the savior of the West. OrbanOrbán  useds the same line of argument: Netanyahu’s fence on the border with Egypt against infiltrators was his inspiration, and in erecting the wall to block the Syrian refugees, Orbán Orban hads “‘defended Europe.”’. The struggle wave of the Islam Muslim masses, while supported by the intellectual elites, is was being stopped by the great leaders, defenders of the nation and Western civilization. Indeed, Orbán rode to power by agitating against migrantsanti-immigration, connecting associating refugees to with terrorism and extremism, and stirring upcreating  apprehensionangst from about radical Islam was a major theme which brought Orban back into power..[footnoteRef:43] The Both Netanyahu and Orbán described the battle as “us” – ethno-religious Christian Hungarians’ in Orbán’s case and the Jewish nation in Netanyahu’s case – against language of using“them,” the refugees, the ultimate foreigners, the others, both to stress the ‘we’ – the ethnoreligious Christian Hungarians’ in Orban’s case, the Jewish nation in Netanyahu’s case, was a key shared idea. It This was also used also to delegitimize human rights discourse, the NGOs that deal seeking to promotewith civil rights, and the bureaucrats and leftists who worked against their own people.  [43:  Anshel Pfeffer, "Orbán Is Coming to Israel to Meet His Soulmate Netanyahu. Here’s How He’s Taking Down Hungary’s Democracy," Ha'aretz, July 17 2018. ] 

Both leaders sought a face to make personalize their battle against the “global elites.”fight personal, Tand they have both found it in George Soros, a Hungarian Jew and patron of civil rights’ NGOs, and launched what was , against whom they have actively launched in fact, an anti-Semitic campaign against him. Soros was framed by OrbánOrban’s campaign as the ultimate ‘“true ruler,”’ using his fortune to control the EU. Netanyahu was involved in this in two several crucial ways. First, h: it was he who introduced Orbán Orban to the Jewish-American political consultant Arthur Finkelstein, who created advised Orbán to launch this intolerantable campaign. The main person behind the campaign was another Jewish-American political consultant, George Birenbaum. (The Finkelstein-Birnbaum team had advised Netanyahu in his successful election campaign in 1996 and Birnbaum again played a key role in Netanyahu’s campaign in 1998, who was the head of Netanyahu’s campaign in 1998 after Finkelstein-Birenbaum have led to Netanyahu’s victory in 1996.[footnoteRef:44])  But this that was not the allend. Netanyahu’s role climaxedIt came to a climax when Israeli Ambassador Yossi Amranii Ambassador to Hungary issued a statement – , at the request of the leadership of the Hungarian Jewish community – , has issued a statement urging Orbán Orban to drop the anti-Semitic campaign against anti-Soros campaign. To the amazement of the Hungarian local Jewish community, and liberals of all political walks of life, Netanyahu has ordered the next day to retract the ambassador to retract the’s statement and issued his own statement “clarification,” stating that the ambassador’s statement wassaying that he: “in no way meant to delegitimize criticism of George Soros, who continuously undermines Israel’s democratically elected governments by funding organizations that defame the Jewish state and seek to deny it the right to defend itself.”[footnoteRef:45]  [44:   "This Is How Netayahu's Political Aids Help Make the Antisemtic Campaign against Soros," Ha'aretz, January 23 2019. ]  [45:  Anshel Pfeffer, "Orbán Is Coming to Israel to Meet His Soulmate Netanyahu. Here’s How He’s Taking Down Hungary’s Democracy," Ha'aretz, July 17 2018. ] 

As part of their campaign against civil rights organizations in Israel, tThe Netanyahu familys were engaged in a vicious campaign against the Jewish donorphilanthropist, who contributed to hundreds of civil rightssuch organizations, as they were engaged in a blackening campaign against civil rights organizations in Israel. Yair Netanyahu, a dominant figure in his father’s campaign, has tweeted an anti-Semitic caricature showing Soros using his money to manipulateing through money anti-Semitic symbols and Ehud Barak, who defeated the left prime minister who won against Netanyahu in 1999. David Duke, former head of the KKK and a Holocaust denier, tweeted that the son of the Israeli prime minister has had suggested that Soros controls the world through fundshis mammon. Isaac Herzog, then the head of the opposition and as the leader of thea Labor Partyleader and today Israel’s president, has reacted with disgust,  saying that “every Jew needs shouldto be horrified and fulfilled with shame that a Der Stürmer-Strimer style caricature has cameome ou from the homet of the house of the Israeli prime minister and being was endorsed by the greatest Antianti-Semiteist. Erase, apologize, and condemn.”[footnoteRef:46] Needless to say Netanyahu  did not erase, apologize, or nor condemned. [46:  K""Pm's Son Publishes a Post with Antisemtic Roots," KAN, September 9 2017. ] 


[image: https://www.kan.org.il/download/pictures/09_19_40_48.jpg] 
OrbánOrban’s campaign had all of the usual anti-Semitic components: Jews are after money, they run the world, they threaten Christian nations, and they are identified with the communist left. YesIndeed, Netanyahu was allegedly cooperateding with Hungarian – and Polish – right-wing leaders who used anti-Semitism to gain and remain in power. Both Orbán Orban and Netanyahu have used emphasized the threat of the refugees to rebuke and delegitimize the human rights rights’ discourse, civil rights organizations, and liberal democracy at large.[footnoteRef:47] Netanyahu is was not a passive spectator in the attack assault against human rights, liberalism, and equality; , he wais a leader in among the populist-nationalist order to new right heads of state who see viewed themselves as leaders of champions of what Orbán called “illiberal democracies.”, Orban’s notorious term. Democracy for them is did not mean protecting individual citizens and their rights, but rather the popular choice of the people, – the collective. These right-wing leaders saw themselves – and they are as defenders of their nation and culture, not of liberal values, which. They were identifiedy liberal values with “‘the bureaucratic elites.”’ It was: a classic deep- state argument, which unitedbrings Trump, Netanyahu, and Orbán,Orban close together ideologically and politically.[footnoteRef:48] As one senior Hungarian official describednoted: Netanyahu and Orbán “Orban belong to the same political family.”[footnoteRef:49] Indeed, OrbánOrban’s party and the Likud party sawsee  themselves as sister- parties. Far from beingOnce a national-liberal party, ies, as the Likud underused to be before Netanyahu was now the a populist-nationalist turn party withof Netanyahu, it was leading the an anti-liberal vision. Liberalism was designated as the enemy. Even neo-liberalism was curtailed. In his speech at in Budapest, which was leaked to the journalistspress, Netanyahu says totold Orbán: “Orban: “fFrom our experience – protect your borders. I am for an open economy, for bringing goods from any place, but not people. We have blocked the border with Egypt.”.[footnoteRef:50] Even their neo-liberalism, the a pale replacement vestige ofto political liberalism, was curtailed jettisoned in the name of the nation: close borders, open markets for goods, and bads.  [47:  Zeev Sternhell, "Why Benjamin Netanyahu Loves the European Far-Right," Foreign Policy, February 24 2019. ]  [48:  Anshel Pfeffer, "Netanyahu and Orban: An Illiberal Bromance Spanning from D.C. To Jerusalem," Ha'aretz, July 18 2018. ]  [49:  Jacob Magid, "Senior Hungarian Official: Netanyahu and Orban Belong to Same Political Family," The Times of Israel, February 24 2020. ]  [50:  Bigman, 56.] 

Playing with Antianti-Semitic fire was not a one-time incident with Netanyahu. Far-r Right ideology, including – and Conservative conservative parties that pushedappeal to the extreme end of the ideological spectrum seeking in for populist attempts to wins’ hearts and votes, – are usually both Antianti-Islamic and Antianti-Semitic. Netanyahu was knowingly exploiteding those feelings of anti-IslamIslamophobia as he drew closer towards the illiberal leaders of the international community. Some have calledargued it simplywas mere realpolitik.[footnoteRef:51] Others were more critical. The historian Zeev Sternhell, for example, described Israel’s meeting withof the Visegrád Visegard states with Israel, argued Sterenhall,as scholar of anti-Enlightenment, “is the natural culmination of the efforts of Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu to integrate his country into the nationalist, racist, and anti-Semitic Eastern European bloc that is the enemy of the liberal West.”[footnoteRef:52] The history of the 20th century showshas proven that wherever a discourse of nationalism, anti-liberalism, and xenophobia thrived, the Jews suffered. The Jewish fate of the Jews is entangled tied towith the liberal, Enlightenment values that the radical right opposes – and this against which the radical Right – fromincludes Trump, Orbán, and Poland’s Prime Minister Mateusz Morawiecki.Morawiecki to Hungary’s Orban to the US president Trump – fight. [51:  Gol Kalev, "Theodor Herzl Was Willing to Tolerate Europe’s Far-Right. Should Israel’s Leaders Do the Same?," Foreign Policy, February 10 2019. ]  [52:  Zeev Sternhell, "Why Benjamin Netanyahu Loves the European Far-Right," ibid., February 24. ] 

Netanyahu faced a difficult challenge in dTrying to demarcatinge the lines between anti-IslamIslamophobia, anti-Jewishness, and anti-Ssemitism, whilebecame an immanent problem of Netanyahu’s attemptings to change the map of international allies based on a shared xenophobic, extreme-right ideologyical lines of xenophobia with the extreme right. This was also apparent in the Moraviezki-Netanyahu’s relations with Morawiecki. Here too, as in the case ofHere also, just like with OrbánOrban, Netanyahu’s internal politics led him to adopt a stance against that ignored the advice of experts the experts’ advice and to thereby weakened the united front against anti-Semitism. On the eve of the Iinternational Holocaust Remembrance Dday in, on 27 late January 2018, Mateusz Morawiecki, the Polish prime minister pushed through , have brought to the approval of the so-called Holocaust Law, which makes it a criminal offense, subject to imprisonment of up to three years, for anyone to accuse Poland of complicity in Nazi crimes against humanitya law determining that those accusing Poland of crimes against humanity performed by the Nazis would be allegeable to a three years’ imprisonment. It further stipulated that those accusing the state of Poland or the Polish nation of helping the Nazis would also be facing a criminal offence. Netanyahu has publicly declared that history cannot be changed and that Holocaust denial would not be permitted. [footnoteRef:53] Israel and Poland, attempting to resolve the crisis, established a shared committee joint committee to discuss the matter, but the Polish Senate and the Polish president have signed the law before it the committee reached issued any recommendations. In June 2018, the shared committee reached an agreement: so that t The criminal law would be amended to remove the threat of criminal prosecution and imprisonment. offence and the 3 years’ jail sentence would be deleted from the law. Crucially, Netanyahu and Morawiecki have signed a jointed declaration emphasizing. It emphasized  Israeli- and Polish cooperation ion the international arena.[footnoteRef:54] This was the a major step achievement from Netanyahu’s perspective; he, who  needed both the Visegrád Visegard forum and Poland to rebuke denounce EU policies in regard totoward Israel and the Palestinian issue. [53:  Dror Liba, "From the Holocaust Law to Cancelling the Conference: This How the Crisis with Poland Developed," ynet, February 19 2019. ]  [54:  "Poland-Israel Pms’ Joint Declaration," news release, July 4, 2018, https://polandin.com/37940818/polandisrael-pms-joint-declaration-text. ] 

 Three major problems were at the core of tChe criticism leveled against this joint Israeli-Polish declaration statementof the two leaders, Netanyahu and Morawiecki focused on three major problems. First, most there is ample historical research showed ample evidence that many Poles for willingly cooperatedion – willingly – of the Poles with the Nazis anti-Jewish policies. The third section of the declarationstatement indeed admits that some Poles collaborated with the Nazis, but emphasizes that “numerous” Poles acted heroically: , however, stressed in the third article that “WWe acknowledge and condemn every single case of cruelty against Jews perpetrated by Poles during WWII. ” followed immediately by asserting that “We are honored to remember heroic acts of numerous Poles, especially the Righteous Among the Nations, who risked their lives to save Jewish people.” In reality, of course, the willing collaborators greatly outnumbered the “Righteous Among the Nations.”The balance from these assertions is that there were a few individual Poles who cooperated with the Nazis, which the declaration condemns, but that there were ‘numerous Poles’ that were saving Jews. The historical balance is of course set the other way around.  The second problem with the Netanyahu-Morawiecki statement declaration was the its comparison between of the Holocaust and to “‘anti-Polonism..”’ In section 6 of the statement, two consecutive sentences suggest an equivalence between the two: The equation was set by writing two sentences with the same status one after the other, in article 6: “Both governments vehemently condemn all forms of anti-Semitism and express their commitment to oppose any of its manifestations. Both governments also express their rejection of anti-Polonism and other negative national stereotypes.” It is inconceivable that tThe atrocities of the Holocaust are in fact condemned the same way that and “‘anti-Polonism” were ’ is denounced ascondemned – putting them as two comparable crimes against humanity. of the same scale. From the struggle to maintain the uniqueness of the Holocaust as the most extreme crime against humanity, an industrial death mechanism designed to exterminate a people, the comparison drove by the declaration to ‘anti-Polonism’ was inconceivable. Third, the joint declaration statement heraldeddrew  a partnership between Israel and one of the most extreme populist – and anti-Semitic – governments in the EU;: the Israeli prime minister actively chose a sides against the Western liberal European states and for aligned himself with the radical authoritarian regimes of Eastern Europe. This was precisely what Netanyahu wanted – for those anti-liberal states to break down the EU’s unanimous anti-Israeli vote of the EU. But the price he was willing to pay was devastating from the point of viewperspective of the struggle against anti-Semitism and its the spread of blunt anti-liberal values in Israel and the world and in Israel. 
The crisis between Poland and Israel was temporarily fixedresolved, and. Poland has hosted the an international conference for on peace and security in the Middle East. Yet But then a furor arose over a remark Netanyahu made, in Hebrew, duringupon t ahe visit of Netanyahu into Poland., Speaking at press conference, Netanyahuhe said: in a press conference in Hebrew that “The Poles have cooperated with the Nazis. I do n’ot see anyone who can deny thisthat.”.[footnoteRef:55] There was an effort to calm the storm by claiming that the prime minister had been mistranslated and that his Hebrew remark referred to “Poles” and not “the Poles;” that is, he was referring to some individual Poles but not to all Poles.The Polish discourse was in havoc, supposedly for a mistranslation, reading ‘Poles’ into ‘the Poles’ allegedly accusing all Poles. Morawiecki has cancelled his a planned trip to Jerusalem with other Visegrád coming, together with the leaders of the Visegard leadersmeeting, to Jerusalem the next day. The crisis only deepened further when with another Polish law was enacted that which will effectively prevents Jewish heirs of property seized by the Nazis during World War II from reclaiming it.[footnoteRef:56] Yair Lapid, the foreign minister in the government that unseated Netanyahu, Since there is a new government, Lapid, minister of foreign affairs and the son of a Hungarian Holocaust survivor, has unequivocally drenounced this law as anti-Semitic and immoral. (Lapid is the son of a Hungarian Holocaust survivor.) The paradigm designed by Netanyahu’s , keeping close alliance with Eastern European authoritarian leaders, begaun to crumble. “If the Israeli government continues to attack Poland in this way, it will have a very negative impact on our relations – both bilateral and those in the international arena,”, Morawiecki has warned.[footnoteRef:57] [55: . ]  [56:   "‘Outraged’ Poland Rejects Israel’s Accusation Restitution Law Is Antisemitic," The Times of Israel, August 15 2021.https://www.timesofisrael.com/outraged-poland-rejects-israels-accusation-restitution-law-is-antisemitic ]  [57:  Ibid. ] 


D. Jerusalem, Armageddon and the Evangelical Alliance: Visions and Revisions of in the International Scene
While Netanyahu tried to’s use attempt to change the balance of power within the EU was through using Islamophobia and anti-immigration sentiment to change the balance of power within the EU, create a united front against the leading liberal forces of Europe, and gain support for Israel. H, his bridge to Latin America, however, was of a different kind. 



1. Bolsonaro and the Evangelical ConnectionEvangelist Link
In aIn his visit to Brazil said Netanyahu, meeting with evangelicals the Evangelistsin Brazil, Netanyahu said: “"There is no better friends ofto Israel in the world than the eEvangelical community… There is only one place in the Middle East where Christians live safely and thatis is Israel. You are our brothers and sisters.”"[footnoteRef:58] Indeed, this Netanyahu was flew to the first visit in Brazil of a foreign prime minister to Brazil to attend the inauguration of anti-liberal, right-wing President Jairmark the inauguration of Bolsonaro,,[footnoteRef:59] whose the newly-elected anti-liberal, right-winger president, an election in 2018 which was seen as problematic into the liberal-democratic community but was fully endorsed by Netanyahu.  [58:  Itamar Eichner, "Netanuahu Meets with Evagelical Christians in Brazil: "We Couldn't Have Better Friends Than You"," ynet, December 30 2018. ]  [59:  Bigman, 118.] 

Netanyahu has has cultivatedharbored  his special relations with the evangelicals Evangelists for many years, andover a decade; the Brazilian evangelical Evangelistic community was of particular importance, numberinggiven that over 50 million people. T belonged to this fast-growing Christian community, encompasseding around 22% of the Brazilian population,[footnoteRef:60] and includedwith the wife of the populist Bolsoanaoro., also a member. Akiva Bigman, today the editor of the publicist Israel Hayom and then, the senior political commentator for the pro-of the Bibist newspaper, who has who published a booklet tellingly named entitled “How Netanyahu Turnedhas made Israel into an Empire,” in which he explains: “In the Israeli context, the rise of eEvangelism is a true gGospel. In contradistinction to old Catholicism… eEvangelism is a current in Protestant Christianity that perceives the return of the Jews into their country after 2,000 years of exile as a necessary phase in the return of Jesus and the redemption of the world.”.[footnoteRef:61] However,Well, Bigman, like Netanyahu his eEmpire-building heromaster, has forgotten the other half of the evangelical Evangelist prophecy – the one that says two- thirds of the Jews would will be annihilated in the battle of Armageddon and the remaining third would will be cChristened, thus enabling Christ’s resurrection. Thus, tThe hidden “‘religious reasons”’ behind Bolsonaro’s was referring to, were therefore the hope promise to Netanyahu that Brazil would that move itsing the Brazilian embassy to Jerusalem, that Bolsonaro has promised Netanyahu,[footnoteRef:62] as well as the support in the moving of the American embassy to Jerusalem, was that it would unleash an all-out war of the Islamists against the people of Israel, expedite triggering the Armageddon battle andthereby promoting Christian redemption.  [60:  Noa Landau, "A Year to Moving the Embassy: The World Did Not Follow Trump to Jerusalem," Ha'aretz, May 14 2019. ]  [61:  Bigman, 121.]  [62:  Ibid., 124.] 

Political activism is certainly a principle of eEvangelism, one of many reasons why this community is so active, – in both the United StatesS andas well as Latin America, – in promoting the return of the Jews to all the Hholy Lland, including the occupied territories included. Netanyahu was playing in religiouswith zealous fire of hell. He was counting on his ability to market the idea of the close relationships with Brazil as part of the economic and security alliance, just like Bigman has demonstrated, and that the close relations Netanyahu has harbored with some of in courting the most extreme leaders and funders of the evangelicalsEvangelists. Their and their vision of Israel destroying the ElAl-Aqsa mosque andto sparking unleash the a world- war that wouldin wh killich the majority of the Jews would be exterminated, would passed unnoticed in the Israeli media. Since the evangelicals Evangelists were funding a lobby in the Israeli Knessetparliament, and which included some of the more moderate MKs, and a number  as well as some of the ultra-Oorthodox MKs, belonged to it, heNetanyahu had reasons to think this would remain unacknowledgedsilenced in Israeli politics. Bolsonaro was definitely a member in of the his populist-nationalist club of close friends, and  with warm personal relationships that Netanyahu has used to propagate his worldwide connection to state leaders. Brazil was crucial for for his efforthim to break the liberal-democratic alliance against Israel’si occupation of the Palestinian territories. Indeed,  Iin eEvangelicalst eyes, these territories were parts of the Hholy Lland and the return of the Jews to their ancient fatherland was a prerequisite for redemption.[footnoteRef:63]  [63:  Liat Schlesinger, Jesus Is Here: The Rise and Influence of the Political Alliance between the Israeli Right and Evangelical Christians, ed. Yonatan Levi (Tel Aviv: Molad, 2015). ] 

“Mr. Prime Minister, our hands are open for to you and we now embark on our new joint way. Israel and Brazil we are like an engaged couple, in the good sense,” said Bolsonaro said during , leader of Brazil upon his first visit to Israel inon 2nd April 2019. Innovative technology is the basis for this cooperation, he mentioned noted.and continued: “Brazil is a huge and rich country and this that is the reason why our two countries draw closer together religiously, culturally, and democratically,”.[footnoteRef:64] he added. The opening of a trade office Israel-Brazilian trade office was the occasion for the visit in Jerusalem was the occasion for Bolsonaro’s visit, and ; Netanyahu calledhas declared it this is the first step towards moving the Brazilian Eembassy to Israel’s capitalJerusalem. But the deep rationale for getting developinginto close bilateral relationships, reiterated Bolsonaro, wasare first and foremost religious reasons. Exactly wWhat “‘religious” rationale  reasons’ did he mean?, lurking behind the new bilateral center at Jerusalem?  [64:  Inbar Twizer, "Brazilian President to Netanyahu: "We Are Like a Couple Who Got Engaged"," ynet, April 2 2019.] 


2. In the Nname of Jerusalem: The Holy Land and its Settlers
With the inauguration of President Trump in 2016, evangelicals Pastor Johnny Moore, of the Evangelical advisory board to president Trump, who was invited to Trump’s White House in 2016, reports the top leaders of the reborn Christians, nowgained  with open access to the centers of power inof Washington. They, have asked president Trump for three things: conservative control over of the Ssupreme Ccourt, support for anti-abortion policies, to protect the unborn in the US, and the relocation ofthe move of the American Eembassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem.[footnoteRef:65] Making up 25% of the American electorate, and with nominating Vvice Ppresident Mike Pence and Pompeoamong their ranks, , Trump’s Secretary of state, theythe evangelicals intended to be very active in pushingmaterializing their agenda. Religion as politics. Mike Pompeo, another evangelical who joined Trump’s team, first as CIA director and later as secretary of state, Pompeo said: “Tthere is a never- ending struggle until the raptureRapture. Be part of it. Be in the fight.”[footnoteRef:66] Moving the embassy to Jerusalem, for evangelicals, was meant being active in bringing about the raptureRapture. Only aHowever, the Rapture would only come after prerequisite for that was the Great Ttribulation and the Armageddon, in which. Jerusalem played a crucial role in that.  [65:  Maya Zinshtein, "To the End of the World," (KAN, 2020).]  [66:  Ibid.] 

Upon moving the embassy to Jerusalem, the televangelist John Hagee saidexplained: “The Sstate Ddepartment was so afraid to move our embassy to Jerusalem. But that to us was a very important signal of prophecy. W we were waiting for that to happen for decades. It’s a fulfillment of God’s promise of what he He is going to do on earth.” Hagee 23.20 Trump chose Hagee to lead the opening ceremonies for the new U.S. Embassy in Jerusalem, which the pastor concluded with calls of “Hallelujah,” as he does in all his sermons. In his 
In his sermon ‘the “Battle for Jerusalem” sermon, ’ pastor Hagee, president Trump’s personal choice to conduct a sermon at Jerusalem honoring the inauguration of the new embassy, and ending it by a shared Halleluiah call by all participants, in the same manner that all his sermons to his congregation ends, proclaimssays: “Tthe Jewish people do not occupy the Lland of Israel; they own the Lland of Israel. Says who? Says God almighty Almighty, who created it.” (2.55) The Jewish people are the chosen people. God chose them. Indeed, with eEvangelism, religious reading interpretation turns into policy. T: this community was has been very active, both in providing funds and volunteers, and by in lobbying Congress and the White Houseinfluencing policy coming from the White House,  to ensure that no sacred Jewish holy land would is be given to the Palestinians, – becausefor the Israelites musthave to return to all of their biblical land before in order for Christ towould  reappear. A New York Times report published in 2010, based on a study ofof the first decade of the 2000s examined public records in the United StatesUnited States  and Israel, and identified more than 40 forty American groups, most of them eEvangelical, that had have collected more thanover $200 million in tax-deductible gifts for Jewish settlements in the West Bank and East Jerusalem – just in the previous decade. The money goes went mostly to schools, synagogues, etc., but it has also paid for more some intriguing commoditiesitems: guard dogs, bulletproof vests, rifle scopes, and vehicles to secure outposts deep in occupied areas.[footnoteRef:67] Well, this that is unsurprising; such items were as it is being perceived as a directly contributingon for to the march towardpromoting  Armageddon. It is therefore one of the favorite goals of eEvangelicalsts coming to Israel, and particularly their leadership, to meet with IDF soldiers and donategive money forto military purposes.[footnoteRef:68] Another goal of the evangelicals evangelists is to promote a conservative agenda, – in particular pro-life and anti-LGBT activities. But the most peculiar alliance is between these Christian associations and the settlers in the occupied territories. Ariel is one of the most popular settlements to for funding bywhich Hagee’s organizations, including $32 million for funding the a swimming pool at Ariel for 32 million dollars and investing in illegal outposts. The religious context is clear: The evangelicals Evangelists believe that God has gaveiven the Hholy Lland to the people of Israel and, that the Jewish nation mustneeds to return to the biblical land before the Great Ttribulation and – the seven bad years would bring about Armageddon – an all-out war in which two- thirds of the Jews would will be exterminated and the survivorsrest would will accept embrace ChristJesus. Only then will the Messiah would  usher in the age ofbring redemption. [67:  Jim Rutenberg, Mike McIntire, and Ethan Bronner, "Tax-Exempt Funds Aid Settlements in West Bank," New York Times, July 5 2010. ]  [68:  Schlesinger, 51.] 

3. In the Name of Jerusalem: Peace for to Prosperity and Tribulation 
Back to the sermon of theIn his “Bbattle of for Jerusalem” sermon, pastor Hagee does not only talk aboutonly religion;, he also talks geopolitics. In his sermonHagee he describes the forces gathering at the gates of Jerusalem: – Russia and Cchina, which are helping Iran, the leading terrorist state in the world which and sponsor of operates Hamas and Hezbollah. They all agree, he says, onseek to pushing back America out of’s presence in the Middle Eeast. A tThird world war and the Rapture is are immianent, says the preacher says., and just “before that the church of Jesus Christ is going to be taken from the earth” – all the players are on the field, he accentuates, the rapture of the church is immanent. He emphasizes: “Everything which is going to happen is going to happen in Jerusalem. Jerusalem is the epicenter of planet earth.”.  Hagee, who the foundedr of Christiansens Uunited for Israel established inby  2006, the largest pro-Israel organization in American with over 10 million active members, predicts: “Tthe victory will be won by the son of Kking David, Jesus Christ of Nazareth. (14) Jerusalem is the path for prosperity.” 
Indeed, this provides a different understanding of the Peace for to Prosperity program presented by Trump and Netanyahu. The title is an evangelical title, the promise of redemption by Christ. Abraham, from the Abraham Accords, plays a crucial role in Hagee’s sermons as the common father of the monotheistic people of the Bbible – Jews and Christians. Pastor John Hagee, a close friend of Netanayahu, saiddeclared: “God is watching every missile. When Israel is involved in major warfare, pay attention because the eye of God is on Jerusalem every day. When you see these signs, lift up your heads and rejoice. Y your redemption is close now.”.[footnoteRef:69] The wars and bloodshed of some is are a source ofthe joyrejoice and redemption of for others. Netanyahu is was well aware of the eschatologicalend of the world vision of the Evangelicalsevangelicals; . Hhe exploiteds them, just as they exploited him. Walking the thin line is was ever thinnermore precarious: It was the same Hagee who said in a sermon in the late 1990s that Hitler was fulfillingoperating on God’s willord to drive the Jews out of Europe and into Palestine.[footnoteRef:70] Even Senator John McCain, supported by Hagee in his run for the presidency, has eventually distanced himself from this interpretation of the well-providingpowerful preacher; Netanyahu did not. [69:  Zinshtein.]  [70:  Sam Stein, "Mccain Backer Hagee Said Hitler Was Fulfilling God's Will," Huffington Post, December 6 2017. ] 

The climax of the new alliance with the evangelicals duringwas the Trump’s administration culminated in moving of the American Eembassy to Jerusalem. It was as a lone act, well-timedplaced before an Israeli election in which Netanyahu has foughtstruggled for his political survival, with no reciprocal compensatory act gesture toward of negotiations with the Palestinians. Netanyahu ’s plan was definitely to have the move of the American embassy to Jerusalem as the beginning of the tide, and he promised that many states would follow suit and move their embassies to Jerusalem – and he . He even promised special help to the first ten states tohat do so.[footnoteRef:71] Yet in the three years since – only one country – Guatemala,  where evangelicals (including President Jimmy Morales) comprise about 40% of population, promptly followed the American example– did. Guatemala, with 40% Evangelists as is the president Morales, was however the only one to follow the American example. . But nNone of the other leaders whos had that made personal promises to Netanyahu moved their embassies.– have. At most, some The go-in-between position of some of these states that have promised Netanyahu to move their embassies to Jerusalem, was establisheding a trade office or a cultural office in Jerusalem.[footnoteRef:72] (Kosovo and Honduras opened embassies in Jerusalem in 2021, after the Trump-Netanyahu era had already ended.)  [71:  Landau. ]  [72:  Raphael Ahren, "Year after Us Embassy Move, Jerusalem Diplomatic Influx Fails to Materialize," The Times of Israel, May 14 2019. ] 

The grand plan did not materialize, for several reasons: Ffirst, the special Netanyahu-Trump relationship failed to did not deliver. One suchFor example, the  are central American leaders of Guateamala and Honduras who fell out of grace with Trump over immigration issues, despite their promotion of moving the Guatemalan eEmbassyies to Jerusalem: Trump has accused them of not being adamant enough in curtailing illegal immigration to the US.[footnoteRef:73] The second major reason was the reaction of Arab states. In BrazilI, n the face ofwatching the broken promise to Guatemala and Honduras, and mounting Arab pressures from Arab states, Bolsonaro renegedBolsonaro went back on his promise to Netanyahu and opened a Brazilian trade office in Jerusalem instead of moving the country’s embassy there. Third, there was  wall- to- wall condemnation coming from the EU and the UN, which demandeding to go back a return to the framework in which only through negotiating a peace process with the Palestinians as the only pathwould provide toward a stable resolution to of the Jerusalem problem. [73:  Landau. ] 

E. Would Will the Change of Changing the Paradigm SurviveSurvive? Military, Economic, Religious, and Personal Layers
In his foreign policy, Netanyahu, the author of of A Place Under the Sun, and the son of revisionist historian Ben-Zion Netanyahu, was guided by, had  his inner core in the belief in thea threat of a second Holocaust. of the Jewish people is immanent.[footnoteRef:74] After more than aRuling Israel for over a decade and a halfin power, he also came to believe thatNetanyahu himself is he was the only leader capable of the people that could of savinge the Jewish nation.  NetanyahuA, as the election signs read proclaimed overfor four consecutive electoral election cycles, Netanyahu believed he is was “inat a league of his own.” He thus sought to cChangeing the paradigm in was therefore done his own way. In his 2012 speech at the AIPAC policy convention, he explicatesdeclared: [74:  Amit Segal, The Story of Israeli Politics (Self-published, 2021), 214.] 

The Jewish state will not allow those seeking our destruction to possess the means to achieve that goal. A nuclear armed Iran must be stopped… Responsible leaders should not bet the security of their countries on the belief that the world’s most dangerous regime won’t use the world’s most dangerous weapons. And I promise you that as Prime prime Ministerminister, I will never gamble with the security of Israel… As Prime prime Minister minister of Israel, I will never let my people live under the shadow of annihilation… 
So Netanyahu is defending his people from the threat of annihilation. The speech later makes comparison is made explicit reference to the Holocaust:
 In my desk, I have copies of an exchange of letters between the World Jewish Congress and the U.S. War Department. The year was 1944. The World Jewish Congress implored the American government to bomb Auschwitz. The reply came five days later. I want to read it to you. “Such an operation could be executed only by diverting considerable air support essential to the success of our forces elsewhere... and in any case would be of such doubtful efficacy that it would not warrant the use of our resources…” And here’s the most remarkable sentence of all. And I quote: “Such an effort might provoke even more vindictive action by the Germans.” Think about that – “even more vindictive action” — than the Holocaust… We deeply appreciate the great alliance between our two countries. But when it comes to Israel’s survival, we must always remain the masters of our fate.[footnoteRef:75] [75:  Benjamin Netanyahu, "Speech at Aipac," (2012). ] 

The focuskern of this Netanyahu’s new paradigm was the Iranian threat, which reshapeds Netanyahu’s Israel’s relationships with both the United StatesSA  and the regional powers. The Iranian nuclear threat is the new threat over ofJewish annihilation the Jews face. The comparison Netanyahu drawsI in his AIPAC speech,  at the AIPAC policy conference 2012, figurativelyhe outlineds the parallels between the U.S. refusal to bomb Auschwitz and Obama’s purported refusal to ban keep nuclear weapons out of the hands offrom Iran. Such an attack on an American president by an Israeli prime minister was from a foreign leader is unprecedented. But this was not the first time for Netanyahu, this was not his first time. When Netanyahu, in In 1998, during in his first term as prime minister, Netanyahu sought a change in Clinton’s foreign policy towards the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, he flewparticipated in an event organized by televangelist Jerry Falwell just before meeting President Bill Clinton at the White House.  from Tel Aviv directly to Washington DC, just before he was supposed to meet Clinton, to arrive at the a support convention organized by reverent Jerry Falwall, an Evangelist fundamentalist priest who Falwell had accused personally persecuted Clinton ofblaming him for being a drug dealer and a murderer.[footnoteRef:76] Netanyahu was hoping that Clinton would not be reelected and publicly humiliated the American president.  [76:  Tal Schneider to The Plog, April 25, 2017, https://www.talschneider.com/netanyahu-falwell/. ] 

There were, of course, other Israeli leaders prime ministers who had attempted to intervene in U.S. politics: – Menachem Begin actively worked against Jimmy Carter and for Ronald Reagan, but and later was lobbiedworking to stopagainst Reagan from sellingtrying to jeopardize the sale of the AWACS warning system to Saudi Arabia; and Yitzhak. Shamir used has worked against president Bush using AIPAC to try to change President George H.W. Bush’shis anti-settlements policies.[footnoteRef:77] But these attempts targeted were on both Ddemocratic and Rrepublican presidents. Netanyahu’s paradigm led him to believe that the Democratic Pparty, and especially its presidents, were on the wrong side of history – on  both on the Iranian and the Palestinian issues. From the very beginning of his first term in office, hHis active interference involvement on behalf offor the Republican candidates, tapping into their most radical and extremist base – the evangelicals Evangelists and fundamental Christians , from the very beginning of his first term in office – led to the breaking ofwas contrary to the traditional of Israeli bi-partisan American support for Israelship.. Netanyahu provided unabashedly favoredunilateral support to Republican candidates, and most notoriously, to Trump. This Their personal warm personaland mutual relationship was also enabledkey in channeling other bilateral relation, Netanyahu promising to deliver facilitate favors that other countrieson promises and policies these potential partners sought from the American president, Netanyahu’s best friend. The most centralsalient examples, are of course, are the American recognition of Moroccano as the sovereignty in Western Sahara, and Trump’s promise to remove Sudan from the list of countries state sponsors of terrorism, thereby uplifting the sanctions against it. But Tthe personal relations between Trump and Netanyahu were also crucial in forging the Israel’s dialogue, especially on transferring embassies to Jerusalem,  with the Latin America states – especially regarding the transfer of embassies to Jerusalem. As noted, especially Guatemala and Honduras moved their embassies to Jerusalem, while Brazil made do with opening a trade office. (who did transfer its embassy) and Paraguay initially followed Guatemala’s lead and opened an embassy in Jerusalem, but moved it back to Tel Aviv only four months later. (who transferred and then moved it back to Tel Aviv) and Honduras and Brazil, both promising to do so and later made due with opening a trade office in Jerusalem, once Trump had criticized their policies about immigration to the US. HPinging foreign policy on personal relationships had a price.[footnoteRef:78] [77:  Amir Tibon, "Netanyahu Is Not the First: The History of Israeli Interference in U.S. Politics," Walla, August 10 2015. ]  [78:  Landau. ] 

Back to the paradigm change. O, once the Iranian threat shifted the internal power relations within the Middle East, placingwhereby Israel and the moderate Sunni regimes found themselves time and again on the same side, and once Trump resorted to unequivocally condemnedation of Islamic terrorism and fundamentalism, the time was ripe forway for removingtaking the Palestinian issue from the center of the stage of the Middle Eastern agendaarena was paved. As Amit Segal noted, claimed: “Netanyahu’s is a formidable ideologue… he has a  “mega-goal” was to “strangle the Palestinian idea.”.[footnoteRef:79] This goal was finally achieved in Trump’s “dDeal of the cCentury,” which described the Palestinians as “pawns” who were “which offered Peace for Prosperity – for those accepting his view that “Palestinians have been trapped in a cycle of terrorism.”, poverty, and violence exploited by those seeking to use them as pawns to advance terrorism and extremism”.[footnoteRef:80] Indeed, Trump’s analysis of “‘the big lie”’ and the title of his program (“Peace for Prosperity”) symbolized the narrative in which he was trapped – that of Evangelismevangelism. The Lland of Israel – all of it – belongs to the ancient Jewish people, as is does its capitaol, Jerusalem. The Palestinians, refusing to accept this worldview, were pushed out of the new Middle East. T with the Abraham Accords builtding a defensesecurity and economic alliance between Israel, the UAE, and Bahraein, Saudi Arabia’s proxy. The Netanyahu achieved his mega-goal of Netanyahu the ideologue has materialized. “I can only say that we are standing shoulder to shoulder with states in the moderate camp in the Arab world against the dangers of radical Islam, regardless if it’s coming from Iran or ISIS.”[footnoteRef:81] Only However, Netanyahu has wenttaken it a step too far. With his speechSpeaking at the launch of the “Peace to Prosperity” plan in Washington, Netanyahu basically presented Trump’s plan as a willingness green light for Israel to annex the occupied territories and to declare Israeli sovereignty over them. Trump’s White House was furious with Netanyahu and have explicitly declared this is a lieto be untrue.[footnoteRef:82]  [79:  Spector. ]  [80:  House, "Remarks by President Trump and Prime Minister Netanyahu of the State of Israel in Joint Statements." ]  [81:  Bigman, 17.]  [82:  Kuzin. ] 

In order to strengthen the understanding behind this new paradigm, Netanyahu has worked with populist-nationalist Eastern European leaders, like such as Orbán Orban and MorawieckiMoraviezki, building upon Islamophobia and the anti-immigration shared sentiment sharedvision by like-minded populist nationaliststhe rightwing nationalists, Netanyahu included,  to try to achieve a new balance at the EU against the liberal bloc of Western European democracies. The personal, the economic, and the military, were combined to induce engender a new set of relationships. Yet the ties between Netanyahu and these illiberal leaders have producedcreated a very problematic situation when it came to addressing the anti-Semitism rampant among some of his newfound allies. For example, this  specifically in view of their parties’ anti-Semitism, which as we saw led Netanyahu to make condone the comparison of asacrifices in terms of comparing Anti-Polonism to the Holocaust. He even turned a blind eye when his own camp published  blatantlyor publishing as part of his campaign utterly anti-Semitic caricatures ofagainst Soros. Netanyahu thus completelyhas thereby thoroughly weakened Israel’s claim to be the protector of allthe Jews. Indeed, the one-sidedness of Netanyahu vis-à-vis the Republican Pparty has createdalso drove a rift within the American Jewish American community, which is predominantlylargely perceived itself liberal and votes in great numbers for the for the Democratic Party party in greater numbers. If While Ben-Gurion, the leader Netanyahu admired, had made a stark choice and choose the United StatesS over the USSR, condemning Stalin and stirringcreating rage within his own pro-Soviet kKibbutzim at home, Netanyahu unequivocally has supported unequivocally the Republicans, creating alienatinga rift both with the American Jewry and the liberal democratic states of the EU and the world. 
If anti-Islamic immigration became the symbol of the east Eastern European bond, evangelism was the glue of binding Israel’sthe rising relationships with right-wing Latin America rightwing leaders. After the USAs noted, after the United States (25% evangelicals) moved its embassy to Jerusalem, Guatemala (40% evangelicals) and Honduras (37% evangelicals) followed suit. with 25% evangelists, has moved its embassy, Guatemala, with 40% evangelists, was the only other country to move its embassy to Jerusalem. Honduras, with 37%, and Brazil, with 22% evangelists, have promised to do so. For them, it was part of a biblical prophecy, a necessary step toward create the Great Tribulation, which would eventually cause the Armageddon, and start and the third world war from which only the Christians would be saved, with as Christ would returning to Jerusalem to take his community with him. But In the endall in all, Netanyahu failed to deliver on his’s promise that the move of the American Eembassy would bring prompt a wave of states towho would recognize Jerusalem as the Israel’s capital of Israel, has failed. The US and Guatemala are the only one to date who have done so. 
HoweverI, in terms of personal glory, the bond with Ppresident Trump was essential in fortifying Netanyahu’s world status. It This became apparent in his move efforts to forge special relationships with world leaders of the same ideological colorbent. Bolsonaro, the nationalist leader of Brazil, Narendra Modi, the Hindu nationalist of India, as well asand OrbánOrban, the illiberal Hungarian leader – together along with Trump and Vladimir Putin, these were the key star leaders Netanyahu proudly presented to the Israeli public as his personal friends.[footnoteRef:83] This magnified his status as a statesman, the only statesman in Israel after the death of Shimon Peres. Indeed, the choice of these particular leaderspeople was not coincidental incidental: Tthe personal connections was were based on the a same shared ideological outlook. They were allof a new right-wing conservative leaders who did not look for the median voter, who did not seek votes in the center of the political map, but were proud nationalist-populist leaders. National pride, patriotism, Islamophobia, and anti-immigration were their core values; liberalism, and especially equality, justice, civil rights organizations, and public the media, were designated as enemies of the people. These nationalist leaders have viewedseen themselves as chosen by the people , seeking direct relation with their voters, and actively workeding to deter weaken critical the media, the supreme courtSupreme Court, and human rights NGOs dealing with human rights. In short, their goal was to tip the scalesThey were nationalist leaders changing the balance against liberal democracy in their respective states. [83:  Nati Yefet to Israel TIme, July 21, 2019, https://www.zman.co.il/21580/. ] 

What did Netanyahu’s foreign policy achieve and in at what price? It shattered tThe concept that there is can be no progress in the Middle East until the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is resolved was shuttered: Netanyahu midwifedhas brought four peace treatments with Arab states, establishing which forged an economic cooperation thatwhich is here to stay. Even a the change of government in Washington and Jerusalem did has not changed this reality. Netanyahu has also boasted of discrediting a related assumption – that Israel would be isolated if no progress was made argued that he had smashed the other interconnected myth, that no move on the Palestinian front would leave Israel isolated. In a speech at in 2017, he said: “Gentlemen, let’s agree once and for all – t there is no political tsunami and no political isolation. T: there is a political renaissancecence.”[footnoteRef:84]  Netanyahu declared had prophesized in his prophecy already in A Place Under the Sun – that military power creates economic power which that creates political power, and now this prophecy was – has fulfilled. However, the new alliances formed after removing the Palestinians from center stage already began to deteriorate in the concentric circles around the removal of the Palestinians from center stage, deteriorated already inthe Netanyahu-Trump era. T: the conflicts over anti-Semitism weakened the alliance with Poland and the Visegrád Visegard states, and; the Netanyahu-Trump bond did not deliver for the Ccentral America states, even those that and they did not moved their embassies to Jerusalem. The sweeping international recognition of the world in Israelof Jerusalem as the unified capital of Israel, as predicted by Netanyahu, did not materialize due to pressure from the Arab states.  and markets, and the understanding that even Trump’s America did not deliver the promised goods. Trump himself was furious with Netanyahu’s interpretation of the peace plan as a plan green light forto aAnnexing the occupied territories. He was further was enin rraged when that Netanyahu, his closestbest international companion and partner, congratulated Biden (has – albeit belatedly) on his – greeted Biden in his electoral victory over Trump, which Trump denied. The personal Netanyahu’s approach to alliance has deteriorated. But the problems it produced for the Israeli-American relations caused collateral damage that his successors must now address, including –  the erosiondestruction of bi-partisan support for Israel shipand, the rift with American Jewry., the defiance of Netanyahu against Israel’s closest ally and benefactor – were grave inheritance for his successor, Bennet.  [84:  Bigman, 17.] 

To disavow disprove the international isolation myththesis, Netanyahu has indeed created alliances with a number of states. But; only his focus was on a particular typecertain kind  of state:s and leaders – those with right-wing governments which that have totakeokn nationalism to anits extreme end. Even a moderate right-wing rulerleader, like Germany’s Angela Merkel, found that her words were distorted by Netanyahu; she reiterated that and said Germany believes supports in the two- states solution, despite Netanyahu’s position.[footnoteRef:85] Netanyahu’sThe  ideological alliance and close personal ties with the Islamophobes on the one hand and the evangelicalsEvangelists on the other, as well as the close personal ties between Netanyahu himself and those leaders, made were indeed problematic. However, it may very well have enabled “the huge leap in Israel’s status and strength under the leadership of Netanyahu,” as the concept of the greatest secret of our time, in the words of Bigman concludes in, ending his booklet on “How did Netanyahu Make Turned Israel into an Empire.”: “the huge leap in Israel’s status and strength under the leadership of Netanyahu” in the least, problematic. Ironically, the long-term effects of the Netanyahu paradigm would is likely to be the economic web woventies between the Abraham Accords partners, as well as other states East European and South American states that used the Trump-Netanyahu era to strengthen their bilateral relations with Israel in the fields of markets connection on agriculture, defense systems, and cyber initiatives. The economy does the work, that was tThe fundamentalfirst belief of Netanyahu and Ttrump was that “the economy does the work,” and that is what will likelywould probably survive from the Netanyahu paradigm. Whether this willould suffice as a legacy, and endure survive mounting international pressures to return to the old paradigm, including Israel’sas well as for Israel to return to the family of liberal democracies of the world – time willould tell.	Comment by Susan: You raised their joint interest against Iran earlier- is it irrelevant now? [85:  Eldad Beck, "Anger at Netanyahu in Germany: "Misquoted Merkel for His Political Need"," ynet, February 28 2016. ] 
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