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The Iran Quandary

Phillip Roth wrote in The Plot Against America a fictional account of anti-
Semitism in America during the run-up to World War Il. The quirky story had Charles
Lindbergh win the presidency in 1940 instead of Franklin Roosevelt. Jewish-Americans
feared for their lives, their homes and their future. The theme is that had the anti-
Semitic Lindbergh won the presidency, Jewish-Americans would have had much to fear.
In the end, Lindbergh flew off into the sunset and Roosevelt became the next President.

My father spoke to me frequently about the fears of American Jews in the era
before and after World War Il. He justified the fact that American Jews did not do more
to try to prevent the Holocaust of European Jewry because of their lack of power in the
United States and their anxiety at the hands of well-known bigotry which preceded the
war. Prior to Pearl Harbor, it was not uncommon for anti-Semites to blame “war fever”
on those bloodthirsty Jews who wanted to see the United States drawn into Europe’s
conflict. Once the war began, much of that sentiment melted away. My father spoke to
me eloquently about being turned away for jobs because of his faith, the difficulty of
getting into certain professions, and signs at certain resorts in upstate New York making
it clear that Jews, Blacks and dogs were unwelcome.

Jewish-Americans face a dilemma today. The Iran agreement reached by the
administration is a flat-out capitulation. It will enable the most terrorist regime in
existence today to develop better means for producing an atomic bomb, and it will fund
their efforts at worldwide terrorism. There is no question that Iranians in power today
have American blood on their hands, not to mention the blood of many other nationals
around the world. President Obama spoke frankly when he said that he sought for Iran
to become a regional power. Why anybody would want a regime run by fundamentalist
Islam to be a regional or potentially a world power is beyond the grasp of most people.
Perhaps President Obama is so opposed to the exercise of American power that he
believes the terrorism of a nation like Iran provides a good balance.

The question is, now that every democracy has an even sharper sword of
Damocles hanging over their head by virtue of an enriched and empowered Iran, what
are good people of conviction to do? Israelis are determined to fight. They are
determined to make their case in the courtroom of the world that terrorism should not be
encouraged and that the American democracy should work to defeat the agreement
with Iran.

The approach of the Israelis and many American Jews is not without risk. Most
Americans will rally around their President, even when they think the President is dead
wrong. Citizen Genet, in 1793, traveled throughout the United States attempting to whip
up support for the French against the British and to encourage Americans to get behind
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the French. Ultimately, Citizen Genet’s efforts came to naught, but it was an abject
lesson in the loyalties Americans will have to a President, even where they question his
policies.

There is a school-of-thought that says it is time for American Jews and Israel to
stand down. They lost the battle and Israel may be in dire physical jeopardy, but it
should accept the bribe that the United States is now offering. The U.S. will offer
military hardware which Israel desperately needs. The argument goes that Israel and
American Jews should pursue quiet diplomacy, but otherwise accept as a fait accompli
the bad deal with Iran. There is powerful logic to this reasoning. Iran is a threat to
Russia, which has a considerable Muslim majority. Europe has already suffered at the
hands of terrorism. The United States will be at the epicenter of fundamentalist Muslim
terror. These nations will suffer for their acquiescence embellishing the power of the
Mullahs in Iran. Israel, meanwhile, should quietly continue to arm and protect herself.
She should do what it can on her own to undermine Iranian nuclear ambitions, and must
at some point undertake a war to defang Hezbollah, funded by Iran in the north, which
has more than 100,000 missiles pointed at Northern Israel.

In a democracy such as ours, leaders should be able to take some
disagreement. Jewish-Americans, like any other nationality, and the State of Israel
have every right to point out the dangers of the Iranian agreement. A failure to utilize
our democratic system to educate Americans and lawmakers as to why the Iranian deal
should be defeated would be an abdication of our Judeo-Christian ethic. It does not
matter whether Congress approves or disapproves of the Iranian agreement. The
United Nations and the rest of the world are going to feed Iranian ambitions and the
United States might as well go along for the ride, doing what it can to support Israel
behind the scenes both militarily.

The truth is that the Israeli defense establishment and the American military
already work closely, have great respect for one another, and understand the mutual
danger which each nation follows. To some extent, the position of the politicians is
irrelevant.

Israel and her friends in the United States, whether they be Jewish or Christian,
should speak their mind while continuing to maintain a close and necessary relationship
with the United States from a political, diplomatic and military point of view. This is
good, and essential for America. We need to remember as this debate goes forward,
that the bloodthirsty Iranian leadership would like to take out the biggest target, and, as
we saw on 9/11, that is the United States. While the current United States
administration would like to use Israel as its shock troops, Israel must and should
defend itself.
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President Obama’s “deal” will not be reversed by the United States Congress,
but the blow may be softened by continued Congressional oversight and a strong
military alliance between America and Israel.

The times ahead are going to be difficult. They have been difficult for the last
several thousand years that Jewish people have existed. The legitimate fear is what
other concessions, giveaways and risks will the United States ask her allies to take in
defense of the Obama doctrine that democracies can “friend” their enemies? Will Israel
be forced back to 1949 Armistice boundaries, as the Administration has already
suggested? Will Israel be asked to accept another terrorist state like a knife at its back?
These are the next fights that freedom-loving people must contemplate.
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