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A step against 
slavery

The decision by the Ministerial Committee 
for Legislation to support a bill that assigns 
criminal responsibility to the clients of pros-
titutes is praiseworthy. The bill, sponsored by 
MK Orit Zuaretz ‏(Kadima‏), is not intended 
to take revenge on those clients, but, for the 
first time, to raise the veil on one of the sick-
est evils in any society − an evil whose exis-
tence is often denied − and in Israeli society 
in particular.

Within the Western world, Israel is one of 
the countries with the worst record of traf-
ficking in women. In the absence of stringent 
legislation and adequate resources, the police 
and courts are having difficulty reducing the 
scope of the trafficking. Enlightened lawmak-
ers around the world have long understood 
that − despite the convenient, though illusory, 
aura of mysterious romanticism that has sur-
rounded prostitution since, it seems, the be-
ginning of time − prostitution is nothing other 
than slavery, in the deepest and most despi-
cable sense. Some 15,000 victims of this form 
of slavery in Israel are controlled by pimps 
who do not balk at any means to strengthen 
that control, including violence and getting 
the prostitutes addicted to hard drugs. Of the 
prostitutes in this country, most are women 
and about one-third are young people ‏(both 
male and female‏) who began selling their bod-
ies between the ages of 12 and 14.

In an effort to fight this phenomenon, law-
makers in several European countries have 
exposed the link in the chain that had until 
then been pretty well protected: the prosti-
tutes’ clients. Imposing responsibility on the 
clients signals a deep-seated change in the 
relationship between the legislature and the 
prostitution industry. Whereas arresting and 
jailing the prostitutes essentially punishes 
them twice without affecting the chain of ex-
ploitation, Scandinavian and French laws as-
signing criminal responsibility to the clients 
have succeeded in significantly reducing 
prostitution.

But as important as such a reduction is in 
its own right, an even more important conse-
quence of such a law is the change in social 
consciousness, which paves the way for a 
quiet cultural revolution. Let us hope that will 
be the result of the Israeli version of this leg-
islation. Like similar laws in Europe, it takes 
a cautious pedagogical approach and calls 
for rehabilitation for a first offense and pun-
ishment only if a second offense is commit-
ted. Israel’s 1998 anti-sexual harassment law 
has shown that legislation can indeed effect 
change, even when the law is far ahead of pre-
vailing social norms. This new bill is another 
important stage in this welcome process of 
change.

D aphni Leef and Itzik Shmuli 
can hold their heads high 
today. Without the summer 

protests they led last summer, His-
tadrut labor federation chairman 
Ofer Eini would not have mobi-
lized the large unions for a strike in 
support of the economy’s weakest 
workers. Without the social pro-
tests, there’s no way contract work-
ers would have received anything.

The social protests, which 
pushed the Histadrut chairman 
from center stage, and the change 
in public opinion − which demanded 
more justice and fewer social gaps 
− were the driving forces behind 
the recent strike. Anyone who still 
claims that the summer protests 
didn’t achieve anything is wrong, 
big-time.

But there are always a few 
people who will never be happy. 
No achievement will satisfy them, 
short of a revolutionary change that 
would move our economic system 
in the direction of neo-socialism. 
Therefore, they aren’t satisfied 
with the very substantial raise that 
cleaning staff and security guards 
.received (‏very properly)‏

These dedicated workers will 
now earn a minimum wage of NIS 
4,500 a month; they will hence-
forth receive the same raises as 
other public-sector workers, along 
with contributions to their pension 
funds and even professional train-
ing funds; and outstanding workers 
will get bonuses. No less important-
ly, they will now get holiday gifts 
and subsidized lunches at their 
workplace, just like other workers 
do. Granted, this isn’t big money, 
but it is of great importance. No 
longer will cleaners and security 
guards be pushed to the margins; 
instead, they will be accepted and 
respected.

But those who complain about 
the agreement say that Eini failed 
to achieve the main goal: transfer-
ring 80,000 security guards and 
60,000 cleaners directly onto the 
payrolls of the government, local 
authorities, universities, hospitals 
and the rest of the public sector.

It’s true that he failed to achieve 
this, but we’re lucky he did. For 
Eini wanted to force a single, uni-
form mode of employment onto the 
government: direct employment. It 
didn’t interest him that no Western 
country − not Sweden, not Holland, 
not England − bans the indirect em-
ployment of workers. It didn’t matter 
to him that the economy would have 
gone backward by 30 years, and in-
vestment, growth and employment 
would all have suffered. He wanted 
the models to be Cuba and North Ko-
rea, not Western Europe.

It’s extremely fortunate that Fi-
nance Minister Yuval Steinitz and 
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanya-
hu stood in the breach and refused 
to destroy everything that has been 
built here with great effort over the 
last 30 years.

Everyone should realize that buy-
ing services from an outside compa-
ny is an integral part of the business 
world, and also of public administra-
tion. It stems from the critical need 
to specialize and devote one’s time 
to one’s core business, rather than 
wasting precious administrative 
hours on marginal matters.

Every enterprise, regardless 
of whether it’s private or public, 
must try to be the best in its core 
business. So it’s proper to purchase 
services such as cleaning, security, 
computerization or payroll prepa-
ration from outside companies. 
And not only is it proper, it’s more 
efficient − as long as the outsourcer 
insists on these external workers 

being given fair wages and respect-
able working conditions.

Here, however, it’s worth not-
ing that Steinitz and Netanyahu’s 
achievement was very partial − be-
cause the Histadrut didn’t promise 
“industrial peace” with regard to 
the whole issue of direct employ-
ment. So, it could declare localized 
labor disputes tomorrow in a par-
ticular hospital or local authority to 
demand the direct employment of 
contract workers in that particular 
workplace.

Many people argue that while 
Europe employs contract workers, 
Israel does so in much larger num-
bers. But they forget to mention 
that the reason for this is the His-
tadrut, and Ofer Eini himself.

When Eini became Histadrut 
chairman six years ago, in Febru-
ary 2006 he met with the head of the 
Federation of Israeli Chambers of 
Commerce and said, “The Histadrut 
erred when it didn’t agree that pub-
lic-sector employers should have 
managerial flexibility, which would 
also include the ability to fire work-
ers.” Because there is no such flex-
ibility, Eini continued, “the employ-
ers circumvented the Histadrut: 
Instead of hiring workers under the 
collective agreement, they hired 
workers on personal contracts” − 
the equivalent of today’s contract 
workers.

But despite these fine words, Eini 
has refused throughout his term to 
grant the public sector “manage-
rial flexibility.” Instead, he has 
taken a militant line of opposing 
any change, any mobility, any pos-
sibility of moving a worker from 
one corner of the office to another. 
And now he is shedding crocodile 
tears over the ballooning number of 
outsourced workers. It’s a truly im-
pressive display of hypocrisy. 

Nehemia Shtrasler

A source of hypocrisy

Now we've got 
two Migrons! 

I s it possible that Hezbollah leader 
Hassan Nasrallah reads Haaretz? 
Not the Hebrew edition, of course. 

But does he read the English edition on-
line, or is the print edition smuggled to 
him in Beirut by one of his agents in Is-
rael? Or is it translated to him by one of 
his aides?

One way or another, he seems to have 
decided to react to an article on Haaretz’s 
op-ed page, not very prominently dis-
played, on January 24; the piece dis-
cussed a statement by UN Secretary-
General Ban Ki-moon during his recent 
visit to Beirut. There he said Hezbollah’s 
arsenal outside the authority of the Leb-
anese government was unacceptable.

Commenting on Ban’s statement, the 
Haaretz article stated that whereas a sit-
uation where a terrorist organization had 
deployed tens of thousands of rockets 
aimed at Israel was unacceptable to the 
UN secretary-general, it was intolerable 
for Israel. What’s more, it was creating a 
situation where all Lebanon was sitting 
on a time bomb. If Israel were forced to 
destroy this vast rocket arsenal, great 
destruction would inevitably rain down 
on all Lebanon. In other words, Hezbol-
lah was putting all Lebanon in danger.

Hezbollah’s rockets, it was pointed 
out, serve as a protective shield against 
Iran’s nuclear ambitions and will be un-
leashed against Israel on orders from 
Tehran. Therefore, sooner or later, ac-
tion will have to be taken to bring about 
the dismantling of these rockets.

It took Nasrallah about two weeks to 
digest the full meaning of this message 
and all its implications − just what the 

people of Lebanon, sitting on the powder 
keg he had built under them, would con-
clude, and how that would affect Hezbol-
lah’s standing in Lebanon. Also an issue 
was the danger of international moves 
forcing the dismantling of his rockets in 
Lebanon, and failing that the possibility 
of military action to destroy his rocket 
arsenal.

On February 7, from his hideout in 
Beirut, Nasrallah broadcast by video-
link a message to the people of Lebanon, 
a message also of interest to Haaretz’s 
readers. Yes, he said, Hezbollah receives 
financial and material aid from Iran, 
but he denied that it takes operational 
instructions from Iran. Then he added 
a key sentence. If Israel were to attack 

Iran’s nuclear sites, Iran’s leadership 
“would not ask anything of Hezbollah.” 
If that were to happen, he continued, 
Hezbollah’s own leadership would “sit 
down, think and decide what to do.”

So there you have it, believe it or not. 
Hezbollah, though it receives financial 
and material aid from its “brothers” 
in Iran, is an “independent organiza-
tion,” does not take orders from Teh-
ran, and will decide when to launch or 
not to launch the tens of thousands of 
rockets it has deployed all over Leba-
non against Israel. It will do this only 
after it has “sat down, thought about the 
problem and decided what to do.” So, 
Nasrallah says, the people in Lebanon 
and the people in Tel Aviv have nothing 
to worry about.

Nasrallah must be really foolish if he 
believes he can hoodwink the people of 
Lebanon, the people of Israel or the in-
ternational community. His ties to his 
masters in Tehran are too well known. It 
is they who call the shots. It is they who 
are trying to bolster the Assad regime 
in Syria. It is the continuation of Bashar 
Assad’s rule in Damascus that assures 
the Iranian supply line to Hezbollah in 
Lebanon.

No wonder Nasrallah feels a little 
shaky and is trying to shore up his public 
image by insisting he’s an independent 
factor in the Middle East equation. But 
the basic facts remain. Hezbollah’s rock-
ets in Lebanon are part and parcel of the 
Iranian effort to attain nuclear weapons, 
and neutralizing this rocket threat must 
be part of the strategy to keep Iran from 
attaining a nuclear weapons capability. 

Moshe Arens

Nasrallah replies to Haaretz
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Z agreb, October 1999, the Croa-
tian presidential palace. In an at-
tempt to eradicate his country’s 

leprous image, Franjo Tudjman called 
a rare press conference at which he 
intended to present “a different Croa-
tia” − democratic and pluralistic. Ev-
erything was carefully prepared. The 
marble floor tiles gleamed, the lawns 
were a manicured bright green and 
even the weather cooperated. Two 
things were not taken into account: the 
questions from the journalists and the 
character of Tudjman, “the father of 
the Croatian nation.”

“You were quoted in the past as say-
ing, ‘Thank God, my wife is neither 
a Serb nor a Jew,’” I addressed him. 
“Moreover, in the English version of 
your book you corrected passages 
casting doubt on the extent of the Ho-
locaust, but not in the versions of the 
book in other languages.”

The president particularly as-
tounded those present in his answer 
regarding the number of victims at 
the Jasenovac concentration camp. 
He said that at the camp, which be-
came known as “the Auschwitz of the 
Balkans” and was administered by the 
Ustase ‏(the puppet government estab-
lished by the Nazis in Croatia from 
1941 to 1945‏), “only” 40,000 people 
died.

These remarks aroused a tremen-
dous uproar. According to most histo-
rians the number of dead Tudjman cit-
ed is less than half the actual number 
of dead at the camp. Some have cited 
850,000, a quarter of them Jews. The 
nationalist president’s revisionist an-
swer led to the cancellation of a visit 
by him to Israel, which would have 
been historic.

A lot of water has flowed through 
the Sava River since then. About two 
months after that press conference 
cancer overpowered Tudjman. Stj-
epan Mesic, his successor during the 
past decade, has brought Croatia for-
ward into a new era, aspiring to nor-
malcy and openness. Hence, in the 
near future Croatia will become the 
28th member of the European Union.

Even so, today too the struggle over 
Croatia’s memory has not been decid-
ed. The nostalgia for the quisling state 
has faded but it has not disappeared, 
acknowledges Mesic in a phone con-
versation. In Zagreb and Split large 
public masses have been celebrated 
recently in memory of Ante Pavelic, 
the leader of the Ustase. Streets in a 
number of cities still bear the names 
of collaborators and memorials dedi-
cated to Partisans and victims of Fas-

cism are destroyed. In 2010 the cur-
rent president of Croatia Ivo Josipovic 
was the first president to visit Blei-
burg in Austria where, at the end of 
the war, masses of Ustase people were 
executed.

Historical revisionism has attained 
even more disturbing proportions in 
other parts of the post-Communist 
world. Hundreds of people marched 
recently in Ukraine in memory of 
the nationalist Stepan Bandera, who 
collaborated with the Nazis; in Esto-
nia it was published that the Defense 
Ministry initiated recognition of a 
local unit that was subordinate to 
the Waffen SS and most noteworthy 
of all has been Lithuanian Foreign 
Minister Audronius Azubalis: He at-
tacked eight members of parliament 
from his country who on the 70th an-
niversary of the Wansee conference 
signed a European declaration of the 
uniqueness of the Holocaust. “Pathet-
ic,” said the minister’s spokeswoman. 
“It is impossible to find differences 
between Hitler and Stalin, apart from 
the size of their mustaches. Hitler’s 
was smaller.”

With this Lithuania has joined the 
promoters of the concept of “double 
genocide.” These − and they are multi-
plying − want to recognize Nazism and 
Stalinism as a joint European heritage 
and to hold a memorial day for victims 
of both the totalitarian regimes.

Croatian President Josipovic is now 
visiting Israel. He sees it as a role mod-
el. His country’s entry into the EU will 
strengthen the pro-Israel camp in Eu-
rope. Israel should greet him warmly. 
But it should also take the opportunity 
of his visit to express an uncompro-
mising position against the “double 
genocide” thesis, which is nothing but 
a relativization of the Holocaust and 
an attempt to launder the opponents of 
the Soviets and their crimes.

Josipovic’s decision to lay a wreath 
at Bleiburg was done in the name of 
national reconciliation. Before that he 
visited Jasenovac. A visit versus a vis-
it. A perfect balance. He condemned 
the crimes of fascism and knelt in 
memory of the victims of Commu-
nism. He has tried to draw a line in the 
past in order to build the future.

However, blurring between hang-
men and their victims will not lead 
to real reconciliation. Stalinism, with 
all its terrible crimes, did not develop 
a racial theory and did not engage in 
the systematic slaughter of peoples. 
The balancing is a sin against history, 
which will not forgive cheapeners and 
distorters of the Holocaust. 

Adar Primor

Hitler’s little mustache

Salman Masalha

The number’s up  
for monotheism

“Right now, most governments 
in the world are keeping si-
lent despite the calls by the 

Palestinian mufti [Muhammad Hus-
sein] to kill Jews,” said Prime Minis-
ter Benjamin Netanyahu, in a speech 
last month to mark International Ho-
locaust Remembrance Day.

Netanyahu added that he was horri-
fied by the fact “that there is a legacy 
of hate and destruction, because this 
mufti is following in the footsteps of 
that other mufti [Haj Amin al-Hus-
seini, who allied with Hitler] ... and 
rather than calling for peace and rec-
onciliation, he calls for the destruction 
of the Jewish people wherever they 
may be.”

Netanyahu was preceded by Presi-
dent Shimon Peres, who also sharply 
criticized the mufti of Jerusalem. 
“The mufti’s words are dangerous and 
are liable to bring about an escalation 
in Jewish-Arab relations, and even 
loss of life,” the president warned.

It’s interesting to note that both men 
were quiet during the scandal raised 
by Rabbi Yitzhak Shapiro’s “The 
King’s Torah,” a book giving Jews per-
mission to kill Gentiles who threaten 
Israel. They and other politicians have 
also remained silent in the face of peti-
tions and racist statements that have 
emerged from the study halls of “the 
sages of the generation” of one type or 
another.

It seems to me that the ones who 
ought to be coming out to defend the 
mufti are exactly those rabbis who 
cried foul and argued that the state is 
not permitted to intervene in matters 
of religion and religious law. So it is 
with adherents of the infantile mono-
theism, in all its branches and metas-
tases.

Whoever reads the literature of 
monotheistic religions, and it doesn’t 
matter which religion, soon learns 
that it is full of moral abominations. 
The hadith that the mufti quoted does 
actually exist in the Islamic branch of 
monotheism: “Judgment Day will not 
come only when the Muslims fight the 
Jews and kill them; the Jew will hide 
behind the stone and the stone will 

say, ‘Oh Muslim, Oh servant of Allah, 
there is a Jew behind me, come and 
kill him.’”

These hadiths and others are part of 
the eschatological traditions that deal 
with the End of Days and Judgment 
Day, and they exist in other cultures 
as well. Islam did not invent the escha-
tological wheel. It drew from Judaism 
and Christianity and invented these 
and other traditions to serve its very 
worldly purposes, namely broad con-
quests.

Muslims don’t just fight Jews in the 
End of Days. These hadiths also tell 
us that the end of days will not come 
“until they will fight with Husa and 
Carman, who are among the Persian 
peoples.” And in another version, “un-
til you fight the Turkish peoples.” This 
is what these people look like: “Red-
faced, with flattened noses, narrow 
eyes, and with round, flat faces like 
shields.”

And if the Jerusalem mufti and other 
muftis will continue to search through 
these desert hadiths, there’s another 
surprise awaiting them. In the present 
cold Jerusalem climate, one wonders 
what kind of shoes the learned mufti is 
wearing, since if he would continue to 
read the fine print, he might find him-
self on the wrong side. After all, the 
hadiths also say that “the end of days 
will not come until you fight the men 
wearing padded shoes.”

In short, not only has the time come 
to separate between this monotheism 
and the state − both the Jewish and 
Arab state − the time has also come 
to separate it from the national dis-
course. Because if we don’t, this ridic-
ulous and dangerous monotheism will 
take over and destroy whatever good 
that remains here.

The little politicians who pretend to 
teach us “what it means to be Jewish” 
or “what it means to be Arab” will con-
tinue to throw hollow slogans into the 
air. Meanwhile, we can say about the 
Israeli-Palestinian situation that not 
only is “the face of the generation like 
a face of a dog,” but that the face of the 
“Bibi” is like the face of the “Tibi.”

As for the rest, go and learn it. 

Reuters
Hezbollah leader Hassan Nasrallah in a broadcast to supporters last week. He must be 
really foolish if he believes he can hoodwink the people of  Lebanon.


