Editorial
How to say it?

I

t used to be that we writers and editors at Jewish newspapers knew
what we could say.
We did not use profanity.
We did not use contractions, we did not
use slang, we did not use nicknames. We
wrote everything out in very long form.
We wrote in the third person. (If we could
have, we would have written in the 93rd
person.) We were pompous, perhaps even
ponderous, but we also were polite. Very
very polite.
Things have changed. We use contractions. We use slang. We use short sentences. We write in the first person singular (even though here I’m writing in the
first person plural — but whoops!). We
try not to be pompous. We try not to be
ponderous. We might not always succeed,
but we try.
Despite all that, we do hope that we’re
still polite.
But how are we supposed to report on
the world around us?
Yes, this part is about our president.
How do we report on what he said?
What do our readers want? We could use
asterisks to replace some of the letters in
the four-letter word he used, or we could
call it the place that a barnyard epithet
could fall into (or, in the alternative version,
the place where the barnyard epithet lives).
We’re a weekly, so we know that all our
readers and all their reading-age children
will have read the unvarnished, un-asterisked, un-gussied-up version of what he
said, so in some senses our decision matters less. It’s the daily media, the up-to-thesecond online news sources, that really
have to worry about that decision. And it’s
the on-air reporters and podcasters who
have to figure out exactly what to say.
So really we could skip it.
But there is something that we really do
have to say. That is that our ancestors — our
parents, or grandparents, or great-grandparents — came from those s-hole places.
They came from obscure villages in the
Pale of Settlement, in central and eastern
Europe, where life was hard and it coarsened the people who lived there (and yes,
Jews could be coarse too).
You look at pictures of some of the Jews
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of eastern Europe, and you see dirt and
desperation. You look at their eyes and
you see the same despair that you see
now in the unwanted immigrants from
Africa; fear and hope fighting hard with
each other.
When they got here, they were not welcome. They were among the unwanted
who were told dismissively not to bother
applying for jobs.
They often brought children with them
— those were our parents or grandparents
or great-grandparents — who were too
young to remember much about the old
country, too young to have any choice in
where they were taken. Those children
grew up to be citizens of the United States.
They were the Dreamers of their day, and
we should not forget that.
They were the tired, the poor, the huddled masses yearning to be free that the
Statue of Liberty welcomes with her lamp.
Had they been sent back, many of us
would not be here. That is a simple and
incontrovertible truth.
We also think of the irony that it was
not one of those s-hole countries that
created and carried out the Shoah. No,
it was a clean, efficient, well-educated,
thoroughly modern state. Germans were
welcome here.
It is the immigrants from poor countries,
who come here fueled with desperation
and hope, who are determined to make
their way here, to learn and to earn, and
have good lives, or at least give good lives
to their children — immigrants like our
ancestors — who have succeeded here, and
who have given birth to us. It is something
we owe them to remember.
Here at the Jewish Standard we try not
to be political — it is far too divisive — and
we will continue that attempt. We know
that the immigration laws need a great
deal of revamping. But we look at the
attempt to turn away the immigrants who
need us, who are drawn by this country’s
promise, by its founding ideals, who might
not resemble our ancestors physically but
who have the same ambitions, needs, goals,
and dreams as they had, and we hope that
they are allowed to enter and then to stay
—JP
in this golden, golden land.
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Alan Dershowitz
peddles dangerous
Qatari propaganda

I

was profoundly shocked to learn that
a colleague and friend that I greatly
admire, Professor Alan Dershowitz,
became the latest Jewish junketeer
to succumb to the lure to visit Qatar and be
duped to parrot the emirate’s propaganda.
It is sad that someone so renowned for fighting anti-Semitism — and a hero to so many,
myself included — would enable the Qataris’
anti-Semitic belief that Jews are
so powerful in the United States
that convincing prominent Jews
of the virtue of their cause will
lead them to provoke a change
in U.S. policy.
Professor Dershowitz is
known for sometimes working
for unsavory characters, based
on the attorney’s mantra that
Rabbi
the U.S. constitution guaranShmuley
tees everyone a fair trial and the
Boteach
right to a defense. The emir of
Qatar, however, is not an American citizen and is not entitled to
these protections. He is, in fact, a dictator; the
State Department Human Rights Report says
his government “prohibited organized political parties and restricted civil liberties, including freedoms of speech, press, and assembly
and access to a fair trial for persons held under
the Protection of Society Law and the Combating Terrorism Law.” The report also says that
women’s participation in society is “limited by
cultural discrimination” and that “trafficking
in persons” is an ongoing problem.
These are all the human rights abuses that
Dershowitz normally fights against. How can
he defend such an unsavory regime?
By far the most outrageous comment Dershowitz made, however, was that “Qatar is
quickly becoming the Israel of the Gulf States,
surrounded by enemies, subject to boycotts
and unrealistic demands, and struggling for
its survival.”
This is an absolutely shocking statement

that must be totally and completely rebutted.
He is comparing Israel, a democracy, to an
autocratic regime that has exercised “full executive power” since 1868 and whose constitution “provides for hereditary rule by men in
the emir’s branch of the Al Thani family.”
He says that Qatar, which is surrounded
not by enemies, but by friendly Arab/Islamic
countries engaged in a temporary political dispute, is similar to Israel, which
has fought multiple wars with its
neighbors and remains threatened by Islamic radicals, terrorists, and countries such as Iran.
He compares the boycott of
Qatar, which is maintained by
its neighbor Gulf states based
only on their unhappiness
with the emirate’s policies and
support of terrorism with the
international anti-Semitic campaign to boycott Israel based
on its existence.
Dershowitz claims that Qatar,
ranked the richest country on the planet by
Forbes, with no one threatening its existence,
is struggling for survival like Israel, a country
that has been threatened with genocide by
terrorists and neighboring states for nearly
70 years.
I am in shock.
In an effort to appear tough on the Qataris,
he says he asked them about all the allegations
made against them and declares them innocent of all charges. I doubt Dershowitz is as
naïve when defending clients who also declare
their innocence.
He makes Qatar sound like some pathetic
victim of crimes committed by bullies. He
complains that the Saudis are leading the
campaign to boycott “their tiny neighboring
state” and asserts this is immoral and illegal. One may always question the morality of
blockades, but they are not illegal; they are a
recognized tactic in economic and shooting
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Editorial
Ban assault weapons

I

cannot know what the parents of the 15 students or two teachers killed at Marjorie Stoneman Douglas High School are feeling now.
But the parents of the 20 children and six
staff members killed at Sandy Hook in 2012 do.
And so do the parents of students killed at other,
smaller-scale school shootings, and of victims at
malls and movie theaters and nightclubs.
But I do know what it feels like to be the parent of
a dead child and dear readers, I desperately hope
that none of you ever has to know what I know. Ever.
Let me tell you just a little of what it feels like,
although of course words fail. It is black misery. It
is being at the bottom of an airless, lightless, slimelined hole, where you feel that you never will be
able to breathe again, never will be able to see
again, never will be clean again, and you can’t
imagine ever caring about any of those things again.
It is a feeling of utter hopelessness, of complete
despair, of the certain knowledge that nothing
you’ve ever believed was true, that even the most
solid ground you’ve ever walked on was an illusion, and that hell, the black slime pit, was just
beneath it all along, waiting for you.
And then that feeling sometimes turns into redhot, blue-hot, melting rage.
But my daughter, my beloved Shira, died by
accident, at the hands of a careless driver on a
confusing traffic circle. No one wanted her dead.
My husband and I know that we don’t feel what
parents of children dead of disease or substance
abuse or suicide feel. Each of us has our own special and specific and distinct hell.
But the deaths of children slaughtered by someone who wanted them dead? And not even dead
for themselves, because of who they were, but as
bit players in their killers’ own horrific psychodramas? As real-life Rosencrantzes and Guildensterns?
It is unthinkable.
There is one advantage that those parents have,
however. They can take their rage and aim it.
There is a real target. They, like the extraordinary
student survivors whose outrage has encouraged
us all, can work toward change.
They all can work to rid this country of the
scourge of assault weapons.
Yes, everyone says it can’t be done — but no,
actually, it used to be that everyone said that it
can’t be done. There seems, finally, to be some
movement on the issue, although it easily could
stall out and certainly it is not worth the price
those murdered students and teachers and their
families and friends have to pay for it.
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Second Amendment, Second Amendment,
Second Amendment, we are told, as if the Second
Amendment to the Constitution, which reads, in
its entirety, “A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of
the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be
infringed,” leads inexorably to the bloody slaughter of innocents. And really, what can we do? It’s
in the Constitution!
But the demand that 18th century Americans
have the right to keep and bear arms in order
to assure the health of a well regulated militia
seems not to have much to do with the right of a
deranged 19-year-old to burst into his old school
— from which he’d been expelled because he was
frightening, and because the school had no good
way to deal with him, because we haven’t devoted
many resources to figuring out how to handle lost,
damaged, dangerous people like this one — and
kill anyone he saw.
The Bill of Rights was ratified in 1791, into a
world without assault weapons.
It is safe to say that the Founding Fathers never
imagined what their words would be twisted to
allow.
We as Jews are familiar with the idea of halacha
as coming from Torah laws, but as having been
changed and adapted, often almost beyond easy
recognition, to fit the circumstances in which the
Jews who lived by them found themselves. To use
just an obvious example, the path from not cooking a kid in its mother’s milk to the elaborate rules
governing kashrut is circuitous, although the goal
— to fulfill God’s law by eating in a way that accepts
that everything we eat comes from somewhere,
and that we take the life we need to allow ours to
continue comes at a real cost, and must be done
with respect and intent — is clear.
The Constitution and Bill of Rights, similarly,
underlie all our laws, at least in theory, but without the idea that there is some guiding divine will
behind them.
To have allowed the Second Amendment to
warp into being seen as the right to keep and bear
assault weapons seems to contradict the Declaration of Independence’s demand that each of us
Americans is entitled to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.
Tell that to the bereaved parents, whose ability
to pursue happiness ended when their children’s
right to life was ended.
This is not what our Founding Fathers
—JP
intended.
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Will we ever get
serious about guns?

A

caveat: Do not assume
When do we stop dragging out
you know how this col- the Constitution as an excuse for
umn will end from the
allowing weapons designed for
way it begins.
the battlefield to be purchased
That said, let us do the numbers:
for the euphemistically called recreational use? Does anyone truly
In the first 45 days of 2018, there
believe its Framers would have
were 30 mass shootings in the
written the Second Amendment
United States (meaning incidents
as they did if they could have enviin which four or more people were
sioned the above statistics? Does
shot). Of these, at least seven and
as many as 18 were “school shoot- anyone believe they would have
ings,” depending
done so if they could
on how you define
have conceived of
“school shootings.”
rapid-fire weapons,
Of the seven cases
or of high-capacity
everyone accepts,
ammunition magazines, or of “bump
there were 20
stocks,” which effecdeaths (mostly children) and 33 injuries.
tively turn semi-automatic rifles into fully
This includes last
automatic ones?
Wednesday’s mass
When do we stop
shooting in Parkland, Shammai
Engelmayer
allowing our politiFla., in which the
cians to put the will
mentally disturbed
of the National Rifle
teenage shooter shot
Association ahead of the welfare of
off at least 150 rounds within six
America’s citizens of every age?
minutes.
As for us Jews, when do we
In 2016, the American Journal
start acknowledging that Jewish
of Medicine provided some truly
law, which puts life above almost
frightening statistics, based on a
everything else, requires us to
study of mortality data from 23
be in the forefront of any movehighly developed nations. Here
is some of what the AJM reported. ment to keep military-style weapons and accessories out of civilian
The United States accounted for
• 82 percent of all firearm deaths;
hands, and to prevent anyone who
• 90 percent of all firearm deaths
is mentally ill, or is an abuser of
among women;
any kind — spousal, child, or otherwise — or who has a history of
• 91 percent of all firearm deaths
violence of all other kinds, from
among children up to 14 years old;
owning any kind of gun that has
• 92 percent of all firearm deaths
the ability to kill?
among youths aged 15 to 24 years.
I know what some readers are
As high as these numbers are, they
saying about now: “There he goes
become more frightening when we
again spewing his leftist bleeding
take this statistic into consideration:
heart liberal hogwash because
The United States has only half the
population of the other 22 high- he wants to take our guns away.
Everyone knows guns do not kill
income nations combined.
Shammai Engelmayer is rabbi of Temple Israel Community Center | Congregation Heichal Yisrael in Cliffside Park and Temple Beth El of North Bergen.
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Editorial
Taking children
from their parents

I

’ve been thinking about the
Kindertransport a lot lately.
In 2013 I interviewed Sig Silber of Paterson, who then was
a successful, well-rooted, and happy
patent attorney with an engineering
degree from MIT, a thriving family, and
a flourishing legal practice in Clifton.
He also was a man whose mother
had put him, his older brother, and
their baby sister on the Kindertransport. He never saw his mother again;
he and his siblings battled the trauma
of that separation for all of their lives.
Mr. Silber’s struggles seem to have
been successful, but he was quite clear
about the toll they took on him, about
how that separation from his mother,
and the other separations over the
course of the next decade that took
him from home to home as the needs
of the people caring for him and the
bureaucracies that lost and then found
him changed him, made it harder and
harder for him to attach to new people.
He stayed in Paterson long after he
could have left, and everyone like him
socioeconomically had left, he told
me, because that’s where he ended up
in this country, and “I wanted to put
down roots.”
He was one of the very lucky ones.
His sister, who had been seven months
old when her mother had to give her
up, never flourished, and died young.
That’s not surprising. The kind of
trauma that comes from the separation from a parent can actively
reroute a young person’s brain, scientists warn us.
I’ve often imagined what it must
have felt like for parents who had to
put their children on the Kindertransport, but then I make myself stop. It’s
not possible to imagine that level of
fear and pain, and if it were possible it
would be devastating.
We are so very lucky not to have to
imagine that.
But the parents who are bringing
their children up to the United States’
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southern border don’t have to imagine
it either, because they are living it.
I know that we need immigration
policies. We can’t let everyone in. But
I also know that most, by far most, of
the people who come to our southern
border are looking to escape the violence and fear and degrading poverty
of their lives. They are not at all unlike
our ancestors; all were drawn by the
vision of the Lady in the harbor, with
her torch shining on them. They were
drawn by our talk of life and hope and
prosperity and vast open spaces. Of
amber waves of grain.
There are other questions about
immigration, even if they pale in comparison to what we’re doing with parents and children.
We need immigrants.
As much as we (we not being all of
us, needless to say) talk about how
immigrants take Americans’ jobs,
unemployment is low now, and the
jobs immigrants take are the ones
Americans don’t want. They’re day
laborers. They’re the guys on bikes
with big bags of food, most visible
when it’s roasting hot or pouring rain
and their lucky customers don’t want
to go out, so they do. They’re the people who kill cows and then butcher
them. (Remember Aaron Rubashkin,
the Agriprocessors owner whose
sentence President Trump commuted? His slaughterhouse, in Iowa
— not exactly right over the border —
employed many undocumented foreign workers. That’s because almost
no Americans want to work in such
places — and the ones who do, the
ones who want to kill, are the ones
we really have to look out for.)
At this point, there is neither courage nor novelty in speaking out against
the remarkably cruel and profoundly
un-Jewish policy that has American
immigrant officials taking children
away from their parents. But until that
practice is ended, every single one of
us who has a voice must raise it. -JP
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The difference between
Obama’s Iran deal and
Trump’s Singapore summit

P

resident Trump has come under a
lot of criticism for his summit with
Kim Jong-un at Singapore. Opponents of the president say that he
did exactly with Kim what Obama did with
Iran. He legitimized a rogue regime in order to
get rid of their nukes. So why did Republicans
condemn Obama and praise Trump?
I’m not here to get political on this issue.
Ensuring rogue regimes don’t have nukes is
way too important for it to be a partisan. And
amid my praise for the president for bringing
North Korea to the negotiating
table — startling in itself — I confess to a strong distaste for seeing a tin-pot brutal dictator like
Kim being elevated to a place of
global importance.
But let’s point out some of
the major differences between
Obama’s Iran deal and Trump’s
North Korea summit.
Rabbi
First, Obama negotiated with
Shmuley
Iran even while it incessantly
Boteach
threatened a targeted genocide
of an ethnic group consisting of
six million people, in this case,
the Jews of Israel. He never once warned Iran
that it must stop its promises to annihilate the
Jews or he’d withdraw from the negotiations.
That was not true of Trump and Kim. As
soon as Kim’s government started sounding
belligerent and attacking Vice President Pence,
Trump canceled the summit.
It was only when Kim stopped the belligerent
talk that Trump agreed to the meeting.
The Obama administration gave the Iranians
$150 billion — a large chunk in untraceable cash
— and even admitted that some of the money
will probably go to terrorism. Trump didn’t
give Kim a nickel. At least not yet, and we hope
it will remain that way.
Obama legitimized Iran’s nuclear program
and allowed for 6,000 centrifuges to continue
to spin as part of the deal. This is significant

because North Korea built its nuclear arsenal
with fewer centrifuges.
Trump, in his negotiations with Kim,
demanded, and Kim signed, a declaration
agreeing to the complete denuclearization of
the Korean Peninsula.
I recognize that this agreement is thus far
meaningfulness, as it has no details or timetables. But at the very least its focus is on North
Korea completely dismantling every vestige of
its nuclear program, as opposed to Iran, which
was allowed to remain nuclear.
Obama lifted all the major
sanctions against Iran and
saved its economy from total
implosion through multibilliondollar deals that were immediately inked in the wake of
Obama’s disastrous deal.
The Trump administration
has said that even in the wake
of the summit in Singapore no
sanctions will be lifted.
Finally, and most importantly,
Obama’s Iranian deal allowed for
sunset clauses that would give
the Iranians the capacity and the
right to produce an unlimited number of nukes
when the deal ended in over a decade.
Trump’s discussions with Kim involved
North Korea getting rid of its nukes and
nuclear program completely and utterly.
Now, let’s recognize that North Korea
is a rogue regime and Kim is a tyrant. I
hated seeing people cheer a murderer on
the streets of Singapore and Kim being
afforded all the trappings of a legitimate
world leader. I hated seeing him portrayed
— however temporarily — as an equal to the
leader of the free world and the earth’s foremost democratic republic. Having said that,
if Trump succeeds in getting Kim to voluntarily give up all his nukes, that will be a tremendous accomplishment for world peace
and the summit will have been a success. It

Rabbi Shmuley Boteach is the author of 32 books, including his new book, “Lust for Love,”
co-authored with Pamela Anderson. Follow him on Twitter @RabbiShmuley.
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