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 News 

 1 in 5 Americans think Jews ‘have too 
 much power,’ new ADL survey finds 

 By Arno Rosenfeld 

 A  majority  of  Americans  believe  it  is  at  least 
 partly  true  that  Jews  “stick  together  more 
 than  other  Americans,”  and  seek  to  hire 
 other  Jews,  a  new  survey  from  the 
 Anti-Defamation  League  found.  At  the  same 
 time,  39%  think  Jews  are  more  loyal  to 
 Israel  than  the  United  States,  and  20%  say 
 that  Jews  “have  too  much  power”  in  the 
 United States. 

 And  adults  30  and  under  reported  almost 
 the  same  share  of  antisemitic  beliefs  as 
 older  Americans,  an  indication  that  the 
 prejudice  may  not  fade  with  age  as  was 
 previously believed. 

 The  findings  come  at  a  time  when  concern 
 over  antisemitism  is  rising  among  American 
 Jews,  and  several  celebrities  have  sparked 
 controversies  related  to  antisemitism.  The 
 American  Jewish  Committee  released  its 
 own  data  Thursday  showing  that  47%  of 
 American  Jews  felt  less  safe  following  the 
 Colleyville  synagogue  hostage  crisis  last 
 January. 

 According  to  the  ADL,  the  share  of 
 Americans  who  reported  a  belief  in  the  most 
 negative  stereotypes  about  Jews  was 
 relatively  low,  including  16%  who  believed  it 
 was  at  least  “somewhat”  true  Jews  were 
 less  honest  than  other  businesspeople,  17% 
 who  believed  they  were  “not  warm  and 
 friendly”  and  19%  who  said  Jews  “have  a  lot 
 of irritating faults.” 

 “Those  of  us  on  the  front  lines  have 
 expected  such  results  for  a  while  now  — 
 and  yet  the  data  are  still  stunning  and 
 sobering:  there  is  an  alarming  increase  in 
 antisemitic  views  and  hatred  across  nearly 
 every  metric  —  at  levels  unseen  for 
 decades,”  Jonathan  Greenblatt,  the  ADL’s 
 director, said in a statement. 

 But  comparing  the  survey  to  similar  past 
 surveys,  it’s  unclear  whether  that  conclusion 
 —  that  the  new  data  reveal  a  dramatic 
 increase  in  antisemitic  attitudes  —  can  be 
 supported. 

 Questions over trend 

 Greenblatt  pointed  to  the  election  of  Donald 
 Trump  as  president  in  2016,  and  poorly 
 moderated  social  media  networks,  as 
 contributing  factors  to  the  rise  in  hatred.  The 
 findings  also  track  with  an  overall  increase 
 in  prejudice  toward  other  minority  groups, 
 including  Blacks,  Asians,  Muslims  and 
 LGBTQ  individuals,  but  it  is  hard  to 
 determine  the  accuracy  of  Greenblatt’s 
 claim  that  the  data  represents  an  increase 
 in these beliefs among Americans. 

 In  its  report,  the  ADL  compared  the 
 percentage  of  survey  respondents  who 
 agreed  with  11  antisemitic  tropes  to  four 
 previous  surveys  conducted  by  the 
 organization,  most  recently  in  2019. 
 However,  in  past  years  the  ADL  simply 
 asked  whether  people  “agreed”  or 
 “disagreed”  with  the  statements.  This  year, 
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 for  the  first  time,  it  asked  respondents  how 
 much  they  agreed  with  each  statement  — 
 combining  those  who  thought  an  antisemitic 
 trope  was  “slightly”  or  “somewhat”  true  with 
 those who fully agreed. 

 That  new  methodology  makes  it  impossible 
 to  directly  compare  answers  from  this  most 
 recent  survey  to  those  from  prior  years 
 because  it  is  not  clear  how  responses  in 
 2019,  1992,  1981  or  1964  would  have 
 changed  if  people  had  been  asked  how 
 much  they  agreed  or  disagreed  with 
 antisemitic  tropes,  as  opposed  to  the  binary 
 choice of agreeing or disagreeing. 

 Characterizing  the  trend  in  a  tweet,  the  ADL 
 concluded  that  “belief  in  antisemitic 
 conspiracy  theories  and  tropes  nearly 
 doubled  since  2019.”  The  organization 
 highlighted  in  its  publicity  materials  that  20% 
 of  Americans  now  reported  believing  six  or 
 more  antisemitic  tropes,  compared  to  11% 
 in 2019. 

 But  Matt  Williams,  the  director  of  the  ADL’s 
 research  center,  who  oversaw  the  survey, 
 said  that  the  upward  trend  was  likely  less 
 dramatic,  because  of  changes  in  how 
 questions were asked and who was polled. 

 “We’re  fairly  confident  what  we’re  seeing  is 
 a  trend,”  Williams  said  at  a  press 
 conference  Thursday.  But  “probably  not  as 
 wide as the 11% to 20%.” 

 Williams  said  the  goal  of  this  survey  was  to 
 gather  as  much  accurate  data  as  possible 
 about  antisemitic  attitudes  in  the  United 
 States,  even  if  that  made  it  harder  to  identify 
 trends over time. 

 This  is  the  second  time  in  recent  years  that 
 the  ADL  has  changed  its  methodology  in  a 
 manner  that  appeared  almost  certain  to 
 increase  a  measure  of  antisemitism.  In 
 2021,  its  annual  count  of  antisemitic 
 incidents  showed  a  34%  increase  from  the 
 previous  year.  But  that  jump  included  nearly 

 500  reports  from  new  partners,  including 
 Hillel,  that  had  not  been  included  in  the 
 past. 

 Williams  added  that  people  may  feel  more 
 free  to  express  offensive  beliefs  today.  That 
 could  mean  that  part  of  the  apparent 
 increase  from  past  surveys  might  be  from 
 respondents  who  always  believed 
 antisemitic  tropes,  but  have  been 
 emboldened  to  admit  it  by  the  uptick  in 
 coarse  political  discourse  and  antisemitic 
 incidents. 

 “People  are  willing  to  be  far  more  honest 
 about  biases,  prejudices  and  their  hatred 
 than they were 30 years ago,” he said. 

 Beliefs about Israel 

 The  survey  also  asked  whether  respondents 
 agree  with  a  wide  range  of  negative  beliefs 
 about  Israel  —  including  that  it  was  “not  a 
 technology  leader,”  and  “not  a  strong  U.S. 
 ally”  —  that  Greenblatt  said  all  qualified  as 
 examples of antisemitism. 

 “These  are  beliefs  that  go  far  beyond 
 commentary  on  the  Israeli  government,”  he 
 said. “They are antisemitism.” 

 It  found  that  while  90%  of  Americans 
 believe  Israel  has  “a  right  to  defend  itself 
 against  those  who  want  to  destroy  it,”  18% 
 were  not  comfortable  spending  time  with 
 “people  who  openly  support  Israel.”  And 
 40%  of  respondents  “at  least  slightly  agree” 
 that  Israel  treats  Palestinians  like  the  Nazis 
 treated the Jews. 

 The  survey  was  conducted  by  NORC  at  the 
 University  of  Chicago,  an  independent 
 research  institution,  which  polled  a 
 representative  sample  of  4,000  individuals 
 during  September  and  October  of  last  year. 
 Its  margin  of  error  is  plus  or  minus  2%.  The 
 ADL  said  it  plans  to  release  the  full  data  set 
 in  the  coming  months,  along  with  additional 
 reports with other notable findings. 
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 Culture 

 An indecent exposure online 
 exposes controversy in the 

 Orthodox world 
 By Mira Fox 

 Adina  Miles-Sash  was  midway  through  an 
 Instagram  Live  discussion  about  unplanned 
 pregnancies  when  her  friend  Riki  Rose  said 
 she  had  an  important  question  and  asked  to 
 share her screen. 

 At  least,  Miles-Sash  thought  that  the  user, 
 whose  Instagram  handle  included  her 
 friend’s  first  and  last  name,  was  Riki.  But 
 the  image  that  appeared  on  the  screen  was 
 that  of  a  man  —  exposing  his  genitals  to 
 hundreds of viewers. 

 Miles-Sash,  who  uses  the  Instagram  handle 
 @flatbushgirl,  is  an  influencer  and  activist  in 
 the  Orthodox  community.  She’s  best  known 
 for  her  outspoken  posts  advocating  for 
 women  in  the  frum,  or  Jewishly  observant, 
 world.  She  has  criticized  the  erasure  of 
 women’s  faces  from  Orthodox  publications 
 with  the  hashtag  #frumwomenhavefaces, 
 after  attempting  to  place  an  ad  in  the 
 Flatbush  Jewish  Journal  and  being  told  that 
 neither  her  face  nor  the  word  “girl”  would  be 
 printed.  She  speaks  out  about  agunot,  or 
 “chained  women,”  whose  husbands  will  not 
 give  them  a  get,  the  document  required  for 
 religiously  valid  divorce.  She  even  ran  for 

 local  office  in  Brooklyn,  where  she  lives,  in 
 part  to  “create  an  exhibit  out  of  what 
 happens  when  an  Orthodox  Jewish  woman 
 runs  for  office,”  she  said  in  a  phone  call.  “My 
 whole  mission  statement  is  about  exposing 
 examples  of  the  misogyny  and  the 
 discrimination  and  the  sexism  that  exists  in 
 our midst.” 

 Not  all  of  her  posts  are  so  edgy  — 
 Miles-Sash  also  posts  comedy  videos  about 
 cleaning  for  Shabbat  or  fun  activities  in 
 Borough  Park.  But  her  activism  has  made 
 Miles-Sash  a  controversial  figure  in  the  frum 
 world,  and  commenters  on  her  posts,  as 
 well  as  on  forums  frequented  by  Orthodox 
 Jews,  often  accuse  her  of  hating  or 
 betraying Hasidim. 

 Miles-Sash  was  hosting  the  Instagram  Live 
 event  with  Shifra,  a  Jewish  organization  that 
 helps  women  find  resources  to  deal  with 
 unplanned  pregnancies.  (Critics  have  said 
 Shifra  is  a  crisis  pregnancy  center,  an 
 organization  which  poses  as  a  neutral 
 health  center  but  has  an  anti-abortion 
 mission;  Shifra’s  site  says  it’s  composed  of 
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 a  “diverse  group  of  Jews”  including  both 
 pro-choice and anti-abortion.) 

 During  the  event,  one  of  the  viewers  asked 
 to  join  the  stream,  to  share  her  perspective 
 and  ask  a  question.  Miles-Sash  allowed  her 
 to broadcast her own video. 

 Then,  a  naked  man  appeared  on  screen, 
 standing  in  front  of  a  bed,  his  head  out  of 
 the shot. 

 “It  was  a  strategic  attempt  to  get  me  to  trust 
 the  person,”  said  Miles-Sash,  who  realized 
 only  after  the  event  that  the  perpetrator  had 
 created  a  username  to  mimic  her  friend’s, 
 subtly  adding  an  underscore  to  the  original. 
 “There’s  a  certain  intimate  knowledge  that 
 he  had  to  have  in  order  to  select  her  as  the 
 perfect person to bait me.” 

 Miles-Sash  doesn’t  know  the  perpetrator’s 
 identity.  However,  she  believes  he  has  done 
 this  before,  even  hypothesizing  that  the  man 
 who  crashed  her  event  was  the  same  one 
 who  exposed  himself  on  an  Instagram  Live 
 hosted  by  former  contestants  on  The 
 Bachelor;  the  bed  and  fabric  in  the 
 background  of  both  videos  looked  the  same, 
 she said. 

 “I  think  this  person  is  at  risk  of  involving 
 other  people,”  she  said.  “I’m  in  the  process 
 of opening an investigation with the FBI.” 

 Playing the blame game 

 After  the  incident,  Miles-Sash  leapt  into 
 action,  posting  videos  condemning  the  man 
 for  digital  sexual  assault,  and  criticizing  the 
 lack  of  resources  available  to  identify  or 
 prosecute  people  for  online  indecent 

 exposure.  Meanwhile,  screen  recordings  of 
 the  incident  began  to  go  viral,  circulating  in 
 Hasidic WhatsApp groups. 

 Many  viewers  from  the  event  messaged  her 
 with  sympathetic  anger.  Rabbis  and  other 
 influencers  chimed  in  on  Instagram  and 
 Twitter  to  offer  support  and  to  condemn  the 
 man’s action. 

 But  many  people  also  messaged 
 Miles-Sash  with  condemnation.  Some 
 blamed  her  for  the  videos  of  the  incident 
 circulating,  continuing  to  spread  the 
 exposure  to  more  viewers.  Others  said  she 
 deserved  the  harassment  due  to  her 
 previous  criticism  of  the  Orthodox 
 community  and  her  discussion  of  topics 
 some  in  the  frum  world  consider 
 inappropriate,  such  as  abortion  or  even 
 female anatomy. 

 “You  sound  like  an  angry  liberal,”  a  user 
 named  Tuvy  Lemberg  wrote  to  Miles-Sash 
 in  a  private  message  she  screenshotted  and 
 posted  to  her  profile.  When  she  messaged 
 back  that  she  in  fact  is  “an  angry  feminist 
 liberal,”  he  replied,  “So  maybe  tonight  you 
 got what you deserve.” 

 Laibel  Weiner,  a  frum  man  who  runs  the 
 podcast  Mislaibeled,  laughed  at  the  incident 
 on  his  podcast’s  Instagram  page,  bantering 
 about  the  size  of  the  man’s  penis,  and 
 accused  Miles-Sash  of  being  unable  to  take 
 a  joke.  In  a  thread  on  a  frum  women’s 
 parenting  forum  called  Imamother,  women 
 even  hypothesized  that  Miles-Sash  had 
 planned  the  incident  for  attention,  a 
 conspiracy  theory  that  rapidly  gained 
 traction. 
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 Miles-Sash  said  her  detractors  all  have  one 
 thing  in  common:  “their  perspective  on  the 
 community,  their  allegiance  to  upholding  the 
 patriarchy,”  Miles-Sash  said.  “It  sounds  so 
 cliché, but literally.” 

 The  backlash  has  sparked  a  larger 
 conversation  about  double  standards 
 applied  to  men  and  women  in  the  frum 
 community. 

 “So  according  to  them,  women  can’t  show 
 their  faces  in  public  but  it’s  OK  for  men  to 
 show  their  private  parts  in  public?!”  one 
 woman  wrote  indignantly  in  a  message  to 
 Miles-Sash  that  she  posted  to  her  public 
 profile. “Make it make sense.” 

 After  the  Mislaibeled  podcast  joked  about 
 the  indecent  exposure,  another  woman 
 messaged  Miles-Sash  with  her  frustration: 
 “This  is  appropriate  Jewish  behavior  but  gd 
 forbid  you  don’t  wear  tights,”  she  wrote, 
 adding an eye-roll emoji. 

 For  her  part,  Miles-Sash  said  the  raging 
 debate  doesn’t  surprise  her.  Rather,  it 
 exemplifies  exactly  the  issues  at  the  heart  of 
 her  activism.  She’s  meticulously 
 documenting  both  the  support  and  criticism, 
 posting  screenshots  of  texts  and  messages 
 to  her  profile.  But  mostly,  she’s  persevering 
 in  her  offline  projects:  Miles-Sash  currently 
 works  as  an  EMT  and  a  doula,  and  is 
 training  to  become  a  kallah  teacher  (a 
 woman  who  teaches  brides  about  their 
 bodies  and  religious  rights).  “For  me,  it 
 behooves  this  community  that  I  love  and 
 care  about  so  much  not  to  forget  about 
 centering  and  equalizing  the  divide  that 
 exists within its own midst,” she said. 

 “The  more  I  see  this  pushback  on  women’s 
 independence  or  self-sufficiency,”  she  said, 
 “I  try  to  rise  to  the  occasion.  I’m  not  just  an 
 influencer behind the screen.” 
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 Sports 

 Is White Sox ace Dylan Cease Jewish? 
 By Louis Keene 

 According  to  World  Baseball  Classic  rules,  a 
 player  can  suit  up  for  any  country  where  he 
 holds  citizenship  —  or  where  he  would  be 
 eligible  to  attain  it.  That’s  how  Team  Israel 
 ended  up  stocked  with  American  Jewish 
 MLB  stars.  And  it’s  why  a  tweet  from  an 
 MLB.com  staff  reporter  revealing  that 
 Chicago  White  Sox  pitcher  Dylan  Cease  — 
 who  finished  second  in  American  League 
 Cy  Young  voting  last  season  —  had  been 
 on  Team  Israel’s  early  roster  sent  Jewish 
 baseball fans into a hopeful frenzy. 

 It  remains  unclear  whether  Cease  considers 
 himself  Jewish,  and  a  cursory  Google 
 search  yielded  nothing  alluding  to  the 
 religious  identity  of  the  27-year-old 
 right-hander  who  hails  from  the  small  town 
 of  Milton,  Georgia.  But  an  article  on 
 MLB.com  Tuesday  detailing  Cease’s 
 decision  to  skip  the  March  tournament 
 mentions “Jewish heritage in his lineage.” 

 Fans  demanded  more.  “Is  he  Jewish???  I 
 must  know!”  one  wrote.  “I  have  a  tribe 
 member on the Sox?” commented another. 

 Another  account  posted  a  meme  depicting 
 what  Team  Israel’s  pitch  to  the  White  Sox 
 ace  might  be  —  hoisting  him  on  a  chair  like 
 the groom at a Jewish wedding. 

 The  MLB.com  reporter  who  tweeted  the 
 news  about  Cease  didn’t  elaborate  on  his 
 Jewish lineage. So I looked into it. 

 Preliminary digging 

 I  reached  out  to  Cease  by  phone  and  via 
 Instagram  and  to  his  father,  Jeff  Cease,  on 
 LinkedIn  —  neither  has  responded  thus  far. 
 I also tried to figured out myself. 

 That  preliminary  Google  search  did  produce 
 some  family  lore:  Dylan’s  father,  Jeff,  played 
 high  school  football,  and  his  paternal 
 grandmother,  Betty  Cease,  played 
 professional  baseball  in  the  late  1940s. 
 “Like  A  League  of  Their  Own,”  Dylan’s  twin 
 brother  Alec  told  the  Chicago  Tribune.  His 
 mother’s  first  name  was  not  easily 
 discoverable. 

 Going  a  little  deeper,  a  search  on 
 JewishGen.org  suggested  that  “Cease” 
 could  be  an  Anglicization  of  “Suissa,”  a 
 common  Mizrahi  surname.  That  didn’t  prove 
 anything. 

 So  I  contacted  a  Jewish  genealogist  for  an 
 assist. 

 Genealogical clues 

 Renee  Stern  Steinig,  a  member  of  the 
 Association  of  Professional  Genealogists 
 who  lives  in  Dix  Hills,  New  York,  had  helped 
 the  Forward  determine  last  summer  that 
 Irina  McCarthy  was  among  the  Jewish 
 casualties  of  the  attack  on  a  Highland  Park 
 July  4  parade,  despite  her  non-Jewish 
 sounding  last  name.  (McCarthy’s  parents’ 
 surname  was  Levberg.)  Steinig  also  used 
 burial  records  to  clarify  that,  “although  each 
 life  was  equally  precious,”  a  different  victim, 
 despite  a  Jewish-sounding  last  name,  likely 
 came from a Christian family. 
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 Armed  with  scant  information  about  Cease, 
 Steinig  found  burial  and  other  records  for 
 people  who  appear  to  be  Cease’s 
 grandparents,  great-grandparents  and 
 great-great-grandparents  —  all  of  whom  are 
 buried  in  Jewish  cemeteries.  And  she 
 figured  out  what  is  likely  their  ancestors’ 
 original European surname. 

 Here’s  what  Steinig  reported  back:  Jeff 
 Cease’s  parents,  Harold  Cease  and  Betty 
 Wright  Cease  (the  ballplayer)  are  both 
 buried  in  Lakeside  Memorial  Park,  a  Jewish 
 cemetery  in  Doral,  Florida,  as  are  Harold’s 
 parents,  Edward  and  Sarah  (Beck)  Cease. 
 (Betty  Wright’s  parents  were  probably  not 
 Jewish,  Steinig  noted,  as  a  minister 
 officiated at Betty’s mother’s funeral.) 

 Tracing  the  Cease  ancestry  into  the  19th 
 century,  the  FindaGrave.com  profiles  for 
 Edward’s  parents  Kaufman  and  Esther 
 Cease,  buried  in  Adas  Israel  Cemetery  in 
 New  Haven,  include  photos  of  tombstones 
 that  show  their  Hebrew  names:  Koppel 
 Hirsh  son  of  Aharon  David,  and  Esther 
 Malka daughter of Avraham Leib. 

 Steinig  noted  in  an  email:  “Censuses  report 
 that  Kaufman  was  from  ‘Austria’  (i.e.  the 
 former  Austrian  Empire)  and  Esther  from 
 ‘Russia’  (the  former  Russian  Empire).  They 
 probably immigrated c. 1890.” 

 On  what  is  probably  Kaufman  and  Esther’s 
 marriage  record,  Steinig  noted,  the  surname 
 is spelled “Csya.” 

 And  she  added  that  from  scanning  the 
 family  tree  of  Dylan  Cease’s  mother,  Anne 
 Marie  (Carroll)  Cease,  she  did  not  see  any 
 likely Jewish ancestry on that side. 

 Conclusion:  Dylan  Cease  is  most  likely 
 eligible  for  Israeli  citizenship  under  the 
 country’s  Right  of  Return  law  because  it 
 seems  his  father  and  (at  the  very  least)  his 
 father’s father were Jewish. 

 Reached  by  phone,  White  Sox  Vice 
 President  of  Communications  Scott  Reifert 
 said  he  would  share  the  research  with 
 Cease and try to confirm it. 

 A loss for Team Israel 

 If  he  identifies  as  Jewish,  Cease,  who  won 
 14  games  and  struck  out  227  batters  last 
 season,  would  become  part  of  a  second 
 lineage:  that  of  Jewish  hurlers  past  and 
 present.  Sandy  Koufax  needs  no 
 introduction  in  these  pages.  And  Jewish 
 Atlanta  Braves  southpaw  Max  Fried  was 
 2022  Cy  Young  runner-up  in  the  National 
 League, like Cease was in the AL. 

 At  the  World  Baseball  Classic,  Team  Israel’s 
 rotation  could  feature  Fried  and  the 
 Baltimore  Orioles’  Dean  Kremer,  an  Israeli 
 American  righty  who  enjoyed  a  breakout 
 2022.  But  a  hard-throwing  righty  like  Cease 
 —  whose  four-seam  fastball  has  been 
 known  to  overheat  a  radar  gun  —would 
 have  bolstered  their  chances  against  a 
 daunting  pool  that  includes  Puerto  Rico  and 
 the Dominican Republic. 

 Cease  was  also  on  the  50-man  list  of 
 possible  players  submitted  by  Team  USA, 
 but  decided  to  focus  on  preparing  for  next 
 season  rather  than  compete  in  the  games 
 for either country. 

 “It’s  definitely  a  huge  honor  and  exciting  any 
 time  you  get  the  opportunity  to  represent 
 something  bigger  than  yourself  like  that,” 
 Cease  told  MLB.com.  “It’s  a  really  big  deal. 
 But  a  lot  of  it  is  just  the  unfortunate  reality  of 
 having  to  weigh  not  what’s  more  important 
 but  essentially  what  I’m  preparing  for,  and  it 
 made  more  sense  not  to  risk  anything  and 
 to prepare for the season.” 

 Israel’s  first  game,  against  Nicaragua,  is 
 March 11 in Miami. 
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 Culture 

 Meet the Holocaust artist who 
 fundraised for George Santos — 

 and regrets it 
 By Mira Fox 

 Toby  Gotesman  doesn’t  watch  the  news 
 much.  An  artist  best  known  for  her  paintings 
 about  the  Holocaust,  she  tries  to  spend 
 more  of  her  time  painting  than  wrapped  up 
 in the exhausting churn of breaking news. 

 So,  she  said,  even  though  she  had  briefly 
 worked  for  his  campaign,  she  didn’t  know 
 that  George  Santos,  the  Republican 
 congressman  from  Queens,  had  lied  about 
 almost  his  entire  life  story  and  resume  — 
 including  his  false  claim  to  be  the 
 descendent  of  Jewish  Holocaust  survivors 
 — until reporters started to call her. 

 Gotesman,  who  lives  in  Fort  Lauderdale,  did 
 fundraising  for  Santos’  campaign  for  three 
 months,  from  December  2021  until  February 
 2022,  according  to  FEC  records.  But  she 
 says  she  broke  off  the  employment  shortly 
 thereafter  because  she  felt  that  Santos’ 
 campaign  was  “sloppy;”  she  said  they 
 weren’t  taking  advantage  of  the  connections 
 she  was  arranging,  many  of  whom  were 
 friends of hers. 

 Gotesman  told  the  story  like  this:  She  and 
 Santos  met  at  a  Republican  fundraiser 
 aboard  a  boat  in  Florida  in  October  2021;  he 
 called  her  late  that  same  night  to  invite  her 

 to  lunch  and  ask  her  to  join  the  campaign. 
 She  found  Santos  charming,  and  was 
 impressed  by  his  speech  at  the  fundraiser. 
 For  his  part,  Gotesman  said  she  thought 
 Santos  was  impressed  by  her  stubbornness 
 when  she  refused  to  remove  her  shoes  to 
 board  the  yacht  —  “I  liked  my  shoes  with  my 
 outfit,”  she  explained  —  and  that  he  was 
 drawn  to  a  discussion  of  her  Holocaust 
 artwork. 

 Today,  she  wonders  if  it  was  that  discussion 
 of  her  art  and  her  background  that  inspired 
 Santos  to  construct  his  false  Jewish 
 backstory. 

 Santos  has  been  lying  about  being  the 
 grandchild  of  Holocaust  survivors  since  at 
 least  2020,  when  he  referred  to  himself  as 
 the  grandchild  of  “Holocaust  refugees”  in  a 
 tweet.  But  the  detail  was  further  fleshed  out, 
 and  became  a  more  central  part  of  his 
 campaign  speeches,  over  time.  It  wasn’t 
 added  to  his  website  until  between  April  and 
 October  2022,  according  to  The  New  York 
 Times. 

 When  they  met,  Gottesman  recalls  him 
 saying  he  was  Catholic,  with  no  mention  of 
 Jewish  ancestry.  “Were  you  sitting  with  a 
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 Holocaust  artist,  would  you  not  say  ‘my 
 family  was  in  the  Holocaust?’”  she  said.  “But 
 he didn’t.” 

 ‘Little things kind of stick in your mind’ 

 Gotesman,  a  longtime  Republican,  thought 
 Santos  was  just  what  the  party  needed.  “I 
 thought  it  was  really  good  for  the 
 Republican  party  to  finally  be  getting  with 
 the  times,  and  I  loved  that  there  was  a  gay 
 Republican  that  was  running  for  Congress. 
 It  was  fresh,  it  gets  you  out  of  the  good  old 
 boys network,” she said. 

 And  Santos,  she  said,  was  charming  and 
 well-spoken.  More  importantly,  he  seemed 
 scrupulous  and  like  a  candidate  with  real 
 integrity.  So  Gotesman,  who  used  to  live  on 
 Long  Island  and  was  once  married  to  Rabbi 
 Marc  Schneier,  the  colorful  and 
 controversial  founder  of  the  East  Hampton 
 Synagogue,  connected  the  candidate  with 
 her network of wealthy friends and contacts. 

 “He  seems  legitimately  like  he’s  telling  you 
 the  honest-to-god  truth  from  his  heart.  I  very 
 seldom  have  had  that  kind  of  reaction  — 
 and  it  was  totally  wrong,”  said  Gotesman. 
 As  someone  who  considers  herself  a  good 
 judge  of  character,  this  made  it  all  the  more 
 shocking  when  she  tuned  in  to  the  ongoing 
 revelations about his lies. 

 But  there  were  small  things  that  simply  felt 
 off.  Santos  had  told  Gotesman  that  he  was 
 “phenomenally  rich,”  she  said.  Yet  he 
 seemed  somehow  unfamiliar  with  the  ways 
 of  the  wealthy.  Gotesman  mentioned  Santos 
 making  an  offhand  comment  about  buying 
 his  sister-in-law  a  Hermès  bag,  which 
 seemed  like  a  strange  brag.  Another  time, 
 he  told  the  artist  that  he  and  his  fiancé 

 wanted  to  buy  some  of  her  artwork  —  which 
 they  never  did  —  and  told  her  that  they 
 would  provide  canvases  in  the  dimensions 
 they wanted. 

 “Patrons  of  artists  don’t  have  the  canvases 
 made,”  she  said.  “Little  things  kind  of  stick  in 
 your mind.” 

 And  then  there  were  details  within  her  work 
 for  Santos’  campaign.  In  our  conversation, 
 Gotesman  emphasized  that  she  had  never 
 worked  on  a  campaign  before,  and  didn’t 
 know  the  rules  for  finance,  so  she  relied  on 
 Santos’  campaign  and  his  compliance 
 officer  to  tell  her  how  to  operate;  a 
 complaint  filed  Monday  accuses  the 
 congressman  of  numerous  campaign 
 finance violations. 

 “I  must  tell  you,  for  me,  my  impression  was 
 —  it’s  so  ironic  —  that  this  guy  is  so  above 
 board  and  so  appropriate,  he  was  so 
 careful,” she said. 

 But  then,  when  she  began  trying  to 
 fundraise,  Gotesman  ran  into  roadblocks. 
 She  recalled  asking  a  campaign  manager 
 for  material  about  Santos  to  give  to  potential 
 donors;  she  wanted  his  biography  and 
 policy  positions  to  sell  donors  on  the 
 candidate.  But  documents  weren’t 
 forthcoming.  After  nagging  officials,  she  said 
 someone  told  her  that  Santos  was  preparing 
 them,  which  made  her  wonder  how  they  had 
 gotten  so  far  if  they  didn’t  have  such  basic 
 things prepared. 

 And  while  sometimes  Santos  was  extremely 
 responsive  to  her  calls  and  texts,  other 
 times  he  would  vanish  for  days,  becoming 
 nearly  impossible  to  connect  with  and 
 missing  opportunities  with  donors  that  she 

 Get the latest at  Forward.com  Page  10 

https://www.forward.com/


 had  arranged,  which  she  found  particularly 
 confusing  since  there  were  large  sums  of 
 money on the line. 

 “Now  I’m  looking  back  and  seeing  all  those 
 things  in  culmination,  but  at  the  time,  it  was 
 just  aggravating,  very  aggravating,”  she 
 said.  “I  won’t  tell  you  that  I  have  disliked 
 him,  because  I  haven’t.  I’ve  just  felt  kind  of 
 disrespected, disregarded, disappointed.” 

 “And now,” she added. “Now I’m disgusted.” 

 A life’s mission to paint the Holocaust 

 The  Holocaust  is  deeply  personal  to 
 Gotesman.  Not  only  is  it  the  central  topic  of 
 her  artwork  —  though  she  also  paints  other 
 issues,  such  as  HIV/AIDS  —  but  it’s  also 
 core  to  her  family  history.  Both  of  her 
 parents  and  her  grandmother  survived 
 Auschwitz,  she  said,  and  her  father,  she 
 discovered  on  a  family  vacation  when  they 
 ran  into  other  survivors,  was  a  hero, 
 somehow  saving  a  large  group  from  the  gas 
 chambers.  Gotesman,  for  her  part,  feels  that 
 she has inherited the trauma and history. 

 “You  don’t  choose  to  paint  the  Holocaust,” 
 said  Gotesman,  who  began  painting  in  1998 
 after  working  in  real  estate.  “I  feel  like  it’s 
 channeled.” 

 Holocaust  education  —  and  fighting 
 disinformation  —  is  core  to  why  she  paints 
 the  camps.  “Nobody  talks  to  me  without 
 mentioning  the  Holocaust  art.  It’s  not  only 
 what  I  do,  it’s  kind  of  who  I  am,”  she  said.  “I 
 feel  like  there’s  a  mission  for  me  to  get  this 
 material  out.  Because  the  grandchildren  and 
 the  great-grandchildren,  they’re  never  going 
 to  know  about  this.  Ever.  It’s  going  to  be  a 
 blip  in  history.  And  I  refuse  to  let  that 
 happen, if I can.” 

 Still,  when  she  got  the  first  call  about 
 Santos,  from  The  New  York  Times,  she 
 didn’t  think  much  of  it.  “I  had  no  idea  what 
 she  was  even  calling  about,”  she  said.  “I 
 texted  George  afterward  and  he  said,  ‘Oh, 
 they’re  doing  a  hatchet  job,  don’t  tell  them 
 anything.’” 

 But  then  Gotesman  got  more  calls  —  and 
 Santos  didn’t  answer  texts  about  the  next 
 ones  —  so  she  said  she  decided  to  do 
 some  research  of  her  own,  at  which  point 
 she  discovered  a  YouTube  clip  of  Santos 
 claiming  to  be  descended  from  Holocaust 
 survivors. 

 “Once  you  mention  the  Holocaust,  forget  it,” 
 she  said.  “I  see  red.”  Lying  about  the 
 Holocaust  is,  in  her  book,  an  unforgivable 
 offense. 

 Santos’  office  did  not  respond  to  a  request 
 for comment about Gotesman and her story. 

 “I  think  that,  based  on  the  fact  that  he  didn’t 
 say  anything  to  me  about  that,  and  now  I 
 hear  this,  I’m  going  to  go  out  on  a  limb  and 
 guess  that  he  got  the  idea  from  talking  to 
 me,” she said. “Maybe I’m wrong.” 

 Now,  she  said,  she  feels  betrayed,  and  she 
 is  embarrassed  for  soliciting  donations  from 
 her  friends.  She  can’t  understand  how  he 
 thought  he  could  get  away  with  it  —  “In 
 politics,  they  find  out  everything,”  she  said 
 — but why he did it is even more confusing. 

 “I  will  never  understand  anyone  wanting  to 
 be  a  Jew,”  she  said.  “It’s  difficult.  We  have 
 been,  historically,  always  an  oppressed 
 people.” 
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 Film 

 When a Holocaust denier is actually 
 living right downstairs 

 By Simi Horwitz 

 Loosely  inspired  by  a  true  story,  Philippe  Le 
 Guay’s  The  Man  in  the  Basement  is  an 
 unnerving  cat-and-mouse  thriller  about 
 antisemitism  and  Holocaust  denial  in 
 contemporary  France.  It’s  an  unsubtle  film 
 and,  paradoxically,  a  nuanced  exploration  of 
 character,  family  and  community  as 
 antisemitism  encroaches,  invades  and 
 metastasizes. 

 Simon  Sandberg  (Jérémie  Renier),  a  Jewish 
 Parisian  architect,  sells  his  apartment’s 
 unused  cellar  to  a  scruffy,  but  otherwise 
 nondescript  former  history  teacher,  Jacques 
 Fonzic  (François  Cluzet),  who  plans  to  use 
 it  for  storage,  though  in  short  order  he  has 
 taken  up  residence  in  the  uninhabitable 
 space  in  violation  of  building  rules.  But  the 
 signed  contract  between  Simon  and 
 Jacques  is  legally  binding  and  Simon 
 cannot evict him, no matter what. 

 Admittedly,  the  metaphor  is  obvious  and 
 grows  increasingly  so  as  Jacques’ 
 conspiracy  theories  about  Jews,  Judaism 
 and  the  Holocaust  emerge;  slowly  at  first 
 and  then  with  enhanced  frequency  and 
 intensity, each assertion worse than the last. 

 His  corrosive  views  drive  Simon  to 
 increasingly  desperate  strategies  to  free 
 himself  and  also  the  building  from  the 
 intruder  who  has  insinuated  himself  into  the 
 community,  most  pointedly  into  the  psyche 
 of  Simon’s  teenage  daughter.  She  regards 

 Jacques  as  a  not  unreasonable  and, 
 indeed, a rather simpatico figure. 

 He  presents  himself  as  a  victim  of  unfair, 
 unrelenting  abuse.  He’s  done  nothing,  he 
 insists,  short  of  questioning  the  status  quo 
 and  has  been  emotionally  assaulted  for  his 
 efforts.  We  learn  he  was  fired  from  his  job 
 as  a  teacher  because  of  his  Holocaust 
 denial,  a  criminal  offense  in  France.  He  is 
 penniless,  friendless,  homeless  and,  as  a 
 destitute  figure,  gains  a  sorry  stature  in  the 
 eyes  of  Simon’s  daughter  and  many  of  his 
 neighbors. 

 Interestingly,  the  director  has  chosen  to 
 show  nothing  from  Jacques’  point  of  view. 
 We  never  see  him  rummaging  through  his 
 things,  checking  out  his  surroundings  or 
 knocking  on  anyone’s  door.  He’s 
 experienced  only  through  the  eyes  of 
 others.  The  drama  stems  from  his  impact  on 
 them.  It’s  a  strong  directorial  choice  and 
 brings  to  mind  the  brilliant  Hungarian  film 
 1945  where  two  religious  Jews  return  to 
 Hungary  after  the  war  and  upend  the  world 
 of  the  locals  who  had  betrayed  them.  We 
 witness  little  from  the  Jews’  perspective. 
 They  are  far  more  formidable  as  a  spectral 
 reminder  rather  than  human  beings  with 
 their  own  interpretations.  That  can  only  be 
 surmised. 

 Likewise  Jacques’  motivations  are  hard  to 
 parse.  We  assume  he  has  deliberately 
 tracked  down  a  Jewish  landlord  as  a  target 
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 for  his  deep-seated  hatred  and  if  his 
 ambition,  conscious  or  unconscious,  is  to 
 torment  his  prey  he  has  scored.  Simon 
 boasts  a  benign  and  generous  nature.  In 
 fact,  before  grasping  what  Jacques  is  about, 
 Simon  feels  compassion  for  his  itinerant 
 tenant  forced  to  reside  in  a  basement,  and 
 offers to house him in an empty apartment. 

 Even  when  he  realizes  who  Jacques  is,  he 
 initially  avoids  the  topic  of  antisemitism  or 
 Holocaust  denial.  Instead,  he  attempts  to 
 dislodge  Jacques  on  legal  and  contractual 
 grounds.  Unlike  his  mother  and  brother  who 
 are  keenly  aware  of  themselves  as  Jews,  he 
 has  worked  hard  to  distance  himself  from 
 anything  resembling  an  us  vs.  them  tribal 
 parochialism.  Jacques’  presence  has 
 brought  long-buried  family  conflicts  to  the 
 surface.  Suddenly  issues  surrounding 
 Jewish identity politics are front and center. 

 But,  as  the  film  progresses,  Simon  can  no 
 longer  contain  himself  in  the  face  of 
 Jacques’  unremitting  evil  and  morphs  into 
 an  enraged  Jew  teetering  on  the  precipice 
 of  panic  fueled  by  a  history  of  victimization. 
 He  pulls  together  tenant  meetings  and 
 strives  to  get  petitions  signed  against 
 Jacques. 

 It  backfires.  His  neighbors  view  him  as  an 
 outlier,  a  Jewish  outlier.  It’s  ambiguous  if 
 their  vision  of  him  is  new  or  if  they’ve  always 
 perceived  him  through  an  antisemitic  lens 
 and  silenced  themselves.  But  now  they  feel 
 free  to  voice  it.  Jacques  has  given  them 
 license.  One  neighbor  asserts  that  Simon 
 and  his  family  are  the  real  intruders,  living  in 
 property  stolen  from  French  gentiles  in  the 
 post-World  War  II  period,  even  though  he 
 says  the  reverse  is  true.  The  real  estate 
 originally  belonged  to  his  family  and  was 
 confiscated  during  the  war  precisely 
 because  they  were  Jews.  Festering  old 
 wounds erupt. 

 The  director’s  spin  on  Simon’s  gentile  wife 
 (Bérénice  Bejo)  is  equally  trenchant.  She  is 

 more  devastated  and  outraged  than  Simon 
 as  her  life  choices  are  abruptly  in  the 
 crosshairs  and  she  finds  herself  in  a 
 defensive  position.  When  her  aging  father 
 mentions  in  passing  how  grateful  he  is  to 
 have  good  Jewish  doctors,  she  lets  him 
 know  that  his  praise  is  thinly  disguised 
 bigotry.  A  cliché,  however  flattering,  is  still 
 offensive. 

 In  one  of  the  film’s  most  troubling 
 encounters,  Jacques  arrives  in  her 
 laboratory,  where  she  works  as  a  nurse.  At 
 once  matter-of-fact  and  taunting,  he  informs 
 her  he  is  there  to  have  his  blood  drawn. 
 Repelled  by  the  notion  of  helping  him  in  any 
 way,  she  refuses,  breaching  every  medical 
 oath  she’s  ever  taken.  But  then  she  has 
 second  thoughts,  proclaiming  with  a  touch 
 of  self-loathing  she’ll  do  it,  but  she’ll  make 
 every  effort  to  hurt  him  as  she  stabs  the 
 needle  into  his  arm,  to  which  he  quotes 
 Shylock’s  iconic  line  in  a  tone  that  is 
 accusing  and  mocking,  “If  you  prick  us  do 
 we  not  bleed?”  It’s  an  ugly  perverse 
 encounter that resonates. 

 Scenes  and  visuals  throughout  the  film 
 linger,  not  least  the  basement  as  literal 
 place  and  symbol.  Here  it  contains  a  lurking 
 malignancy  readying  itself  to  infiltrate  and 
 infect  the  whole  building.  But,  as  in  films  like 
 Truffaut’s  The  Last  Metro,  the  windowless, 
 claustrophobic  setting  also  brings  to  mind 
 the  precarious  sanctuary  where  many  Jews 
 hid during the Holocaust years. 

 But  what  I  most  admire  about  this  film,  in 
 addition  to  the  finely  tuned  performances  all 
 around,  is  the  introduction  of  a  new 
 archetype  without  fanfare.  While  Nazis  are 
 familiar  movie  characters,  Holocaust 
 deniers  are  rare.  It’s  to  Le  Guay’s  credit  that 
 he  puts  Jacques  on  the  screen  at  all.  But 
 equally  impressive  he’s  not  drawn  as  a 
 larger-than-life  Hitlerite,  but  rather  a  slimy, 
 wretched  human  being  who  just  happens  to 
 be  the  newest  iteration  of  a  particularly 
 virulent form of antisemitism. 
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 Opinion 

 ‘There’s a real crisis in American Jewry’ 
 — a new book warns of worsening 

 deadlock in U.S.-Israel relationship 
 By Nora Berman 

 What  it  means  to  be  an  American  Jew  has 
 long  centered  on  two  things:  support  for 
 Israel and remembering the Holocaust. 

 But  it  hasn’t  always  been  that  way,  historian 
 and  journalist  Eric  Alterman  reminds  us.  In 
 his  latest  book,  We  Are  Not  One:  A  History 
 of  America’s  Fight  Over  Israel,  he  argues 
 that  American  Jews’  initial 
 comfort-from-a-distance  with  the  Zionist 
 state  was  transformed  by  the  horrors  of  the 
 Holocaust into “a guilt and gelt generation.” 

 In  one  particularly  astonishing  incident,  he 
 writes  of  an  American  congregation  that 
 sold  its  own  synagogue  building  after  the 
 1967  War  and  sent  the  proceeds  to  Israel, 
 directly  sacrificing  its  own  communal  needs 
 for the Jewish state. 

 American  Jewish  institutions,  he  argues, 
 have  placed  Israel  on  a  pedestal,  much  to 
 its — and our — detriment. 

 Repeated  polls  suggest  that  even  American 
 Jews  who  have  a  connection  to  Israel  would 
 like  the  U.S.  to  take  a  more  critical  stance 
 toward  its  ally,  yet  the  U.S.  has  largely 
 allowed Israel to conduct itself as it pleases. 

 While  these  subjects  are  certainly  not  new, 
 Alterman’s  unflinching  interrogation  of  the 
 historical  myths  about  the  founding  of  the 
 Jewish  state  and  the  U.S.-Israel  relationship 
 leaves  no  participant  unspared.  Reading 
 Alterman’s  relentless  examination  of  U.S. 
 financial  support  for  Israel,  the  scrutiny 
 Israel-related  stories  receive  in  American 
 media,  and  the  weaponization  of 
 antisemitism  (even  against  liberal  Zionists) 
 in  order  to  censor  criticism,  American  Jews 
 cannot  help  but  be  left  with  an 
 uncomfortable  feeling  that  their  identity  has 
 been  outsourced  for  political  gain  and 
 spiritual  diminishment,  all  for  a  small  nation 
 thousands of miles away. 

 This  interview  has  been  edited  for  length 
 and clarity. 

 What  was  the  most  surprising  thing  you 
 learned while writing this book? 

 I’ve  always  considered  the  occupation  to  be 
 a  cancer,  eating  away  at  the  things  I  loved 
 about  Israel.  I  thought  I  was  going  to  write  a 
 book  about  how  everything  changed  in 
 1967,  when  Israel  began  expanding  into 
 territories  it  captured  during  the  Six-Day 
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 War.  But  in  fact,  Israel  was  never  the 
 country  American  Jews  (and  I)  imagined  it 
 was. 

 Israeli  Arabs  lived  under  martial  law  through 
 1966.  If  they  wanted  to  go  from  one  village 
 to  another,  they  needed  permission  from 
 local  military  authorities,  whereas  Israeli 
 Jews  could  move  freely  on  their  side  of  the 
 Green  Line.  The  enormous  difference  in 
 how  Israeli  Arabs  and  Jews  were  treated 
 was  baked  in  from  the  very  first  moment  the 
 state  was  created.  In  1950,  Israel  passed  a 
 law  expropriating  all  the  property  of  the 
 Arabs  who  had  left.  I  can’t  imagine  how 
 anyone could morally justify this. 

 The  problem  with  telling  this  extraordinary 
 story  [of  the  U.S.  relationship  with  Israel]  is 
 that  there  is  so  much  that  could  sound 
 antisemitic  if  one  does  not  address  all  the 
 caveats  and  complications  that  are 
 necessary  to  tell  the  story  correctly.  That’s 
 one  reason  I  felt  it  needed  to  write  a  book, 
 and not a short one. 

 After  intensive  lobbying  from  American 
 Jews,  in  1948,  President  Truman  agreed 
 to  support  the  creation  of  the  state  of 
 Israel.  It  felt  like  one  of  the  few  moments 
 in  the  book  where  a  politician  really 
 cared  about  human  suffering,  or 
 specifically,  the  suffering  of  the  Jewish 
 people. 

 There  were  250,000  or  so  refugees  living  in 
 the  functional  equivalent  of  concentration 
 camps  after  World  War  II  had  ended,  and 
 they  had  no  place  to  go.  The  U.S.  was 
 never  going  to  let  them  in.  The  British 
 weren’t  going  to  let  them  into  Palestine.  No 

 country  wanted  them,  and  they  needed  a 
 place  to  go.  You  needed  a  state  of  Israel  for 
 that purpose. 

 I  could  imagine  other  arrangements  that 
 would  have  made  it  possible  to  save  those 
 people.  But  the  moral  imperative  of  saving 
 those  people  required  having  a  state,  and  I 
 think  that  was  the  main  reason  Harry 
 Truman  ended  up  supporting  it.  He  really 
 cared  about  those  Jewish  refugees  in  DP 
 camps  in  Europe.  He  cared  about  those 
 people,  he  cared  about  the  Bible  and  he 
 cared about Jewish votes. 

 The  impression  I  got  reading  the  book 
 was  that  American  Jews,  and  Israel,  were 
 political  chips  to  be  traded  either  for  the 
 Jewish  vote  or  for  oil,  or  as  a  regional 
 bulkhead to conduct U.S. foreign policy. 

 There’s  never  been  much  concern  with 
 morality  on  the  part  of  people  who  are 
 making  U.S.  foreign  policy.  Politicians  speak 
 in  moral  terms  and  act  on  the  basis  of  their 
 own  self-interest.  They  don’t  have  the 
 slightest  interest  in  democracy.  It’s  about 
 access  to  markets,  oil  and  strategic 
 advantage. 

 Obama  and  Clinton  and  Carter  are  all  very 
 similar:  They  all  wanted  to  do  the  right  thing, 
 as  long  as  the  price  was  something  they 
 wanted to pay. 

 President  Obama  writes  in  his 
 post-presidential  memoir  A  Promised  Land 
 that  during  his  first  term  in  office, 
 [then-Deputy  National  Security  Advisor]  Ben 
 Rhodes  conveys  to  him  that  a  “highly 
 agitated  liberal  Democratic  congressman”  is 
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 very  concerned  about  Obama’s  opposition 
 to the settlements. 

 “I  thought  he  opposes  settlements?”  Obama 
 asks. 

 “He  does,  but  he  also  opposes  us  doing 
 anything to actually stop them.” 

 It’s  ironic:  Israelis  hate  Obama,  the 
 American  Jewish  organizations  hated 
 Obama,  and  he  still  gave  them  basically 
 everything  they  wanted.  After  he  had  that 
 conversation  with  Rhodes,  in  his  second 
 term,  Obama  signed  this  unprecedented 
 Memo  of  Understanding  that  gave  Israel 
 $38 billion over 10 years, and it’s a law. 

 You  contend  that  American  Jewish 
 institutions,  especially  AIPAC,  are  not 
 democratically  representing  what  the 
 majority  of  American  Jews  feel  about 
 Israel.  Is  the  solution  to  have  liberal 
 left-wing  Jews  pour  money  into 
 organizations like J Street? 

 Like  everything  else,  it’s  complicated. 
 AIPAC  is  now  not  a  lobby  of  American 
 Jews.  It’s  a  lobby  of,  quote  unquote, 
 “pro-Israel”  supporters,  whose  positions  are 
 more  consistent  with  Christian  evangelicals 
 than  they  are  of  American  Jews.  It’s  funded 
 by  Christian  evangelicals  as  well  as 
 American  Jews.  And  it  takes  positions  that 
 are  explicitly  antithetical  to  the  majority  of 
 American  Jews,  like  supporting  109 
 insurrectionists in the midterms. 

 I  think  there’s  a  really  useful  analogy  to 
 make  between  the  quote  unquote, 
 “pro-Israel  lobby”  and  the  NRA.  Liberals 
 care  about  a  lot  of  things,  but  many 

 Republicans  are  single-issue  voters.  That’s 
 one  reason  that  the  NRA  is  so  powerful: 
 The  people  who  oppose  guns  also  support 
 abortion  and  fight  inequality  and  care  about 
 LGBTQ rights. 

 The  people  who  attend  the  J  Street 
 convention  also  go  to  a  lot  of  conventions 
 and  give  money  to  a  lot  of  causes.  They 
 spread  their  politics  quite  widely,  whereas 
 the  hard-line  pro-Israel  folks  don’t.  They’re 
 there  all  the  time,  and  they’re  making  their 
 demands  every  day,  the  same  way  the  NRA 
 does.  That  is  one  way  to  win  is  to  stick 
 around  when  everybody  else  has  left,  or  is 
 caring about something else. 

 The  organizations  that  support  the  Israeli 
 government  and  are  antithetical  to  the  views 
 of  American  Jews  will  continue  to  hold  the 
 balance of power for a very long time. 

 The  boundaries  of  what  pro-Israel 
 groups  deem  acceptable  discourse  on 
 Israel  are  always  shifting.  Given  the  new 
 Israeli  government,  will  there  be  a 
 tipping  point  in  the  unquestioning  nature 
 of  American  Jewish  institutional  support 
 for  Israel?  I’m  thinking  of  former  ADL 
 head Abe Foxman’s recent statement. 

 Foxman  said,  “I  never  thought  I  would  reach 
 that  point  where  I  would  say  that  my  support 
 of Israel is conditional.” 

 You  know,  there’s  always  these  generals, 
 Israeli  generals,  and  sometimes  American 
 generals,  who  see  the  light  after  they  are  no 
 longer  in  power.  The  person  who’s  most 
 responsible  for  AIPAC  becoming  the 
 powerhouse  organization  that  it  is  today, 
 Tom  Dine,  is  also  in  the  camp  of,  “I  can’t 
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 believe  AIPAC  is  behaving  the  way  it  is.  And 
 I’m  very  depressed  to  see  what  Israel  is.” 
 But  these  figures  don’t  say  these  things 
 while they’re in power. 

 In  the  early  20th  century,  American  Jews 
 loved  the  idea  of  a  Zionist  state  for 
 persecuted  Jews,  but  not  for  themselves. 
 Or  as  you  called  it,  “Zionism  for  Thee, 
 but Not for Me.” 

 American  Jews  were  very  excited  about  the 
 founding  of  the  state,  and  not  at  all  thrilled 
 to  discuss  going  there.  After  the  state  was 
 founded,  American  Jews  kind  of  forgot 
 about  it.  They  occasionally  had  parades  and 
 planted  trees  and  collected  for  JNF  boxes, 
 but  until  1967,  it  didn’t  loom  at  all  large  in 
 the American Jewish imagination. 

 It  was  in  1967,  during  and  after  the  Six-Day 
 War,  that  Israel  became  for  American  Jews 
 not  merely  an  idea  without  flaw,  but  a  place 
 that  was  actually  touched  by  God.  Reform 
 and  Conservative  rabbis  began  talking 
 about  Israel  as  if  it  were  a  literal,  God-given 
 miracle  even  though  they  never  really  talked 
 about  God  in  this  way  before.  This  story  of 
 Israel’s  infallibility  was  something  that  was 
 embraced  by  American  Jews  who  didn’t 
 really  like  to  be  a  secular  American  Jew 
 before this. 

 Something  else  that  really  struck  me 
 about  the  book  was  your  exploration  of 
 the concept of dual loyalty. 

 I  was  raised  to  be  dual  loyal.  I  was 
 specifically  instructed  by  my  grandparents 
 that  I  had  better  defend  Israel  and  America. 
 Some  American  Jews  believe  that  America 
 and  Israel  are  really  the  same  thing.  So 

 there’s  literally  no  contradiction  between 
 supporting Israel and supporting America. 

 That’s  clearly  ridiculous,  because  Israel  is 
 not  a  global  superpower,  it’s  this  tiny  little 
 country  in  the  Middle  East  surrounded  by 
 hostile  nations.  And  it’s  not  a  liberal 
 democracy,  it’s  something  else.  America  is  a 
 superpower with lots of different interests. 

 Until  recently,  this  difference  between  the 
 two  nations  has  been  denied.  The  official 
 line,  on  both  the  left  and  the  right,  was  that 
 America  and  Israel  were  the  same.  The  left 
 said  Israel  is  the  spearhead  of  American 
 imperialism  in  the  West,  something  Edward 
 Said  would  sign  onto,  and  the  right  said 
 Israel  was  defending  American  democracy 
 in the Middle East. 

 AIPAC  CEO  Howard  Kohr  was  asked 
 recently:  ‘Is  there  anything  an  American 
 politician  could  do  who  supported  Israel  that 
 would  lead  you  not  to  support  him?”  He 
 said, “I’d have to think about that.” 

 If  an  American  politician  can  destroy 
 democracy  on  purpose,  can  support  Jan.  6, 
 and  a  pro-Israel  organization  can  support 
 him  regardless,  well,  what  would  you  call 
 that? 

 On  the  other  side  of  responses  to  Israel 
 is  the  movement  to  boycott,  divest  from, 
 and  sanction  Israel.  BDS  is  continually 
 invoked  as  a  boogeyman  by  American 
 Jewish  institutions.  “It’s  taking  over 
 college campuses!” 

 I  don’t  like  BDS.  I  don’t  like  the  idea  of 
 boycotting  Jews  because  of  the  history  of 
 that  kind  of  boycott.  But  if  I  thought  BDS 
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 would  end  the  occupation,  I  would  support  it 
 because  I  would  support  almost  anything 
 that  would  save  Israel  from  the 
 consequences  of  the  occupation  that  I  think 
 is  destroying  what  was  so  valuable  about  it. 
 But there’s no way BDS can end it. 

 The  politics  of  BDS  is  a  perfect  metaphor  for 
 everything  about  the  debate  around  Israel 
 and  Palestine.  It’s  entirely  performative.  It 
 has  no  basis  in  actual  reality,  but  it  speaks 
 to  people’s  emotions,  it  speaks  to  people’s 
 identities, and so it gets really nasty. 

 The  disparate  Palestinian  constituencies  are 
 impossible  to  satisfy  simultaneously.  So  the 
 only  thing  they  can  all  agree  on  is  “no.” 
 There  should  be  “no”  to  all  kinds  of 
 compromises,  and  there  should  be  some 
 form  of  resistance.  Today  that  form  of 
 resistance  is  BDS,  which  is  something  Israel 
 can live with very pleasantly. 

 What  does  the  future  look  like  for 
 American Jewry? 

 For  55  years,  to  be  a  Diaspora  Jew  meant 
 to  celebrate  Israel  and  remember  the 
 Holocaust. And that doesn’t work anymore. 

 That  vision  of  Judaism  is  what  is  costing  the 
 Conservative  movement  33%  of  its 
 membership  over  the  past  15  years  or  so;  in 
 the  Reform  Movement,  18%  of  its 
 membership. 

 There’s  a  real  crisis  in  American  Jewry.  And 
 there  are  a  lot  of  reasons  for  it.  But  I  think  a 
 very  big  one  is  the  inability  to  relate  to  a 
 Judaism  that  is  being  sold  by  the  American 
 Jewish community organizations. 

 Birthright  has  contributed  billions  to  the 
 Israeli  economy,  and  a  great  portion  of  it 
 has  gone  to  the  Israeli  military.  This  gesture 
 says  to  American  Jews,  “We  want  you  to  be 
 Jewish.  Go  to  Israel  and  learn  how  to  be 
 Jewish.” I think that’s a terrible mistake. 

 What  we  need  is  an  investment  of  time  and 
 money  and  thought  to  reimagine  what  it 
 means  to  be  an  American  Jew.  Even  if  you 
 think  everything  Israel’s  doing  is  wonderful, 
 and  has  never  made  any  mistakes,  they’re  a 
 very  different  country  living  a  very,  very 
 different  experience  than  we  are.  This  idea 
 of living through them does not work. 

 Eric  Alterman  is  an  award-winning  journalist 
 and  historian  and  a  CUNY  Distinguished 
 Professor  of  English  at  Brooklyn  College. 
 He  earned  a  Ph.D  in  U.S.  history  from 
 Stanford  University  with  a  minor  in  Jewish 
 Studies.  We  Are  Not  One:  A  History  of 
 America’s Fight Over Israel is his 12th book. 
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 Opinion 

 I’m an Orthodox parent of a non-binary 
 child. I am confident Jewish law can 

 accommodate LGBTQ Jews 
 By Rabba Aliza Libman Baronofsky 

 “If you don’t like it, leave.” 

 Anyone  who  has  ever  advocated  for  change 
 in  a  traditional  community  has  probably 
 heard  a  variation  of  this  dismissal.  As  a 
 lifelong  Orthodox  Jew,  I  have  —  infrequently 
 but  memorably  —  heard  this  any  time  I  have 
 suggested  small  changes  to  customs  that 
 are permitted by Jewish law. 

 Though  I  have  long  felt  that  LGBTQ  Jews 
 should  be  welcomed  with  open  arms  in 
 Orthodox  synagogues,  the  issue  became 
 personal  in  my  life  when  my  11-year-old 
 child  shared  with  us  last  spring  that  they 
 identify  as  non-binary.  My  husband  and  I 
 always  knew  that  our  love  for  our  child  was 
 unconditional.  Yet  in  the  months  before  they 
 came  out  publicly,  we  worried  that  there 
 might  be  people  in  our  Orthodox  circles  who 
 would not understand or accept them. 

 Though  it  took  some  time  for  our  child  to  be 
 willing  to  share  their  gender  identity  with  our 
 Orthodox  family  and  shul,  we  needn’t  have 
 worried  —  our  family  and  our  Orthodox 
 community  have  fundamentally  accepted 
 our  child.  While  there  are  certainly 
 challenges  that  present  themselves  in  the 

 Orthodox  world  because  it  is  organized 
 around  the  gender  binary,  everyone  has 
 treated  them  with  thoughtfulness  and 
 sensitivity. 

 That  is  why  I  read  with  dismay  about  a  trans 
 woman,  Talia  Avrahami,  being  told  by  the 
 rabbi  of  her  New  York  shul  that  she  could 
 not  sit  in  the  section  that  corresponds  to  her 
 gender  identity,  effectively  ejecting  her  from 
 the  community.  News  reports  suggest  that 
 the  rabbi  felt  his  hands  were  tied  and  no 
 other  decision  could  be  made.  This 
 represents  a  fundamental  failure  of  the 
 system  of  psak  (legal  rulings  relied  upon  by 
 Orthodox  Jews)  to  accommodate  the 
 LGBTQ members of our community. 

 Orthodox  Judaism  has  at  its  core  the 
 principle  that  Torah  relates  to  every  part  of 
 our  lives.  There  is  no  area  of  our  lives  that  is 
 not  touched  by  halacha,  nor  is  there  a 
 challenge  that  the  halachic  system  cannot 
 meet.  If  there  are  Jews  committed  to  living  a 
 life  guided  by  halacha,  there  must  exist  a 
 way  for  the  halachic  system  to  help  them 
 navigate  their  life  regardless  of  their  gender 
 identity. 
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 Some  people  choose  a  shul  for  its  kids’ 
 programming  or  the  social  opportunities  or 
 the  quality  of  its  kiddush.  No  one 
 interrogates  those  choices  if  the  person 
 doing  the  choosing  conforms  to  the  norms 
 of  the  community.  By  all  accounts,  Avrahami 
 was  an  active  member  of  her  synagogue 
 and  lived  according  to  the  Jewish  halachic 
 and  cultural  expectations  of  her  Orthodox 
 community.  Yet  despite  her  observant 
 lifestyle,  Avrahami  is  far  from  the  first 
 member  of  the  LGBTQ  community  that  has 
 had  to  justify  their  desire  to  be  welcomed 
 and accommodated in Orthodox shuls. 

 I  have  been  a  Jewish  day  school  teacher  for 
 nearly  two  decades.  Even  before  my  child 
 came  out,  as  we  emerged  from  pandemic 
 lockdowns,  more  and  more  students  shared 
 their  true  gender  identities.  It  was  not  that 
 the  number  of  students  in  my  orbit  who 
 were  gender  non-conforming  had  drastically 
 skyrocketed,  but  simply  their  readiness  to 
 be  seen  by  their  community  as  their 
 authentic  selves.  It  was  incumbent  on  us  to 
 see  them,  and  to  change  our  environments 
 in response. 

 In  the  pluralistic  setting  where  I  currently 
 teach,  adjusting  our  environments  is  simpler 
 because  the  gender  binary  is  not  a  part  of 
 everything  we  do.  Orthodox  schools,  like  the 
 one  where  I  spent  my  first  decade  of 
 teaching,  clearly  face  greater  challenges. 
 Our  Orthodox  rabbis  and  leaders  should  not 
 reflexively  imagine,  however,  that  these 
 challenges  necessitate  LGBTQ  students 
 going elsewhere. 

 The  Talmud  in  Brachot  19b  tells  us,  “Great 
 is  human  dignity,  as  it  overrides  a 

 prohibition  in  the  Torah.”  But  which 
 prohibition  does  it  override?  The  rabbis  of 
 the  Talmud  eventually  interpreted  this 
 statement  to  refer  to  the  prohibition  of 
 disregarding  rabbinic  law.  However,  it  must 
 be  used  sparingly.  The  medieval 
 commentator  Rashi  gives  an  example  from 
 the  Talmud  in  Shabbat:  There,  the  rabbis 
 override  the  laws  of  muktzah  (carrying 
 certain  items)  on  Shabbat  so  that  people 
 can  carry  rocks  to  be  used  as  ancient  toilet 
 paper.  Which  bathroom  to  use  might  be  the 
 most  controversial  part  of  life  for  trans  and 
 gender  non-conforming  people  in  our  era;  it 
 is  instructive  to  realize  that  the  ancient 
 rabbis  recognized  bathroom  use  was  a  core 
 part  of  human  dignity  and  that  halacha 
 needed to accommodate it. 

 Psakim  are  needed  because  life  is 
 complicated.  A  rabbi  must  truly  understand 
 the  people  involved  —  as  well  as  master  the 
 relevant  texts  —  before  making  a  decision 
 of such great import. 

 The  relevant  texts  can  be  read  in  different 
 ways  in  the  case  of  transgender  Jews.  Most 
 notably,  the  late  Rabbi  Eliezer  Waldenberg 
 ruled  that  a  trans  woman  who  had 
 undergone  gender  confirmation  surgery  was 
 a  Jewish  woman  according  to  halacha.  Any 
 rabbi  looking  to  answer  this  question  for 
 their  community  would  need  to  read  the 
 same  sources  on  the  subject,  including 
 Rabbi  Waldenberg,  in  order  to  give  a 
 completely  sourced  ruling.  In  considering 
 the  sources,  they  weigh  the  humanity  of  the 
 people  whose  fate  they  consider,  and  the 
 rabbi  is  not  doing  their  job  properly  unless 
 they  truly  think  about  how  individuals  will  be 
 impacted by this psak. 
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 The  very  first  chapter  of  the  very  first  book 
 of  the  Torah  tells  us  everything  we  need  to 
 know  about  the  guiding  principles  of  our 
 faith:  “God  created  humankind  in  the  divine 
 image,  creating  it  in  the  image  of  God” 
 (Genesis  1:27).  When  rabbis  are  faced  with 
 trans  or  gender-nonconforming  people,  they 
 must  see  the  image  of  God  inherent  in 
 these  people  and  make  rulings  that  can 
 include them in our communities. 

 My  child’s  coming  out  has  been  met  with  an 
 outpouring  of  love  from  everyone  in  their 
 life.  But  as  a  parent,  I  nonetheless  hide  the 
 newspaper  from  my  child  when  the  cover 
 blares  yet  another  article  about  lawmakers 
 in  nearby  states  looking  to  limit  the  rights  of 
 trans youth. 

 I  have  attempted  to  imagine  what  might 
 happen  if  we  faced  the  situation  the 
 Avrahami  family  faced,  and  I  simply  cannot: 
 Where  would  we  be  without  the  school 
 where  my  children  have  thrived,  the 
 community  that  celebrated  our  child’s 
 simchat  mitzvah  (coming  of  age),  and  the 
 teaching  job  that  fulfills  me  and  gives  me 
 purpose? 

 Jewish  educators  and  rabbis  need  to  look 
 around  our  spaces  and  ask  the  question, 
 “Would  a  child  feel  comfortable  coming  out 
 to  us?”  Building  that  trust  in  advance  — 
 even  before  any  kids  have  come  out  as 
 LGBTQ  —  is  the  job  of  all  of  us  who  are 
 entrusted  with  the  well-being  of  these 
 children. 

 The  Talmud  allows  rabbis  in  certain  contexts 
 to  make  decisions  that  uphold  human 
 dignity.  When  we  truly  see  our  LGBTQ 

 community  members  as  not  just  neighbors 
 but  as  our  siblings  and  our  children,  when 
 we  grasp  the  divinity  inside  of  each  and 
 every  one  of  them,  only  then  can  we  make 
 halachic  decisions  that  truly  walk  in  the 
 ways of the Lord. 
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