
How to do hasbara in a partisan
world
written by David M. Weinberg | 02.05.2026
Narrow-casting is inevitable, but total polarization regarding Israel is not, and
mainstream Jewish organizations are valuable. There might still be a moderate
middle to work with.

Drive regime change in Iran now
written by David M. Weinberg | 02.05.2026
There is much that US and Israel and others can do to support the emergence of a
muscular Iranian opposition movement.

Israel will fight on ferociously
written by David M. Weinberg | 02.05.2026
Do not  listen  to  the  defeatists  that  gloomily  dominate  American  and  Israeli
airwaves driving a double sourpuss narrative – that the war against Iran was
politically  vain  and/or  militarily  futile.  Both  accusations  are  nasty;  neither  is
accurate.

The  six-week  war  was  the  most  moral  and  necessary  campaign,  and  it  has
dramatically changed the strategic picture for the better.

Iran  is  cadaverously  deadened  and  the  US  and  Israel  are  hegemonically
strengthened. When the fight continues – not this month or even this year, but
down the road – the “allies” will even more decisively defeat the “axis” so much
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easier.

Of course, the need to ferociously fight on is not what most Israelis want to hear
now – as they blessedly send their kids back to school, rebuild their shattered
homes, and overall try to restore some semblance of normalcy to life.

But nobody in Israel is under the illusion that the struggle against evil is over, and
nobody  should  dare  question  the  morality  of  Israel’s  need  for  ongoing  and
crushing victories over its adversaries.

Israel  will  not  return  to  the  “containment”  policies  of  recent  decades  that
prioritized restraint and diplomacy over enemy degradation and military triumph.
Israel’s  changed  security  paradigm  involves  proactively  asserting  dominance
along  its  borders  and  strategic  ascendancy  against  threats  farther  away.
Operation Roaring Lion was an excellent demonstration of this, as is the current
Israeli offensive against Hezbollah in Lebanon.

Expect Israel to continue to make fierce and overwhelming moves against enemy
strongholds from Sidon to Khan Yunis and Isfahan. It will attack, not defend. It
will initiate, not respond. It will hunt down its enemies, not be hounded by them.

Israel needs to be feared, not loved. And it is a resilient country, not a wet rag
that meekly accepts international restrictions and absorbs Western denunciations.

Therefore, regional and world leaders should get used to a revamped Mideast
strategic situation anchored by a hard-hitting Israel.

Jerusalem knows that its neighbours will seek true reconciliation only when Israel
is  strong.  Additional  Abraham  Accord-style  peace  treaties  are  possible  and
desirable, even with Saudi Arabia and perhaps this year, but these will be based
on muscular defense partnerships, not mushy notions of goodwill.

IF THERE IS one major reason for disappointment with the current pause/end in
operations Epic Fury and Roaring Lion it is the fact that regime change in Iran
seems far off.

While this was not one of the formal goals of the war (as opposed to stripping Iran
of its ballistic missile and nuclear weapon capabilities), everybody knows that
without a counterrevolution in the radical Islamic republic, the war’s attainments
can be considered only temporary. And there was a moment when overthrow of



the ayatollahs seemed at hand.

Was the opportunity missed? Not necessarily. In fact, a rout of the ayatollahs (–
those  ayatollahs  who escaped Israel’s  successful,  broad decapitation  crusade
against 50 top genocidal clerics) may still be coming soon.

My guru on this matter is Mehdi Parpanchi, executive editor at Iran International
TV and former Iran Service Director at Radio Farda. He was the most incisive
analyst throughout the war.

Parpanchi explains that battlefield metrics are a poor measure of political reality.
Political systems do not always collapse during war. Often, they collapse in the
aftermath,  when military failure gives way to elite fracture and a society no
longer willing to live as before.

Consider the aftermath: Iran’s economy is in dire condition. It was so before the
war, and the destruction wrought to Iran’s industrial and export base by the
30,000 coalition bombs is gargantuan, almost unsurmountable. Let us hope that
US President Trump keeps Iran under a heavy regime of economic sanctions.

On the strategic level, the assaults on Iran on June 2025 and March 2026 exposed
the gap between radical Islamic propaganda and reality. For years, Ali Khamenei
and his IRGC commanders boasted about indigenous air-defense systems. They
told Iranians that even the most sophisticated US and Israeli aircraft could not
operate over Iran. Billions were spent developing these systems and building an
image of invulnerability. That myth collapsed on first contact with reality.

Furthermore,  for  years the Islamic Republic  spoke of  control  over four Arab
capitals, of a powerful Shia crescent across the Mideast. It presented itself as a
power on the march – expanding, advancing, and shaping the region around itself.
When Assad fell, when Syria was lost, and when the proxies took crippling blows,
that image began to collapse. What had been presented as strategic depth looks
increasingly like an expensive illusion.

Internally, the 12-day war shattered the regime’s image of competence, control,
and strength. Much of the population that opposed the regime saw it humiliated
and were openly pleased to see it struck so hard.

The events of Jan. 8-9, 2026, marked a decisive shift in Iran’s political landscape,



according to Parpanchi. In Tehran, an estimated 1.5 million people took to the
streets,  with  similar  scenes  repeated  in  400  cities,  with  total  participation
reaching five million people. The state responded with lethal force that killed an
estimated 36,000 people in 48 hours. According to Parpanchi, the scale of the
violence shattered the narrative that the Islamic Republic still ruled with some
measure of public consent. A state that still commands genuine consent does not
need to kill on such a scale to clear the streets.

THEREFORE, the Islamic Republic may have somewhat survived this war, but it is
unlikely to survive the peace. It is a regime in collapse phase, Parpanchi asserts.

The US and Israel must now push the regime over the edge. They can do so by
choking Iran economically (no sanctions relief); by maintaining military pressure
on Iran (no withdrawal of American forces from the region); by diplomatically
further  isolating  Iran  (no  soft  European or  Gulf  Arab overtures  to  Iran);  by
strategically humiliating the ayatollahs (take away their enriched uranium); and
by finally getting serious about supporting the emergence of a muscular Iranian
opposition movement (supply them with weapons).

All this will encourage the chances of widespread defections among military and
other Iranian elites.

In sum, nobody should join the hypocrisy of the “West’s weepers” for the Islamic
Republic or help the mullahs evade the utter rout that is their inevitable lot.
(“Nauseating weepers” is what Brendan O’Neill calls all those outraged about
America’s strikes on Iran, but who were silent when the ayatollahs slaughtered
thousands of their countrymen in the streets).

Nobody should bow before the agents of depression in America, Europe, or Israel
who peddle a jaundiced, politically malign account of this just, successful war.

And nobody should doubt the ability of Israel to withstand and win its wars, again
and again, as necessary.

Published in The Jerusalem Post and Israel Hayom 10.04.2026.

*The opinions expressed in Misgav publications are the authors’ alone.
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Sacrosanct borders?
written by David M. Weinberg | 02.05.2026
Don’t lecture Israel about the “inviolable sovereignty & territorial integrity” of
Lebanon, Syria, and Gaza or the “internationally mandated territorial contiguity”
of the Palestinian Authority in the West Bank. These are hackneyed concepts,
extinguished by reality in the region.

Trump will not run for the hills
written by David M. Weinberg | 02.05.2026
Who would have dared predict that he would be courageous enough to blow off
his political detractors from left and right to pursue this campaign with such
certainty? And even if he cuts short the war against Iran, I will still salute him for
strategic bravery.

From  Exodus  to  Excellence:
Celebrating  Israel’s  wins  with
eight Passover cups of wine
written by David M. Weinberg | 02.05.2026
Double your intake at the Passover seder in thanksgiving for our victories in war.
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Israel  abandoned  its  heritage
under  Oslo.  Now  it’s  paying  the
price
written by Moshe Gutman | 02.05.2026
UNESCO battles, abandoned sites, and a renewed national plan force Israel to
confront its responsibility to Jewish heritage.

Between  Bab  al-Mandab  and
Hormuz: Will the Houthis escalate
the campaign
written by Noa Lazimi | 02.05.2026
While  Hezbollah  has  already  chosen  what  appears  to  be  a  near-suicidal
course—entering a high-intensity confrontation with Israel,  perhaps out of  an
understanding that escalation was inevitable and therefore preferable on its own
initiative—the Houthis in Yemen are still refraining from direct involvement.

The Houthi leadership has declared that it stands with Iran and is ready to act at
any  moment.  Given  the  long-standing  strategic  partnership  between the  two
sides, it is difficult to assume that the leadership of the Shi’ite-Zaydi movement
could allow itself to avoid demonstrating some tangible form of support. The delay
may stem from internal disagreements within the leadership over the appropriate
timing, or perhaps from waiting for a signal from Tehran. Either way, the question
increasingly seems to be not whether the Houthis will join the campaign, but
when.
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What scenarios might emerge—and what would their implications be?

According to a report published on a website affiliated with Hamas, a senior
Houthi military official stated that if a decision is made to join the war, the first
step could be the imposition of a naval blockade against the United States and
Israel—one that would block the passage of vessels serving them, and possibly
even aircraft carriers.

This statement signals a willingness, at least in principle, to threaten American
assets  in  the  Middle  East.  In  such  a  scenario,  the  Houthis  may  not  limit
themselves to targeting vessels linked to Israel alone, as they have done even
after the ceasefire agreement signed with the Trump administration in May of last
year—an agreement they clarified does not apply to Israel.

However, the Houthis have already experienced the intensity of the American
response when Washington used military force in response to attempts to restrict
freedom of navigation in the Red Sea. Today, perhaps even more than before,
such  a  move  could  prove  to  be  an  especially  dangerous  gamble,  given  the
significant concentration of American air and naval forces in the region.

Still, experience in the Middle East suggests that survival considerations in the
narrow physical sense are not always the decisive factor in decision-making. The
ideological zeal of the terrorist organization makes it difficult for it to remain
merely a “bystander.” From the perspective of its leadership, the temptation to
seize  the  opportunity  to  return  to  center  stage  and  demonstrate  regional
power—even at the cost of severe damage to the organization itself—may prove
too strong.

Economic pressure through trade routes

Another  scenario,  whether  independent  or  complementary,  would  involve  an
attempt  to  enforce  the  closure  of  the  Bab  al-Mandab  Strait—an  approach
consistent  with  Iran’s  broader  war  strategy.  This  strategy  relies  on  exerting
pressure  on  regional  states  and  Western  powers  by  disrupting  global  trade
routes,  with  the  aim  of  slowing  US  and  Israeli  military  momentum  and
accelerating the end of the war.

So far, Iran’s attempt to use the Strait of Hormuz as a pressure tool does not
appear to have achieved the desired outcome. On the contrary, it has contributed



to the emergence of a kind of regional coalition against Iran, with some Gulf
states now reportedly considering active participation in the campaign against it.

Similarly, threats to the energy market and rising prices have not led to a change
in the White House’s position. President Donald Trump, despite fluctuations in oil
prices,  has not  signaled any willingness to halt  the war for  that  reason and
continues to project confidence that prices will stabilize or even decline. It is true
that American consumers are sensitive to rising fuel prices, which result from
increases in oil prices, but Trump still has additional tools at his disposal—such as
temporary government subsidies and the release of strategic reserves. For now,
he does not appear convinced that the situation requires using them.

To a considerable extent, this optimism has some basis. Energy experts note that
the increase in oil prices does not reflect an actual shortage. Many countries in
the region prepared in advance and built up oil  reserves. In addition, bypass
pipelines in Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates allow exports to continue
even if the Strait of Hormuz is disrupted—albeit not at full capacity.

The Yemeni card: A combined threat to regional security and the global
economy

Against this backdrop, Tehran may be concluding that its moves in the Strait of
Hormuz have not produced the desired effect. In such a scenario, the Yemeni
militia  could  become  an  additional  instrument  for  increasing  economic  and
security pressure. If the Houthis were able to block the Bab al-Mandab Strait and
even  attack  Saudi  Arabia’s  Yanbu  port—a  major  oil  processing  and  export
terminal on the Red Sea—they could disrupt Saudi Arabia’s ability to export oil to
Asian and European markets via routes that bypass the Strait of Hormuz.

A simultaneous disruption of  both the Strait  of  Hormuz and Bab al-Mandab,
combined with harassment of vessels already operating in the Red Sea, could
significantly intensify pressure on the global oil market—particularly at a time
when the market is highly sensitive to geopolitical developments. Iran may hope
that such pressure will create a substantial lever against US allies—Gulf states
and  others  affected  by  the  disruption—in  the  expectation  that  this  would
encourage  the  American  administration  to  shorten  the  duration  of  the  war,
perhaps even before achieving all of its objectives.

In this context, it is important to remember that the primary concern of the Gulf



states regarding a war with Iran does not stem solely from the potential closure of
the straits themselves, but mainly from the possibility of direct attacks on oil
production infrastructure.  In Saudi  Arabia’s  case,  most of  these facilities are
located in massive oil fields in the eastern part of the country. These are critical
infrastructures: damage to them could halt production for an extended period,
and their restoration would likely be a long and complex process. Until now, Iran
has largely  preserved this  option,  directing its  efforts  mainly  toward storage
facilities and export capacity.

These infrastructures could once again become targets  of  Houthi  attacks,  as
demonstrated in the past by strikes on the oil facilities of Saudi Aramco using
missiles and drones, as well as by current threats to attack vital installations in
the kingdom. On the other hand, such an aggressive move would increase the
likelihood  of  Saudi  Arabia  joining  the  campaign  against  both  Iran  and  the
Houthis—despite years of efforts to reach an arrangement with the rebels and
even to pursue reconciliation with their Iranian patron.

For  Tehran,  therefore,  the  Yemeni  arm represents  another  instrument  in  its
toolbox for applying economic and security pressure on its rivals. As the campaign
expands to include the region’s trade routes and energy infrastructure, the risk of
broader regional escalation increases—one that could draw additional actors into
the confrontation and influence both the duration and intensity of the war.

Published in the Jerusalem Post, March 23, 2026. 

*The opinions expressed in Misgav publications are the authors’ alone.

In Trump we trust
written by David M. Weinberg | 02.05.2026
Trump’s  strategy  against  Iran  shows  decisive  leadership,  moral  clarity,  and
steadfast support for Israel. He won’t abandon Israel by cutting short the war
with Iran.
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Anger, defiance, resilience
written by David M. Weinberg | 02.05.2026
Nobody has the right to restrict Israel in crushing Iran.
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