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It was sixty years ago, that the modern statehood of Israel 
was formed. On May 14, 1948, David Ben Gurion called 

the independent state of Israel into being. We have seen 
the miraculous birth and survival of the Jewish people 
and nation with our own eyes. It was the fulfillment of the 
prophecy in Isaiah 66:8, “Can a country be born in a day or 
a nation be brought forth in a moment?”

After Israel’s independence, the Jewish population doubled 
in just the first three years of statehood. The ingathering and 
integration of people from more than 100 countries was 
nothing short of astonishing. Less than 60 years ago, fewer 
than 600,000 Jews lived in Palestine; today Israel’s total 
population is more than seven million.

On this momentous occasion of Israel@60, Christians 
for Israel joins all our friends and supporters worldwide in 
congratulating the Israeli people on the 60th anniversary of 
their state’s founding. 

Because Israel attracts so much media attention, it 
is perceived to be much larger than it is. Once you see 
the geography firsthand, it’s easier to understand what 
Israelis mean when they talk about the need for secure and 
defensible borders! 

Forget for a moment the nine miles across the midsection 
of Israel. If you go to Jerusalem, only a few feet separate 
Jews and Arabs. The Temple Mount, on which sits the 
Dome of the Rock and the al-Aqsa Mosque, is literally on 
top of the Western Wall, the holiest site in Judaism. Around 
the corner is the well-known church of the Holy Sepulchre. 
How do you draw lines between Jews and Arabs, Christians, 
and Muslims?

Israel is geographically so tiny, especially in comparison 
to the vast space of the Arab countries, which combined 
are some 650 times the size of Israel. Yet, the Jewish state 
remains the unceasing target of hostile criticism, with some 
countries openly threatening its extinction. From almost the 
beginning of human history, the Jewish people have faced 
threats to their survival, but overcame them by the grace of 
Almighty God. Today, Israel is probably the only country in 
the world whose right to exist is debated and whose future 
is questioned. Why does most of the world hate the Jews? 
What have the Jews ever done to the world? Will Israel 
survive?

To many people, the entire conflict seems to be about 
geography. Two people, Jews and Palestinians, claim one 
piece of land as their own. But of course it goes much 
deeper.

In his book  “Will Israel Survive” Mitchell G. Bard writes 
that it is a religious obligation for Muslims to subjugate the 
infidels and it is unacceptable for non-Muslims to rule over 
Muslims or for non-Muslims to control Muslim territory. 
“This is absolutely basic to understanding the intractability 
of the Israeli-Islamic conflict. It is inconceivable that Hamas 
or Islamic Jihad or Hizbollah or any other fundamentalist 
group can accept the existence of a Jewish state in the 
body of the Islamic world. Israel is the cancer (a reference 
they often use) that must be excised, and there is nothing 
that anyone can do to change their minds. If Israel were to 
withdraw tomorrow from all of the West Bank, all of East 
Jerusalem, and give every inch of the Golan Heights to 
Syria, there still would be no peace, because the Islamists 
will not be satisfied with a return to the 1967 borders; they 
demand that the border be the Mediterranean Sea.”

Even Israelis question their future. In a September 2006 
poll nearly one-fourth of the Israelis answered they were not 
certain. Three-fourth of Israelis said they were in a struggle 
for survival and 56 percent said the country is less secure 
than it was a decade ago. The following month another poll 
found that 54 percent of Israelis feared for the existence of 
the state.

But despite doubts about the future, the history of the 
Jewish people is a story of survival. An unknown author 
said that they survived – not as Israelis, but as Jews. The 
world would have no problem with a secular Israel. Or 
with a Muslim Israel. What it cannot live with is a Jewish 
Israel. It cannot even explain why. One of the most enduring 
mysteries of the ages is, to my mind, the phenomenon 

of Anti-Semitism. It doesn’t follow any logical pattern 
that could explain it – indeed, taken as a purely social 
phenomenon, it makes no sense whatever. Anti-Semitism 
appears to be universal; it has existed in every generation, 
among every people, on every continent upon which the Jew 
has put his foot.

Although an infinitesimal fraction of the global population, 
Jews have been awarded a quarter of all the Nobel Prizes 
given in the 20th century for chemistry, economics, 
literature, peace, physics and medicine. Even the nations of 
the Arab world could have peace with Israel for the asking. 
Yet there is no nation on earth more universally despised.  

The spread of Islamism outside the Middle East is 
beginning to open the eyes of many international leaders 
who preferred to believe the danger was confined far from 
their borders. As the threat escalates, Europeans especially 
may find common cause with Israelis. In the short-run, 
however, the growing Muslim populations in democratic 
countries raise the possibility that this constituency will 
adversely influence government policies toward Israel. 

“While disturbing and dangerous”, says Mitchell Bard, 
“the new and possibly worsening anti-Semitism poses 
no threat to Israel’s existence as long as the United States 
remains steadfast in its support of Israel until there is no 
doubt in anyone’s mind that Israel is here to stay.”

President Bush said in his speech to the Knesset, “Israel’s 
population may be just over 7 million. But when you 
confront terror and evil, you are 307 million strong, because 
the United States of America stands with you.” According 
to the President’s words, the establishment of the state of 
Israel was “the redemption of an ancient promise given to 
Abraham and Moses and David, a homeland for the chosen 
people, Eretz Yisrael.”

In his famous explanation of the first verse in the Torah, 
the preeminent commentator, Rashi, teaches that the Torah 
begins with the statement that the Almighty created the 
heavens and earth so that when He gives us, the children of 
Israel, the land of Israel, we will all know it was His to give.

There is but one logical explanation for anti-Semitism, and 
that explanation is spiritual. The devil is trying to convince 
the world that Israel is the problem of everything - Jews 
deserve what they get! But why does Satan so passionately 
hate the Jewish people? Michael Brown in his book “Our 

Hands Are Stained With Blood” says that by hurting them, 
Satan seeks to hurt the Lord and takes revenge for his 
own sentence of death. His effort to annihilate the Jews is 
to discredit the Lord. If Israel ceases to exist as a distinct 
people, then God did not, or could not, keep His promise. 
That would mean that God was either powerless or that He 
had lied!

But what about the fact that so many modern Jews no 
longer live according to Scripture? Why should believing 
Christians support them? Why should they still support 
Israel? Well, the Bible says that God chose them as His 
people. God made an everlasting covenant with Abraham. 
Their current unbelief was foretold in Scripture, as was the 
grafting in of Gentile believers.

God has not cancelled His promises to Israel or transferred 
them to the Church. In God’s Word there is no place for 
“replacement theology”! The apostle Paul in Romans 
11:1-2 tells us, “I say then, has God cast away His people? 
Certainly not! For I also am an Israelite, of the seed of 
Abraham, of the tribe of Benjamin. God has not cast away 
His people whom He foreknew.”

Specifically, what are those promises to Israel? Ultimately, 
they are derived from those given to Abraham in Genesis 
12:1-3: The promises of a people, the promises of a land, 
and the promises of a blessing.

In Ezekiel 36:24 we read, “I will take you out of the 
nations; I will gather you from all countries and bring you 
into your own land.” Heading God’s future program will be 
the restored nation of Israel. 

Just consider for a moment the dual promises of judgment 
and blessing in Micah 3:12-4:2: “Because of you, Zion  
will be plowed like a field, Jerusalem will become a  
heap of rubble, the temple hill a mound overgrown with 
thickets. In the last days the mountain of the LORD’s 
temple will be established as chief among the mountains; 
it will be raised above the hills, and peoples will stream 
to it. Many nations will come and say, Come, let us go up 
to the mountain of the LORD, to the house of the God of 
Jacob. He will teach us His ways, so that we may walk in 
His paths. The law will go out from Zion, the word of the 
LORD from Jerusalem.” 

We know that the promise of the destruction of Jerusalem 
and the temple was fulfilled literally. Why would anyone 
then spiritualise the promise of restoration and blessing 
for Jerusalem and the temple in the next verses when the 
prophet Micha goes on to describe a world transformed by 
the wonderful knowledge of God’s way of life: “He will 
judge between many peoples and will settle disputes for 
strong nations far and wide. They will beat their swords into 
plowshares and their spears into pruning hooks. Nation will 
not take up sword against nation, not will they train for war  
anymore. Every man will sit under his own vine and under 
his own fig tree, and no one will make them afraid, for the 
LORD Almighty has spoken. All the nations may walk in the 
name of their gods; we will walk in the name of the LORD 
our God for ever and ever” (Micah 4:3-5).

Walking in the name of the Lord for ever and ever begins 
now, and a glimpse of God’s plan for His followers should 
motivate us to serve Him, no matter what the rest of the 
world may do.

Paul notes in his letter to the Romans, “And so all Israel 
will be saved, as it is written: “The Deliverer will come 
from Zion; He will turn godlessness away from Jacob. And 
this is My covenant with them when I take away their sins’” 
(Romans 11:26-27). Paul clearly bases his theology of literal 
blessings for a literal Israel on Old Testament prophecies 
(Isaiah 59:20-21; Jeremiah 31:33-34). As a result of God’s 
literal promises to Israel, we can know for sure there is a lot 
of action still to take place in the Holy Land.

Israel is under attack from many directions. Dark times 
are still to come, but in the end God will prevail. The 
conclusion of the Bible is more than a fitting conclusion 
for this editorial. The apostle John’s final prayer must 
be our ultimate prayer as well: He who testifies to these 
things says, ”Yes, I am coming soon.” Amen. Come, Lord 
Jesus. The grace of the Lord Jesus be with God’s people.  
Amen (Revelation 22:20-21). 

Israel@60
A nation born in a day 
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Israel: Diamond in the rough
By David Dolan

June 08 comment

The attack took place as commemorative 
sirens were sounding throughout the 

biblical Promised Land, prompting most 
citizens to stand at attention in remembrance 
of the over 22,000 soldiers who have fallen 
during the past six decades, most of them 
in one of Israel’s many wars (if we include 
the two violent Palestinian revolts, as we 
should, the number is now up to eight wars, 
not including Saddam’s wonderful Scud 
attacks in early 1991).

So who assaulted the observant man that 
dared to hoist the blue and white Israeli flag 
during the memorial siren? No, not enraged 
Palestinian Hamas terrorists or some Arab 
Muslim woman hiding a knife underneath 
her chador. The attackers were ultra-orthodox 
Jews who oppose the existence of the 
Jewish-run state of Israel on purely religious 
grounds. These extremely pious folks prefer 
to wait for the Messiah to come and set up 
a strictly orthodox state, considering any 
loyalty to the current largely secular country 
a desecration of God’s holy name.

This is just one small example of the many 
peculiarities and contradictions that one 
cannot help but notice in the modern state of 
Israel.

Here are a couple additional oddities. 
Officials in the neighboring Arab country 
of Jordan banned several planned 
demonstrations last month that were 
designed to protest Israel’s reappearance on 
the regional map 60 years ago. 

One of the events was a large rally in 
Amman sponsored by pro-Palestinian groups 
and opposition Jordanian political parties, 
including the Islamic Labor Front.

But inside democratic Israel, such anti-state 
Arab rallies are being openly staged in 
several locations, with police permission, 
especially in the Muslim-dominated lower 
Galilee region. One anti-Israel demonstration 
recently brought together hundreds of 
Arab-Israeli citizens in the historic town 
of Jaffa, located within Tel Aviv’s southern 
municipal boundaries.

In March, Jordan’s Hashemite authorities 
barred relatives of the slain Palestinian 
terrorist who sadistically gunned down 
eight young Jewish seminary students in 
Jerusalem from holding a public mourning 
service for him. But here in Israel’s capital 
city, where 26-year-old Ala Abu Dhaim lived 
and died, public activities were permitted, 
even if under strong protest from many 
Jewish residents of the holy city.

Of course, such seeming absurdities 
are precisely what makes Israel stand out 
so glaringly in one of the world’s most 
turbulent and autocratic regions.

Israel is a thriving democracy in a sea of 
Islamic-ruled states. One of them, Iran, is 
governed by radical Shiite Muslims who 
vow to wipe out the Jewish state. Others, 
such as Egypt, Syria and Saudi Arabia, 
are ruled by despotic and fairly corrupt 
Sunni Arab regimes. Or they are perennial 
basket case countries like Lebanon and 
Iraq, divided between always feuding sects. 
Or they are simply ruled by very exotic, if 
sometimes dangerous characters like Libya’s 
Moammar Gadhafi.

If you draw a horizontal line from 
the Atlantic Ocean across North Africa 
directly through Israel and ending up in 
northern India, you will find only two other 
countries located along that line with stable 
regimes that allow a fair degree of political 
and religious freedoms to their citizens – 
Morocco and Jordan. Still, their relative 
freedoms and political moderation pales in 
comparison to Israel’s, for all of the Jewish 
state’s manifold problems and struggles to 
survive in a very hostile neighborhood.

Israel’s participatory democracy is hardly 
perfect. One need not look any further 
than the current police probe of possibly 
illegal financial contributions received by 
Prime Minister Ehud Olmert to discern that 
obvious fact.

The country’s million-plus Arab citizens 
frequently complain of discrimination 
against them, and it is indeed a fact that their 
towns and villages receive less government 
aid per capita than do majority Jewish areas. 
But it’s also true that many Arab citizens are 
not terribly loyal to their own state, as the 
demonstrations mentioned above illustrate. 
And it is frankly not easy for many Israelis 
to really trust them, given that more than a 
few Arab Israelis have carried out terror 
attacks over the years, or actively supported 

Palestinian death squads.
Israel’s several thousand Messianic 

citizens can also testify to suffering some 
degree of discrimination. Actual violence 
is sometimes directed against them – as we 
tragically witnessed when a 16-year-old 
pastor’s son was severely wounded by a 
package bomb at his home in Samaria.

Threats and acts of violence seem to 
be often overlooked or downplayed by 
authorities. Many black Ethiopian Israelis 
complain that they are sometimes slighted in 
employment and educational opportunities, 
as most Sephardic Jews from North Africa 
and other non-European areas grumbled 
about in earlier decades.

Yet despite these shortcomings and 
manifold others like them, Israel remains 
one of the most remarkable countries in the 
world. The ancient Hebrew prophets warned 
that Jacob’s offspring would be scattered 
from their covenant land to the remotest 
parts of the earth if they continued to sin 
against their Maker, and so it occurred. 
I am reminded of the literalness of these 
dire prophecies every time I speak to 
Jewish groups in Hawaii, New Zealand and 
Australia – the exact opposite side of the 
globe from the Middle East, with the two 
Anglophile countries situated in the southern 
hemisphere to boot.

But I have also witnessed firsthand the 
doubling of Israel’s Jewish population 
during the 28 years I have lived and worked 
here as a journalist. I’ve marveled as the 
percentage of world Jewry residing in Israel 
rose from around one-quarter when I arrived 
in 1980 to well over 40 percent today. And I 
am quite aware of official statistics showing 
that very soon now, the largest single Jewish 
community on earth will once again be 
located inside the borders of the ancient 
Promised Land – for the first time since the 
Romans destroyed the Jewish Temple and 

slaughtered or drove most of the Jews out of 
the land nearly 2,000 years ago.

I feel a sense of awe when I see pictures of 
an almost treeless Jerusalem during the early 
decades of the 20th century, and then look 
out of my central city apartment window 
upon lush gardens and verdant green parks 
featuring hundreds of Jerusalem pine tress, 
olive trees, tamarisk, eucalyptus, carob, 
almond, acacia and towering palm trees, and 
yes, even many budding fig trees. With the 
financial support of Jews and others around 
the world, over 200 million trees have been 
planted here during the past 100 years – a 
remarkable feat in a semi-arid land.

And the cranes are everywhere to be seen 
– no, not the long-neck birds (they do fly 
overhead at times) but towering construction 
cranes putting up tall apartment buildings at 
a dizzying pace in every portion of Israel’s 
disputed capital city.

I could go on and describe in detail 
Israel’s lopsided contribution to medical 
and technological breakthroughs that we all 
take for granted. I could recount the history 
of its unique drip irrigation system now 
used in drier climates everywhere, bringing 
abundant agricultural productivity where 
there was little or none before – including to 
some of Israel’s declared enemies.

But space does not permit me to do all 
that. So instead I will simply say, “Israel, I 
salute you” during this special 60th birthday 
anniversary. And knowing full well that your 
many enemies are working day and night 
for your ultimate destruction, I also declare 
aloud that I firmly believe the same Ancient 
of Days who scattered you from His special 
land is now gathering you, and will continue 
to watch over you like a shepherd keeps  
his flock.

(David Dolan is a Jerusalem-based author and 
journalist who has lived in Israel since 1980. He 
reported for CBS Radio for over 12 years)

David Dolan

JERUSALEM – A 60-year-old orthodox Jewish Jerusalem resident was violently assaulted while  
carrying an Israeli flag recently during the country’s annual Memorial Day for fallen soldiers.
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Europe’s long-term relations with its 
burgeoning Muslim minority, the 

continent’s most critical issue, will follow 
one of three paths: harmonious integration, 
the expulsion of Muslims, or an Islamic 
takeover. Which of these scenarios will most 
likely play out?

Europe’s future has vast importance 
not just for its residents. During a 
half-millennium, 1450-1950, this 7 percent 
of the world’s landmass drove world history; 
its creativity and vigor invented modernity. 
The region may have already lost that critical 
position sixty years ago, but it remains 
vitally important in economic, political, and 
intellectual terms. Which direction it goes in, 
therefore, has huge implications for the rest 
of humanity, and especially for its daughter 
countries, such as the United States, which 
historically have looked to Europe as a 
source of ideas, people, and goods.

Here is an assessment about the likelihood 
of each scenario.

Muslims Rule

The late Oriana Fallaci observed that, 
with the passage of time, “Europe becomes 
more and more a province of Islam, a 
colony of Islam.” The historian Bat Ye’or 
has dubbed this colony “Eurabia.” Walter 
Laqueur predicts in his forthcoming Last 
Days of Europe that Europe as we know it 
is bound to change. Mark Steyn, in America 
Alone: The End of the World as We Know 
It, goes further and argues that much of the 
Western world “will not survive the twenty-
first century, and much of it will effectively 
disappear within our lifetimes, including 
many if not most European countries.” Three 
factors – faith, demography, and a sense of 
heritage – argue for Europe being Islamized.

Faith: An extreme secularism predominates 
in Europe, especially among its elites, to 

the point that believing Christians (such 
as George W. Bush) are seen as mentally 
unbalanced and unfit for public office. In 
2005, Rocco Buttiglione, a distinguished 
Italian politician and Catholic believer, 
was denied a position as Italy’s European 
Union commissioner because of his views 
on such issues as homosexuality. Entrenched 
secularism also means empty churches: 
in London, researchers estimate, more 
Muslims attend mosques on Friday than do 
Christians churches on Sunday, although 
the city is home to roughly 7 times more 
born-Christians than born-Muslims. As 
Christianity fades, Islam beckons; Prince 
Charles exemplifies the fascination of many 
Europeans with Islam. Many conversions 
could be in Europe’s future, for as the saying 
is ascribed to G.K. Chesterton, “When men 
stop believing in God they don’t believe in 
nothing; they believe in anything.”

Europe’s secularism shapes its discourse 
in ways quite unfamiliar to Americans. 
Hugh Fitzgerald, formerly vice president of 
JihadWatch.org, illustrates one dimension of 
this difference: 

The most memorable utterances of 
American presidents have almost always 
included recognizable Biblical phrases. 
… This source of rhetorical strength was 
on display this past February [2003] when 
the Columbia shuttle blew up. Had it not 
been an American but a French shuttle that 
had blown up, and were Jacques Chirac 
having to give such a speech, he might well 
have used the fact that there were seven 
astronauts, and evoked an image of the 
Pleiades first named in pagan antiquity. The 
American President, at a solemn national 
ceremony that began and ended with 
Biblical Hebrew, did things differently. He 
took his text from Isaiah 40:26, which led to 
a seamless transition from mingled wonder 
and awe at the heavenly hosts brought forth 

by the Creator, to consolation for the earthly 
loss of the crew.

The buoyant faith of Muslims, with its 
attendant jihadi sensibility and Islamic 
supremacism, could not differ more from 
that of lapsed European Christians. This 
contrast leads many Muslims to see Europe 
as a continent ripe for conversion and 
domination. Outrageous supremacist claims 
result, such as the statement of Omar Bakri 
Mohammed, “I want Britain to become 
an Islamic state. I want to see the flag of 
Islam raised in 10 Downing Street.” Or the 
prediction of a Belgium-based imam: “Soon 
we will take power in this country. Those 
who criticize us now, will regret it. They 
will have to serve us. Prepare, for the hour 
is near.”

Population: Demographic collapse also 
points to Europe being Islamized. The total 
fertility rate in Europe today averages about 
1.4 per woman, whereas sustaining one’s 
population requires just over two children 
per couple, or 2.1 children per woman. 
The existing rate is just two-thirds of what 
it needs to be; one-third of the requisite 
population is simply not being born.

To avoid a severe diminution of 
population, with all the woes that implies – 
and specifically, an absence of workers to 
fund generous pension plans – Europe needs 
immigrants – lots of them. That imported 
third of the population tends to be Muslim, 
in part because Muslims are close by – it’s 
only thirteen kilometers from Morocco to 
Spain, only a couple of hundred to Italy from 
Albania or Libya; in part because colonial 
ties continue to bind South Asia to Britain or 
the Maghrib to France; and in part because 
of the violence, tyranny, and poverty so 
prevalent in the Muslim world today, which 
prompts wave after wave of emigration.

Likewise, the high fertility of Muslims 
complements the paucity of children 
among indigenous Christians. Although the 
Muslim fertility rate is falling, it remains 
significantly higher than that of Europe’s 
indigenous population. No doubt, the high 
birth rates have something to do with the 
premodern circumstances in which many 
Muslim women of Europe find themselves. 
In Brussels, “Muhammad” has for some 
years been the most popular name given 
to infant boys, while Amsterdam and 
Rotterdam are on track to be, by about 2015, 
the first major European cities with majority 
Muslim populations. The French analyst 
Michel Gurfinkiel estimates an ethnic street 

war in France would find the children of 
indigènes and of immigrants in a roughly 
one-to-one ratio. Current predictions see a 
Muslim majority in Russia’s army by 2015 
and in the country as a whole by about 2050.

Sense of heritage: What often is depicted 
as Europe’s political correctness reflects what 
I believe is a deeper phenomenon, namely, 
the alienation of many Europeans from their 
civilization, a sense that their historic culture 
is not worth fighting for or even saving. It’s 
striking to note differences within Europe in 
this regard. Perhaps the country least prone 
to this alienation is France, where traditional 
nationalism still holds sway and the French 
take pride in their identity. Britain is the 
most alienated country, as symbolized by 
the plaintive government program, “ICONS 
- A Portrait of England,” that lamely hopes 
to rekindle patriotism by connecting Britons 
to their “national treasures,” such as Winnie-
the-Pooh and the miniskirt.

This diffidence has had direct and adverse 
implications for Muslim immigrants, 
as Aatish Taseer explained in Prospect 
magazine.

Britishness is the most nominal aspect of 
identity to many young British Pakistanis. 
… If you denigrate your own culture you 
face the risk of your newer arrivals looking 
for one elsewhere. So far afield in this 
case, that for many second-generation 
British Pakistanis, the desert culture of the 
Arabs held more appeal than either British 
or subcontinental culture. Three times 
removed from a durable sense of identity, 
the energised extra-national worldview of 
radical Islam became one available identity 
for second-generation Pakistanis.

Immigrant Muslims widely disdain 
Western civilization, and especially 
its sexuality (pornography, divorce, 
homosexuality). Nowhere in Europe are 
Muslims being assimilated, rarely does 
intermarriage take place. Here is one 
colorful example, from Canada: The mother 
of the notorious Khadr brood, known as the 
country’s first family of terrorism, returned 
to Canada from Afghanistan and Pakistan 
in April 2004 with one of her sons. Despite 
her seeking refuge in Canada, she publicly 
insisted just a month earlier that Al-Qaeda-
sponsored training camps were the best 
place for her children. “Would you like me 
to raise my child in Canada to be, by the 
time he’s 12 or 13 years old, to be on drugs 
or having some homosexual relationship? Is 
it better?”

(Ironically, in centuries past, as the 
historian Norman Daniel has documented, 
Christian Europeans looked down at 
Muslims with their multiple wives and 
harems as overly-sexualized, and therefore 
felt morally superior.)

To sum up: this first argument holds that 
Europe will be Islamized, quietly submitting 
to the dhimmi status or converting to Islam, 
because the yin of Europe and yang of 
Muslims fit so well: low and high religiosity, 
low and high fertility, low and high cultural 
confidence. Europe is an open door through 
which Muslims are walking.

Muslims Rejected

Or will the door be shut in their face? 
American columnist Ralph Peters dismisses 
the first scenario: “Far from enjoying the 
prospect of taking over Europe by having 
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babies, Europe’s Muslims are living on 
borrowed time. … predictions of a Muslim 
takeover of Europe … ignore history and 
Europe’s ineradicable viciousness.” Instead, 
depicting Europe as the place “that perfected 
genocide and ethnic cleansing,” he predicts 
its Muslims “will be lucky just to be 
deported,” and not killed. Claire Berlinski, 
in Menace in Europe: Why the Continent’s 
Crisis Is America’s, Too, implicitly agrees, 
pointing to the “ancient conflicts and 
patterns … now shambling out of the mists 
of European history” which could well 
trigger violence.

This scenario has indigenous Europeans 
– who do still constitute 95 percent of the 
continent’s population – waking up one day 
and asserting themselves. “Basta!” they will 
say, and reclaim their historic order. This is 
not so remote; a chafing among Europeans, 
less among elites than the masses, loudly 
protests changes already underway. 
Illustrations of that resentment include the 
anti-hijab legislation in France, irritation 
over the restrictions of national flags and 
Christian symbols, and the insistence on 
serving wine at state dinners. A movement 
spontaneously developed in several French 
cities in early 2006 to serve pork soup to the 
poor, thus intentionally excluding Muslims.

These are minor issues, to be sure, but 
insurgent anti-immigrant parties have 
already emerged in many countries and 
are beginning to demand not just effective 
control of borders but the expulsion of illegal 
immigrants. A nativist movement throughout 
Europe is forming largely unnoticed beneath 

our eyes. However meager its record so 
far, it has huge potential. Parties opposed 
to immigration and Islam generally have 
neo-fascist backgrounds but are growing 
more respectable over time, shedding 
their antisemitic origins and their dubious 
economic theories, focusing instead on the 
questions of faith, demography, and identity, 
and learning about Islam and Muslims. 
The British National Party and Belgium’s 
Vlaamse Belang offer two examples of such 
a move toward respectability, which may 
one day be followed by electability. The 
presidential race in France in 2002 came 
down to a contest between Jacques Chirac 
and the neo-fascist Jean-Marie Le Pen.

Other parties have already tasted power. 
Jörg Haider and the Freiheitliche Partei 

Österreichs were briefly in office. The 
Lega Nord in Italy was for years part of 
the ruling coalition. They will likely grow 
stronger because their anti-Islamist and 
often anti-Islamic messages resonate, and 
mainstream parties will partially adopt 
their messages. (Denmark’s Conservative 
Party offers a model; after 72 years in the 
wilderness, it returned to power in 2001 due 
basically to anger concerning immigration.) 
These parties will likely benefit when 
immigration to Europe surges uncontrollably 
to ever-higher levels, including perhaps 
a mass exodus from Africa, as many 
indications suggest will happen.

Once in power, nationalist parties will 
reject multiculturalism and try to re-establish 

traditional values and mores. One can only 
speculate about their means and about the 
Muslim reaction, but the French riots of 
late 2005 give a possible taste of what lies 
ahead. Peters dwells on the fascistic and 
violent aspects of some groups and expects 
an anti-Muslim backlash to take ominous 
forms. He even sketches a scenario in 
which “U.S. Navy ships are at anchor and 
U.S. Marines have gone ashore at Brest, 
Bremerhaven or Bari to guarantee the safe 
evacuation of Europe’s Muslims.”

For years, Muslims have worried about 
just such incarceration and brutalization, 
followed by expulsion or even massacres. 
Already in the late 1980s, the late Kalim 
Siddiqui, director of London’s Muslim 
Institute, raised the specter of “Hitler-style 

gas chambers for Muslims.” Shabbir Akhtar 
warned in his 1989 book, Be Careful With 
Muhammad that “the next time there are 
gas chambers in Europe, there is no doubt 
concerning who’ll be inside them,” meaning 
Muslims. A character in Hanif Kureishi’s 
1991 novel, The Buddha of Suburbia, 
prepares the guerilla war that he expects will 
follow after “the whites finally turned on the 
blacks and Asians and tried to force us into 
gas chambers.”

But it is more likely that European efforts 
at reclamation will be initiated peaceably 
and legally, with Muslims – in keeping 
with recent patterns of intimidation and 
terrorism – being the ones to initiate 
violence. Multiple polls confirm that about 5 

percent of British Muslims endorse the 7/7 
bombings, suggesting a general readiness to 
resort to force.

However it happens, a European 
reassertion cannot be assumed to take place 
cooperatively.

Muslims Integrated

In the happiest scenario, autochthonous 
Europeans and Muslim immigrants 
find a modus vivendi and live together 
harmoniously. Perhaps the classic statement 
of this optimistic expectation was a 1991 
study, La France, une chance pour l’Islam 
(“France, an Opportunity for Islam”) 
by Jeanne-Hélène and Pierre Patrick 
Kaltenbach. “For the first time in history,” 

they wrote, “Islam is offered the chance 
to waken in a democratic, rich, laic, and 
peaceable country.” That hopefulness 
lives on. An Economist leader from 
mid-2006 asserts that “for the moment at 
least, the prospect of Eurabia looks like 
scaremongering.” Also at that time, Jocelyne 
Cesari, associate professor of Islamic 
studies at the Harvard Divinity School, 
claimed a balance exists: just as “Islam is 
changing Europe,” she said, “Europe is 
changing Islam.” She finds that “Muslims in 
Europe do not want to change the nature of 
European states” and expects them to adapt 
themselves into the European context.

Such optimism, unfortunately, has little 
foundation. Europeans could yet rediscover 
their Christian faith, have more babies, 
and cherish their own heritage. They could 
encourage non-Muslim immigration or 
acculturate the Muslims already among 
them. But such changes are not now 
underway, nor are their prospects good. 
Instead, Muslims are cultivating grievances 
and ambitions at odds with their indigenous 
neighbors. Worryingly, each generation 
appears more alienated than its predecessor. 
Canadian novelist Hugh MacLennan dubbed 
his country’s English-French split the  
“Two Solitudes”; one sees something 
similar, but far more pronounced, developing 
in Europe. Those polls of British Muslims 
for example, find that a majority of them 
perceive a conflict between their British 
and Muslim identities and want Islamic  
law instituted.

The possibility of Muslims accepting 
the confines of historic Europe and 
smoothly integrating within it can virtually 
be dismissed from consideration. Even 
Bassam Tibi, professor at the University 
of Göttingen, who has often warned that 
“Either Islam gets Europeanized, or Europe 
gets Islamized,” has personally given up on 
the continent. Recently, he announced that he 
is leaving Germany after 44 years’ residence 
there, to move to Cornell University in the 
United States.

Conclusion

As the American columnist Dennis Prager 
sums them up, “It is difficult to imagine any 
other future scenario for Western Europe 
than its becoming Islamicized or having 
a civil war.” Indeed, these two deeply 
unattractive alternative paths appear to 
define Europe’s choices, with powerful 
forces pulling in the contrary directions of 
Muslims taking over or Muslims rejected, 
Europe an extension of North Africa or in a 
state of quasi-civil war.

Which will it be? The decisive events 
that will resolve this question have yet to 
take place, so one cannot yet make the call. 
Decision-time is fast approaching, however. 
Within the next decade or so, today’s flux 
will end, the Europe-Islam equation will 
harden, and the continent’s future course 
should become apparent.

Correctly anticipating that course is 
the more difficult for being historically 
unprecedented. No large territory has ever 
shifted from one civilization to another by 
virtue of a collapsed population, faith, and 
identity; nor has a people risen on so grand 
a scale to reclaim its patrimony. The novelty 
and magnitude of Europe’s predicament 
make it difficult to understand, tempting to 
overlook, and nearly impossible to predict. 
Europe marches us all into terra incognita.

(Mr. Pipes (www.DanielPipes.org) is director of the 
Middle East Forum and visiting professor at Pepperdine 
University. This article is adapted from a talk for a 
Woodrow Wilson Center conference on “Euro-Islam: 
The Dynamics of Effective Integration.”)

Continued from page 4
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By Mendel Waldman

Anchor for Survival
I am survivor of four concentration camps – Auschwitz, 

Saufenwasser, Dornhau and Shotterwerk. During those 
perilous years, the Torah kept me alive.

For years, most of my concentration camp memories had 
been removed from my conscious thought, partly in denial 
that these horrors could have actually occurred, and in part 
due to the God-given gift of “forgetting” which enables us 
to let go of the past and move on in life unhindered. 

My inspiration to now write about my experiences 
is a desire to record two key phenomena: the deep 
comradeship that existed in the most inhumane of places, 
and the incredible sacrifices for religious observance that the 
prisoners undertook.

Formative Years

I was born in Satoraljaujhely, a small town in northeastern 
Hungary, at the end of WWI. My parents were scions of 
religious rabbis and scholars, who owned small businesses 
and devoted much of their time to Torah study and prayer.

One of my earliest, most distinct memories of childhood 
is of my pious father waking up early in the morning  
and studying Talmud. We did not have our own set of 
Talmud; we could not afford it. My father had to borrow 
one tractate at a time from my uncle. When my father would 
finish the tractate he would then trade it for another one.  
My mother would devotedly light and stoke the fireplace, 
and prepare hot tea for my father, to encourage his  
Torah studies.

In beginning of the 1940s many Jewish youngsters my age 
were drafted into forced labor and army service. They were 
taken to the Ukrainian front, given little food, and worked as 
slaves for 16 hours a day. Their fate was tragic: some were 
blown up when used for testing minefields. Others who 
became ill from the harsh conditions were herded together 
into a barn, which was then burned to the ground.

Unfortunately, this is how my brother Yitzchak Zvi and 
my brother-in-law Shimon Waldman (who was also a 
cousin) were ruthlessly murdered in the winter of 1943.

In my case, my parents arranged with a family to hide 
me in their apartment to avoid this cruel draft. During the 
day and most nights, I was confined to a closet, which was 
concealed by a hidden door. Sometimes at night, when the 
loneliness became unbearable, I would venture out for a few 
minutes – disguised as a Gentile. 

Once in a comic-tragic incident during one of my daring 
nocturnal excursions, I saw my father and uncle walking 
toward me. I greeted them with a friendly “Good evening!” 
My father, not recognizing me at all, remarked to my uncle, 
“How amazing it is that in such times, one can still find a 
non-Jew greeting a Jew so nicely.”

In spite of it all, there was a naive optimism, and in the 
winter of 1944, I became married to Tova Miriam Langer of 
Kashau.

The Storm

By April of 1944 we were already locked into a ghetto in 
Kashau. In the ghettos before deportation, they promised 
to relocate us to “Bread Fields,” a euphemism for jobs and 
prosperity. We lived in such terrible conditions that through 
wishful thinking we believed them.

One month later, we were hauled from the ghetto and onto 
trains. Crammed into cattle cars, basic human needs like 
water and bathrooms were totally neglected. Many died on 
the way to Auschwitz – a harbinger of what was to come.

Upon arrival in Auschwitz, we waited in line for 
Mengele’s choice of “life or death.” I begged my father-
in-law, who was 52 at the time, to lie about his age. He 
refused. He argued that he was not willing to suffer a slow 
death in a concentration camp of forced labor. Unfortunately, 
no one from his family, including my first wife, survived the 
Holocaust.

After four days in Auschwitz, we were moved to a camp 
in the Silesian mountains, called Saufenwasser. There the 
elderly amongst us perished due to the severe conditions and 
forced labor.

On Tisha B’Av (July 30th), they moved me to Dornhau, 
which has been described as the “Dry Crematorium.” The 
pungent smell, the cruel labor, hunger, diseases, Kapos, SS 
commanders, etc., reduced the inmates to zombies, wasting 
away to death. The extreme hunger and starvation, poor 
sleeping conditions, the head counts, the unbearable toil in 

the trenches, drove men to such a low level, lower than a 
captured animal in a cage. All we thought of was food and 
survival. The mind was just blank most of the day. It was so 
unbearable that it is no wonder that I was not able to bring 
myself to speak about it for so many years.

It was there that I met a giant of a human being who lived 
in these sub-human conditions. His name was Rabbi Mendel 
Brachfeld, author of “Yosef Hallel,” a commentary on Torah. 
A small group of us arranged informal Torah study sessions, 
fueled by Mendel’s phenomenal knowledge of Torah which 
he taught us solely from memory. Our group also arranged 
prayer services; we prayed by heart, each contributing 
whatever he remembered. 

Mendel and his brother Moshe, who was a wise and gentle 
person, devised a scheme to obtain a pair of Tefillin. When 
they were still in Auschwitz, they drew a picture of a pair 
of Tefillin for an inmate, a Polish prisoner of war, who was 
stationed for work at the crematorium. They asked him to 
search through the pile of confiscated Jewish possessions, 
and promised to buy the Tefillin in return for food, which 
was the camp currency.

The following day, the Polish prisoner returned with the 
goods, and he received his remuneration.

From Auschwitz to Dornahu, and later to Shotterwerk, the 
Brachfeld brothers managed to smuggle the Tefillin wrapped 
around their legs.

Since the Brachfeld brothers had the Tefillin, many 
inmates would line up in the early morning to take advantage 
of the limited time before the horrible ‘labor day’ to recite 
a few verses of the Shema while wearing the Tefillin. We 
would then quickly pass on the Tefillin to the next person in 
line. This gave us a spiritual push to survive the day. 

One day, the rabbi of Lodz, who was also in our group, 
became sick and remained in the barrack. He requested to 
be last so that he could complete his prayers while donning 
the Tefillin. As he was praying in the Tefillin, the squad 
leader came in and confiscated the Tefillin. For us inmates, 
not having the Tefillin was a grave emotional loss. So I went 
to the camp’s carpentry shop and asked one of the workers 
to replicate the Tefillin using wood. He agreed. I took the 
strap from my pants, cut it in two lengthwise, and used it to 
replicate the straps for this wooden “Tefillin.” I went to the 
office and snuck the imitation Tefillin into the case of the 
authentic one. We had our Tefillin back! One cannot imagine 
our joy amidst such indescribable suffering.

On another occasion, on a freezing day in the Silesian 
mountains, we returned to our barracks feeling very cold 
and miserable. There was a fireplace in one of the rooms 
made of tin, and I was standing close to it. The Jewish kapo 
– using a sadistic method to show who is boss – ordered 
me to move away. I did not obey the order. I figured that 
the beatings would not hurt as much as the cold. Since the 
kapo’s prestige was in jeopardy, he left to call the camp 
supervisor. When the supervisor came, the kapo – instead of 
standing at attention and saluting – offered a hearty greeting. 
Because of this breech of protocol, the supervisor gave him 
such a forceful slap in the face that he fell off his feet. The 
kapo was sent out and fired from his position. I saw this as 
a personal miracle. The incident could have easily ended in 
my execution; instead, we were eternally spared from this 
vicious kapo.

When it came to the Jewish holidays, we had to use 
our imagination in order to get around the tyranny and 
extreme oppression. On Yom Kippur, while going to our 
work assignment, I feigned fainting. The commander in 
charge of my unit was at a loss what to do, and permitted 
me not to work the entire holy day of Yom Kippur.  
As for fasting, that was no problem for us, since we basically 
fasted the major part of every day.

On Sukkot, we even managed to construct a sukkah. Our 
work details involved digging trenches, so we found some 
branches and covered one of the trenches. The branches 
served as the sechach cover for our sukkah, and they also 
camouflaged our “forbidden activity.”

On Purim we sent to each other Mishlo’ach Manot (gifts 
to friends) consisting of two slices of potatoes.

At the Passover Seder we used borscht for the “Four 
Cups” of wine.

The sacrifice, devotion, risk, conniving, innovations and 
perseverance are so difficult to comprehend in modern 
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Deliberate and grave, Leslie Hardman, the rabbi in 
our synagogue in Hendon, northwest London, spoke 

in rich, mellifluous tones and always seemed utterly 
unflappable. From my 11-year-old point of view, he looked 
and sounded about as close to God as a mere mortal could. 

So when, on the most solemn day of the Jewish calendar, 
Yom Kippur, a distraught Hardman told us from the pulpit 
that Israel was under attack by Arab armies and was in real 
danger, we sat silenced and horrified. 

I hadn’t yet visited Israel; my first trip would come three 
years later, in 1976, and my permanent relocation a decade 
after that. But I had relatives there and was starting to 
appreciate how remarkable and precious it was. 

My father’s family had fled Germany for Britain in 
the late 1930s to avoid the Nazis, but millions of other 
Jews had found no means of escape. There had been no 
Israel. And now that belatedly revived Jewish state was 
apparently facing destruction. 

The Israel of 1973 was gripped by the complacent 
misconception that the Arab world, devastated by defeat in 
the Six-Day War of 1967, would not dare to again confront 
it militarily. It had ignored even a warning of imminent 
assault from Jordan’s King Hussein. So the Arab attack 
that Yom Kippur caught Israel by surprise. Hardman was 
right to sound so worried. 

Israel managed to rally and avoid destruction in October 
1973, just as, improbably, it had prevailed in previous wars 
going back to 1948 that aimed to stifle the modern attempt 
at Jewish sovereignty. 

But while, since then, it has not had to fight a 
conventional war for survival, the state has not found 
peace either. It may be six decades since its first prime 
minister, David Ben-Gurion, proclaimed the UN-mandated 
establishment of Israel and declared its desire for 
normalized relations with all its Arab neighbors, but the 
threats it faces today are arguably the gravest with which it 
has had to grapple. Not long after it finishes celebrating its 
birthday, Israel’s government may have to make the most 
dramatic decision any Israeli government has ever had to 
make – whether to use its air force to try to thwart Iran’s 
nuclear program. 

The violent onslaught that began in 2000 is now 
increasingly inspired, funded and directed by the Islamist 
regime in Iran. In southern Lebanon, Hizbollah, essentially 
an Iranian army, has fought one war against Israel, in 
2006, and rearmed in readiness for another. Under similar 
Iranian guidance, Hamas and Islamic Jihad rocket crews 
based in civilian neighborhoods in the Gaza Strip – where 
Israel has conceded all territorial claims and removed all 
civilians and all military infrastructure – fire daily across 
the border at Israeli towns and villages, crowing when 
they kill and maim Israeli civilians and crying foul to the 
international community when Palestinian civilians are hit 
in return fire. 

And so the positive momentum towards normalized 
relations has been reversed. It is a time when Arab moderates 
are being marginalized by Islamic extremists, and when Iran 
is championing the rebirth of the notion in hearts and minds 
across the region that Israel can be wiped out after all. Not 
by conventional warfare, in which Israel’s tanks and fighter 
planes would have the advantage. And not solely through 
debilitating terrorism and traumatizing missile attacks, but 

on two other fronts as well – via delegitimization and the 
pursuit of a nuclear weapons capability. 

When he spoke at the United Nations General Assembly 
last year, Iran’s President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad depicted 
Israel as Europe’s apology to the Jews for the Holocaust, 
unjustly imposed on the blameless Palestinians. Far from 
being the alien, upstart entity suggested by Ahmadinejad, 
Israel is the only place where the Jews have ever been 
sovereign, the land they never willingly left, the country 
to which they always prayed to return. Its rebirth, far from 
an injustice, constitutes the belated righting of a historical 
wrong. But the revisionist effort to air-brush the Jews 
out of millennia of their own history resonates widely; 
in the UK, for instance, the malevolent misportrayal 
of Israel as an illegitimate colonial usurper has moved 
from the province of the far-Left inexorably towards the 
mainstream. 

Now, barely a week goes by without Ahmadinejad or his 
compatriots castigating the fact of Israel’s existence and 
vowing that its demise is imminent. Terrifyingly, Iran is 
also pursuing the means by which to achieve this goal. 

Last winter’s American National Intelligence Estimate 
(NIE) so narrowly defined a “nuclear weapons programme” 
as to create the false sense that Teheran had frozen its 
quest for a bomb. But American intelligence chiefs, like 
their Israeli and other international counterparts, believe 
the Islamic Republic is now a year or two at most from 
attaining that capability.

Some experts believe Iran is ultimately pragmatic and 
would be deterred from acting on its desire to wipe out 
Israel by the certainty of a devastating Israeli second 
strike. Leading Islamic scholar Bernard Lewis, by contrast, 
has argued that the concept of mutual assured destruction, 
rather than a deterrent, represents a veritable inducement 
to Teheran’s apocalyptic regime. 

For Israel, this regime in Teheran with that weaponry 
is unthinkable. Iran might actually use the bomb. It might 
supply it to a third party, hoping to evade a second-strike 
response. But even an Iran that did not press the button 
would place Israel under a shadow that would threaten to 
destroy it economically and psychologically. 

Across the Middle East, every regime is watching the 
standoff. If Iran goes nuclear, it becomes a terrifying 
regional power at a stroke, armed with the military menace 
to underpin its avowed desire to export fundamentalist 
Islam. If it goes nuclear, others across the region will 
attempt to follow suit, to protect themselves. 

Israel’s preference has always been for international 
sanctions to dissuade Teheran. True, Israel destroyed 
Saddam Hussein’s nuclear reactor at Osiraq in 1981. But 
that was a surprise attack, on a single facility that had no 
defenses, and Saddam was unable to rebuild and could not 
launch a devastating retaliation. None of those key factors 
applies in the case of Iran. 

None the less, with the NIE report having slowed the 
sanctions effort, with the Bush administration unlikely 
to resort to military intervention in its final months, 
and with no certainty about the nature of the next US 
administration, Israel’s leaders are agonizing over whether 
the international community will yet act concertedly to 

By David Horovitz

times, when we have the ability to do mitzvot with such 
relative ease.

Toward the End

In January 1945, the Germans sensed the inevitable loss 
to the Allied forces and ordered most of the camp on a 
“death march” to other camps closer to Germany. I was able 
to convince my close friends, the Brachfeld brothers, that 
it was in our best interest to feign illness and not join the 
death march. Others warned us that the Germans planned to 
burn down the camp and we will all burn alive. In spite of 
these warnings, we decided that we had no energy for the 
‘adventurous’ march. This decision helped us survive, since 
almost all of those who marched perished.

In the early morning of May 9, 1945, we were awakened 
by a fellow inmate screaming in Yiddish, “Fellow Jews, why 
are you sleeping? We are free!” We just could not believe it. 
We went out and saw that the German guards were gone. 
I immediately headed out of camp and walked to a nearby 
town, where I knocked on a door and asked to be allowed 
to shower. The locals feared that we would take revenge, 
due to their knowledge of the atrocities, and having done 
nothing to stop it. So they “kindly” agreed to let me use 
their shower, and even gave me some food.

The magnitude of the tragedy was slowly absorbed. 
While in camp, we all had thoughts that our dear ones had 
somehow remained alive. We also had no time to think 
about the future since we were so absorbed with the basic 
elements of survival. We now started looking for relatives: 
for my wife, parents, siblings and any family members. 
Unfortunately, except for one nephew, all were murdered. 
The tragedy was enormous. I was alone in the world. I 
experienced constant crying and indescribable sadness.

After such a massive destruction, the thought of rebuilding 
seemed so far-fetched. However, God gave me the strength 
and courage to rebuild my life. I went on a search mission 
to find any relatives, and found a distant cousin, Esther. 
We became married, and thank God, were able to establish 
a wonderful family of children, grandchildren and great-
grandchildren – all following in the footsteps of our 
ancestors, in Torah and mitzvah observance.

And this is the great justice: Like many of the nations 
who persecuted us over the generations, the Nazis are 
non-existent now, while the Jewish people are alive and 
flourishing. 

But we must remain vigilant. Ironically today, with 
the relative ease in performing mitzvot, observance is 
sometimes treated flippantly and neglected. Yet in truth, 
given the enormous sacrifice and risks we took to do even 
one mitzvah during the Holocaust, all the more so must we 
devote ourselves to Torah today, in these times of freedom 
and luxury, when we have no obstacles to overcome. May 
we all be inspired to do so, and imbue these values in our 
children and grandchildren, our link to the future.

Continued from page 6
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By Dale Mason

Escape from Darkness
A Former Radical Muslim Reveals Secrets All Christians Must Know

As a former radical Muslim, who was heavily involved in 
the Iranian fundamentalist revolution, Daniel Shayesteh 

was once committed to exterminating Jews, Christians 
and other “infidels.” That was before his Creator became 
his Redeemer. His heart transformed by the love of Christ, 
Daniel is now a born-again Christian who is committed 
to helping others understand and properly respond to the 
Islamic faith.

He reveals the inconsistencies and alarming directives of 
Islam’s holy book and its’ associated worldview. Although 
Islam is the fastest growing religion in the world, the vast 
majority of “westerners” have a limited idea of what 
it really teaches. True followers of Allah (the Qur’an’s 
version of God) must be actively involved in the merciless 
extermination of Christians, Jews and other non-Muslims, 
yet communities across the whole world have naively 
welcomed thousands of new mosques. 

Muslims (followers of the Islamic faith) are widely 
recognized as sincere, but the Islamic holy book (the 
Qur’an) is read by only a fraction of those who live in 
Islamic societies. Just as America is called a Christian 
nation (yet few consistently read and follow the Bible) in 
most nations identified as Islamic, few consistently read and 
follow the Qur’an.

But there is much more that Christians need to know. The 
following questions and answers are derived primarily from 
a recorded studio conversation between Daniel Shayesteh 
and Ken Ham, the president of Answers in Genesis.

Interview

Daniel, let’s start by learning a bit about your 
background. What was life like for you as a child? 

Well, I grew up in northern Iran, near the Caspian Sea. 
I was raised in a nominal Islamic family. But my parents 
wanted me to be a good religious boy and they invested in 
my life. From a young age I was a practicing Muslim and by 
the age of nine I was able to recite the entire Qur’an (Koran) 
from the beginning to the end. And that made me somewhat 
famous in the area where I lived. 

What about your teen and college years? How 
did the fact that you had memorized the Muslim 
“bible” affect you?

In my teens, before finishing high school, I was a 
committed Muslim boy, carrying out my daily religious 
obligation as much I could. In the time of the Shah (the 
king of Iran), radicalism was an offense to the kingdom. 
Therefore, to be in contact with a radical Muslim leader was 
not easy. However, through my university years I was very 
active in the militant Free Islamic Revolutionary Movement. 
We helped oust the Shah of Iran in the late 1970s. I became 
a radical Muslim, closely followed the Ayatollah Khomeini 
and aided him in his rise to power.

So your group took control of the country. Why 
then did you escape Iran?

In 1980 my colleague Abolhassan Banisadr became 
the president of our country and I was elected to a seat in 

the Iranian parliament, but was not allowed to enter the 
parliament. The Ayatollah Khomeini and his radical religious 
clerics decided they wanted even more control of the 
government and they began in secret to terrorize and kill the 
political leaders. Eventually, the president escaped to France, 
but I was kidnapped at nighttime—my wife and family did 
not know where I was—and placed in a cell on death row 
with four other friends. It was a very terrible prison. It was 
a toilet, so painful you beg them to kill you. All four of my 
friends were hanged. But by what I later realized was God’s 
grace, I was freed from the prison and after two attempts, 
escaped from Iran into Turkey.

How did you become a Christian?
In Iran I studied and taught philosophy because I had 

always been interested in other philosophies and religions. 
Once in Turkey, I had the opportunity to read the Bible and 
God revealed Himself to me in an amazing way. Through an 
evangelical church in Turkey, God began a great revolution 
in my mind and my heart. The people in that church were 
so good to me and showed me that the God in the Bible is 
a personal God and you can have a relationship with Him 
here in this life on earth. All other religions and philosophies 
have left that for the afterlife. It was amazing, and I gave 
my heart to Jesus. It was a radical decision and it required a 
radical change. 

What about your wife?
You must understand that in Islam, it is a death sentence 

for you and very hard for your family if you convert to 
Christianity. At first my wife was very amazed and really 
angry that I had become a Christian. But, I prayed and 

prayed and begged the Lord and my wife to give her heart 
to Jesus. Soon, she did, after an amazing revelation of 
Christ to her. We both were radical Muslims who did many 
bad things and we would have in an instant been involved, 
directly or indirectly, in Jihad because that is the doctrine of 
Islam (Q.9:5, 29-30). Any true Muslim who does not support 
Jihad, is a sinner. But when we both gave our hearts to Jesus, 
we left Islam (the religion) and entered Christianity (the 
relationship with Jesus Christ). In time our three daughters 
chose to follow Jesus as well. 

How has life changed for your wife and your 
children?

Once we lived in darkness. In darkness, there is no true 
happiness. But now we live in the light, and in the light is 
true freedom and true joy and true happiness. My wife and 
daughters now understand that they were created equal to 
men, which is contrary to the Qur’an. They know that they 
are precious to God and because my heart has changed, they 
are so much more precious to me than they could have been 
if I had been true to the Qur’an and to the Islamic faith. 

Do you get threats on your life?
The biggest death threat is the one written in the Qur’an 

that says that all Christians, Jews and other infidels must 
be killed. But in addition to that, we do from time to time 
receive threats. Because I am speaking out and revealing 
the truth about Islam and Mohammed, I am a target. But 
the God of the Bible is sovereign, and if His eye is on the 
sparrow, we know that He is watching us, too. Our purpose 
is not to live safe, comfortable lives, but to live for Jesus and 
glorify God, whether in life or in death. It is the same for all 
Christians.

What does the Qur’an teach about the doctrine of 
Creation?

The Qur’an is a contradictory book. In one place, it says 
Allah created the world in 8 days. In other places, it says 4 
(Q.41:9, 10, 12). In other areas, it says God created heaven 
and earth in six days (Q.7:54; 10:3; 2:4; 50:38). The Qur’an 
does not have a chronological order. It jumps from one 
issue to another. 85% of it is from oral Christian and Jewish 
traditions and other religions and philosophies. Therefore, it 
really does not have a sound doctrine about Creation. 

What does the Qur’an say about the origin of man 
and woman?

Exactly the same as the Bible. He created man from dust 
and woman from his side. And in the Islamic doctrine that 
has really caused a problem for ladies, because they say 
she’s the crooked rib and you cannot really straighten her. 

So how do Muslims view women?
It varies in Muslim culture, but in terms of the Islamic 

religion the Qur’an declares women to be inferior to men 
(Q.2:228,282). Even some great Muslim scholars say that 
women are in the same category as mute animals. And in 
the Qu’ran it’s written you can beat your wife. You can lock 
your wife in a room until she dies. Like an animal, the man 
owns his wife (Q.4:34). Women are just “fields” for man’s 
production. You just put the seed there, you know, and it 
grows (like a field). Men can just use their wives the way 
they want. In tradition, Mohammed says ladies should not 
go out of their house. It says that if the husband at any time 

As part of his militant training, Daniel Shayesteh once taught terrorist 
techniques to young Islamic extremists.

Photo courtesy Daniel Shayesteh

Daniel’s wife and daughters, before conversion.
Photo courtesy Daniel Shayesteh

Mary, Daniel’s wife, also 
participated in militant training.

Photo courtesy Daniel Shayesteh

In the 1970s, Daniel supported the Ayatollah Khomeini and helped 
him rise to power.

Photo courtesy Daniel Shayesteh
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calls her to his bed, if she doesn’t go, she will be cursed. 
There are a whole lot of things about women. 

How do the women actually feel, then? I mean, 
what was it like for your wife before she became a 
Christian?

You see, Ken, there is a problem. Muslims think their 
religion is the last and perfect religion. Christianity and 
Judaism and Hinduism and Buddhism are all terrible because 
they all came before Islam. Muslims think that even though 
Allah is putting ladies down, Islam is the most perfect 
religion. They don’t know that Christianity elevates women 
to the same level as men. They don’t know that God loves 
them as much as the men. Some of the women that took my 
comparative religion courses in Australia eventually gave 
their heart to Christ. Some of them told me that these verses 
that are so humiliating in the Qur’an were really disturbing, 
but they couldn’t live in that doubt because they were afraid 
that Allah would curse them. They were afraid that they 
would be turned into stone or that their children would be 
treated harshly. They lived in fear.

Do they know of love?
Love is a strange thing in the Qur’an, in Islam. There is 

not a sense of relationship in Islam. Even in the Qur’an, 
Mohammed says not to treat your wives alike even though 
you may want to. Understand, I’m not talking about 
Middle Eastern culture. There are wonderful love stories in 
the culture. But not in the pages of the Qur’an. Not in the 
doctrine of Islam. In the Bible men are instructed to love 
their wives, but in the Qur’an it is just the opposite. To 
please Allah you must treat your wife like an animal and just 
use her as a field for reproduction. There are many Islamic 
traditions, but only one quotes Mohammad as having 
said: the most perfect in faith is he who is best in manner 
and kindest to his wife (Tirmidhi & Ibn Majah). However, 
Mohammad, who is the most perfect among all Muslims, did 
not treat his wives alike and decreed the beating of wives, as 
the Qur’an points out.

Does the Qur’an say that death came into the 
world because of sin? Does it say anything about 
the origin of death?

Islamic doctrine does not focus on original sin. But 
according to Allah, the original sin was here even before the 
creation. In other words, Allah is the cause of sin and death.

What does the Qur’an teach about the fall of 
mankind?

According to the Qur’an, Allah is the creator of sin. It was 
Allah who inspired sin in humankind, not Satan. And when 
we read the tradition of Islam, it says sin existed 40 years 
before the creation. It is true that in some areas of the Qur’an 
it says God created humans with free choice, but since it 
also says in chapter 91 that Allah inspired both debauchery 
and righteousness in man that really destroys the idea of free 
choice, doesn’t it? 

What has that led to? What do the Iranian people 
of today believe about origins?

They accept evolution. But they also still believe that 
Allah created. It has been 18 years since I have been back 

to Iran, but from what I know this inconsistent belief has 
not changed. They believe that man can be evolved from a 
monkey or something but it’s still the hand of God – like 
theistic evolution.

Does the Qur’an mention Noah or the Global 
Flood?

Yes, Noah is a famous prophet. It says Noah built a ship. 
It does not say anything about the flood covering the whole 
world. It says, “O earth swallow up the water and cease o 
heaven” (Q.11:44). This can be said even when a garden or 
a house, is flooded.

Are Muslims interested in finding Noah’s Ark 
today?

No. It is just interesting for the Christian world I think. 

In what style is the Qur’an written?
In the Arabic language and in a poetic style. It’s called 

Ghaseeda, which basically is a war poem. Hundreds of times 
it says to go and kill Jews and Christians and other infidels. 
It’s a book of war, which turns Muslims against the world.

Why do so few Muslims publicly discuss questions 
and concerns about the teachings of the Qur’an?

Simple. If you criticize the Qur’an, that’s the death 
penalty (Q.8:10-12 33:36). You can study it but you cannot 
question it. To point out mistakes or inconsistencies 
is seen as acting adversely to Allah and his Apostle 
(Mohammed). In the Qur’an, chapter 8 verse 12, it says 
that your fingers and your head should be chopped off. If 
even the scholars are asked about such things, they quickly 
change the discussion and go to another topic because, in 
Islam, you cannot question the authority of the Qur’an and 
Mohammed. There is tremendous pressure and fear—both 
within Islamic culture and especially within the religion 
of Islam—to never point out inconsistencies or criticize 
anything about the Qur’an. 

How does the Qur’an say a person can go to 
heaven?

In chapter 19 it says that Allah sends both the righteous 
and the unrighteous first to hell. From there, if their good 
deeds outweigh their bad deeds and if they are able to cross 
a tiny bridge to heaven, a bridge that is as thin as your hair, 
then they go to paradise. If not, they fall into the fire.

What does the Qur’an teach about the death and 
resurrection of Jesus?

It says that Jesus went to heaven without dying. He was 
not crucified. The Qur’an and the traditions say that Jews 
were trying to crucify Him, but Allah changed the face 
of one of them who were trying to kill Him and he was 
shouting “I’m not Jesus, I’m not Jesus, don’t kill me!” But 
people saw that he had the face of Jesus and they crucified 
him. At the same time Jesus without dying and without 
being crucified was taken to Heaven and He’s in Heaven 
now. (Read Q.4:175-178).

Where does the idea of there being assured 
passage to heaven and 70 virgins come from for 
these terrorists who kill themselves while killing 
Jews or Christians or pagans?

The idea of “70 virgins” comes in the Islamic traditions 
which are the narrations from Mohammad. The Qur’an 
doesn’t say 70 but it says many maidens (virgins) are the 
rewards for those involved in Jihad. Jihad is the Arabic word 

for “war” against non-Muslims. 

What are the main differences between Jesus 
Christ and Mohammed?

The Qur’an itself says that the great prophet Mohammed 
(approx. AD 570–632) was a sinner. It does not claim that 
he was divine. Mohammed did not know whether he would 
go to Heaven or to Hell (Q.46:9). But even the Qur’an says 
that Jesus was perfect and holy that He is the word and the 
spirit of God, and that Jesus is living in Heaven (Q.4:171; 
19:17-19). Many Muslims have come to the Lord Jesus and 
this is one of the reasons. That is the area where we have to 
challenge Muslims. Why should they follow a dead sinner 
when they can have a relationship with the living Son of 
God who was perfect and now lives in Heaven!

A lot of people in America and other western 
nations think that Islam is just another religious 
faith and that Muslims seem like nice people. 
What do you think about this?

You said, “Muslims seem like nice people.” But really 
this nice attitude does not come from Islam. It comes from 
the culture. But it’s very important for people in the west to 
understand that Islam is not a religion of peace. Any Muslim 
who doesn’t get involved in Jihad is sinning. That’s the 
doctrine of Islam. 

How should Christians respond to Muslims?
Our attitudes and responses to Muslims should get their 

power from the mission philosophy of Christ in order to 
touch their hearts: Muslims do know that God can save, but 
they do not know that God can save them now. Neither do 
they know that God has paid the price for their salvation and 
has prepared the way through Christ, for them to come back 
to Him (Romans 5: 18-19).

Muslims are sure that God is Almighty, Omnipresent 
and He controls everything now and forever, but they do 
not know that God is also able to give them assurance of 
salvation now. 

Ironically, Muslims do not know some of the 
characteristics which are mentioned about Jesus in the 
Qur’an itself. If they would take a moment and compare the 
Jesus of the Qur’an with Muhammad they would be shocked 
and amazed by the supremacy of Jesus. 

All Muslims believe that God must be given first priority. 
This could help Christians to convince them to open up their 
minds to learn about God. 

Religion in Islamic language means “the way.” Muslims 
need to be awakened to the fact that to discover “the way” 
involves searching with an open mind and open eyes. 

Muslims have not been encouraged to know their own 
religious Scriptures. In fact, one of the major obstacles that 
make it so hard for Muslims to understand the Christian faith 
is their lack of ability to compare the Qur’an to the Bible. 

(Daniel Shayesteh, Ph.D., studied in one of the universities in Tehran 
and later in Turkey and Australia. He holds a doctorate in international 
business. He has written two books. Today, he travels throughout the world 
to reveal the falsehood of Islam and shine the light of truth. Contact Dr. 
Shayesteh’s ministry Exodus from Darkness through its website at www.

Some of the laws of Sharia regarding women are: 

Daughters inherit a third of the fortune, boys two thirds. To get a 
divorce, a man just has to say three times he repudiates his wife. 
He then also automatically wins custody over the children when she 
remarries. A woman counts as half a man in giving evidence in a 
court of law. The wife must have sex whenever the husband wishes. 
Polygamy with up to four wives is permitted. Married men are allowed 
to have sex with their female concubines or slaves. In several Islamic 
countries a Muslim woman is not allowed to marry a non-Muslim man. 
However, Muslim men are allowed to marry non-Muslim women. Per 
Sharia, to protect morality and prevent sexual anarchy, women must 
cover their whole bodies, including their faces. Sharia opposes freedom 
of dress for women.

Once a radical Muslim political leader (left), Daniel Shayesteh now 
shares the love of Christ with others through his ministry, Exodus 
from Darkness (right).

Photo courtesy Daniel Shayesteh

Daniel Shayesteh
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Israel is the land of the future and the Jews are the people 
of the future, not because they are any better than other 

nations – all are equal before God – but because of the 
calling God has placed on them. This calling means blessing 
for every nation but it also provokes resistance, prejudice 
and evil.

The Land – A Protection for the People

Mankind’s worst atrocities have been continually vented 
upon the Jewish people. They have been scattered, despised 
refugees without a land. Now the situation has changed. 
They have Eretz Israel – a land to which they can return.

Just think of the many Jews who have said, If only we’d 
had a land somewhere, the holocaust could never have 
happened. The holocaust was a horrifying nightmare, but as 
a result the State of Israel became a welcome reality (now 
60 years ago). The Jews could then be on their way home 
again. Therefore, it is obvious that Israel is the best possible 
protection against anti-Semitism.

However, hostility remains. Anti-Semitism has taken on 
a new form and become anti-Zionism. Sometimes one can 
hear anti-Semites say, I have nothing against Jews, but I 
don’t like Israel or Zionism; as if one can treat the people 
and their land separately. This is impossible because they are 
inextricably joined together through the promises of God. 
Anti-Zionism is merely Anti-Semitism in another guise.

The Promised Land

How should a non-Jew react to Israel and the Jewish 
people? What should he think and feel about them? Is Israel 
merely the scene of religious history? Is it only a museum 
full of holy places for people to visit for a few days of 
edification? If so, then it makes no difference whether the 
land belongs to Jordan, whether it is called Palestine or is 
administered by the UN. It is no more than the sentimental 
focal point for different religions.

But this is not so. The land is forever linked to the people, 
to the promises and to God himself. All the promises are 
valid for the future too. The future is most important for both 
the people and the land. To consider the formation of the 
State of Israel as just a coincidence, reveals a grave degree 
of ignorance and unwillingness to understand the prophetic 
scriptures.

Israel’s very existence as a modern nation is a sheer 
miracle, and the fulfilled prophecies prove the reliability 
of God’s Word. This does not mean that you are to become 
a palm leaf-waving romantic, almost falling into a trance 
every time you hear the name Israel or meet a Jew! Many 
Israel-romantics have been disappointed to discover that 
Israel is a land like other lands, in that its people have 
attitudes, problems and difficulties like other peoples.

Today, it is not romanticism and sentimentality that are 
needed, but a realistic insight into what Israel is – and as a 
result, a resolute decision of firm friendship.

For or Against

Israel leaves no one untouched. However secularized 
people may be, the land of Israel and its people point not 
only to the existence of God, but also to His plans and 
promises for the whole of mankind.

There is something inevitable, something convincing about 
Israel, and there is also something that compels everyone to 
take a stand. The question is, which stand have you taken?

Throughout the Bible we can read of non-Jews who have 
blessed Israel. History too, provides many examples. Orde 
Wingate and Raoul Wallenberg are two of them. However, 
we are not concerned with heroic figures but with ordinary 
people and their decisions. Each of us must take a stand, and 
as time passes the more important and solemn that decision 
will become.

When Jews were herded off by the thousands to the 
concentration camps, only a few onlookers were prepared 

to side with them. The majority dropped their heads or 
looked away. The philosophy of shame reigned and many 
went around in silence, their consciences burning. But those 
who kept quiet and refused to protest were actually taking a 
stand. No one can remain neutral. Life is not neutral.

Some time ago, a friend of mine met a former SS soldier 
in Austria. Nervously, he took out photographs of his days 
as a young private on the eastern front. Apologetic and laden 
with guilt, he talked about Jew hunts, arrests and executions. 

I didn’t realize, he explained, I was so very young at the 
time. Everybody was doing it.

But his life was ruined. Memories dogged him ever since. 
He was like a hunted man. He seemed constantly on the 
watch for people who could relieve him of his memories 
and tell him everything was all right or that it was all just a  
bad dream

In spite of all the words that it will never be repeated, the 
risk of another holocaust still remains. Madmen deny it, 
others just forget it. But Arab anti-Semitism is as implacable 
and unrelenting as ever, while in the West, replacement 
theology with its sometimes hidden, sometimes blatantly 
open anti-Semitism, is rife in some circles.

Even those who say to bless Israel, display deep ignorance, 
and sometimes alarming indifference can be found. We have 
so many other things to think about, they say. There are 
other things to be involved in too, you know!

But if you want to be blessed, you must bless what God 
blesses and He is blessing Israel. If you want blessing, 
you must put first things first – what God puts first. 
God’s priorities are His land, His people and His plan  
of redemption.

Ruth – An Example

The book of Ruth describes a non-Jewish woman, a 
Moabitess. The account begins at a time of widespread 
famine in Israel. A woman named Naomi had left Bethlehem 
with her husband and sons, and moved to the land of Moab, 
to settle there. They had been uprooted and dispersed 
through drought and famine, just as many thousands of Jews 
were to be dispersed throughout the world in later years.

During this time, Naomi’s sons married Moabite women 
and her husband died. The family was assimilated, just as 
many other Jews have been assimilated in the lands of their 

dispersion in succeeding years. Eventually, Naomi’s sons 
also died, just as many Jews have died, far from Zion, during 
the centuries of the Diaspora.

It was then that Naomi heard that, The Lord had come 
to the aid of His people by providing food for them 
(Ruth 1:6). Similarly today, many Jews are hearing that 
God has come to the aid of His people and has begun to 
regather them.

Naomi decided to return to her own land, to her 
hometown. Her two daughters-in-law, Ruth and Orpah, 
accompanied her on the first stretch of the journey. She 
then gave them the opportunity to return to their native 
land. Orpah did so, but not Ruth.

“Look, said Naomi, your sister-in-law is going back 
to her people and her gods. Go back with her. But 
Ruth replied, Don’t urge me to leave you or to turn 
back from you. Where you go I will go, and where 
you stay I will stay, Your people will be my people and 
your God my God. Where you die I will die, and there 
I will be buried. May the Lord deal with me, be it ever 
so severely, if anything but death separates you and me. 
(Ruth 1:15-17)

Choose Blessing

This was Ruth’s decision, and her choice revealed several 
facts. Firstly, she realized that Naomi, a Jewess, ought to 
live in her own land. Secondly, she was aware that the God 
of Naomi was the Living God, and finally, she realized that 
Naomi’s people were her people. But Ruth was a Moabitess 
and not Jewish by birth. As a Moabitess, she was free to 
make her decision for or against the Jews. She could bless 
or curse them; support and help them; or remain indifferent, 
busy with other matters and go her own way. Ruth chose to 
bless, and was blessed herself. Through her, David was born, 
a future King of Israel and a type of the Messiah.

Because of her decision, Ruth was given an important 
place in God’s ongoing revelation of Himself. She was a 
necessary instrument, a part in His overall plan.

However, Ruth could not be a blessing until she had made 
her choice. She weighted the matter carefully and made her 

Continued on page 11

By Ulf Ekman

Ruth’s Decision
10
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decision. It was thorough and radical. Her decision changed 
her life, her future, her place and way of living; in fact, 
everything. It was not a rushed, emotional choice, but one 
that was based on lifelong devotion.

The same decision is ours today, and that of the Christian 
church at large. We stand at the threshold of that decision.

On the one hand, we can choose to go back with Orpah 
to the influence and spirit of this world with its opinions 
and attitudes. Unfortunately, some will do it. Their choice 
will be marked by a growing coolness toward Israel and a 
ready condoning of anti-Semitism. Finally, they will become 
religious pawns in the game against Israel and against God.

For our part, we can choose to go the way of Ruth. This 
implies the realization that the land of Israel belongs to the 
Jewish people. It means that the God of Abraham, Isaac and 
Jacob is ours, and that His words and promises in the Bible 
are of absolute and immediate relevance today. It means that 
the Church must make the cause of the Jews its own.

Having made that decision, even if some become cooler, 
distancing themselves and backing down, Israel will still 
know that she has friends. They will be true friends who 
will not let her down, manipulate her or have hidden,  
false motives.

These people will be motivated by God’s Word, His 
promises and by His love that is poured out in their hearts. 
This love asks for nothing in return and is not scheming or 
calculating. It is a selfless love, not dependent on a response, 
but motivated by God’s faithfulness to His people and  
His promises. 

When you have made your decision, what is your next step?

Pray for the peace of Jerusalem. Pray for the peace 
of Jerusalem: May those who love you be secure. May 
there be peace within your walls and security within your 
citadels. For the sake of my brothers and friends, I will 
say, Peace be within you. For the sake of the house of the 
Lord our God, I will seek your prosperity. (Psalm 122:6-9)

Bless the seed of Abraham. I will bless those who bless 
you, and whoever curses you I will curse; and all people 
on earth will be blessed through you. (Gen. 12:3)

Comfort, support and encourage the people of God. 
Comfort, comfort My people, says your God. Speak 
tenderly to Jerusalem, and proclaim to her that her hard 
service has been completed, that her sin has been paid 
for, that she has received from the Lord’s hand double 
for all her sins. (Isa 40:1-2)

Oppose every form of anti-Semitism and anti-Zionism. 
Spread correct information concerning Israel and the 
Jewish people. Do not boast over those branches. If you 
do, consider this: You do not support the root, but the 
root supports you. (Rom 11:18)

Support Israel and the regathering of the Jewish 
people financially. Surely the islands look to me; in the 
lead are the ships of Tarshish, bringing your sons from 
afar, with their silver and gold, to the honor of the Lord 
our God, the Holy One of Israel, for He has endowed 
you with splendor. Foreigners will rebuild your walls, 
and their kings will serve you. Though in anger I struck 
you, in favor I will show you compassion. (Isa 60:9-10)

Aliens will shepherd your flocks; foreigners will work 
your fields and vineyards. (Isa 61:5)

When the Church recognizes its place in praying for 
and supporting the Jewish people, God will be given even 
better conditions for the completion of His work with Israel. 
However, this will mean a change for the Church, as well as 
for Israel.

Just as Peter had difficulties understanding that the Gospel 
should spread to the Gentiles, so too, many Christians will 
find it hard to understand when the initiative returns to the 
Jewish people. But whoever listens to the Spirit and searches 
the Scriptures will see how all things converse and move 
toward their prophesied end. God’s plan for the Jews will be 
gloriously fulfilled.

(Source: Jews, People of the Future by Ulf Ekman,Word of Life 
Publications. Ulf Ekman is pastor of the dynamic Word of Life Church, 
Uppsala, Sweden, and President of Word of Life Bible Center, Europe’s 
largest Bible school. His books are published in over twenty languages)
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Happy Birthday, Israel

I am a Zionist
I belong to a people who brought 

the Bible to the world, transmitting 
the tradition of the Torah, the Ten 
Commandments, and the idea of One 
God from generation to generation. 

I am part of an ancient nation that 
reclaimed its homeland two thousand 
years after being expelled from it, 
rising up like a phoenix from the ashes 
and impotence of the Holocaust. 

I am a citizen of a country that 
has gathered in her scattered people, 
taking in refugees from one hundred 
nations, rescuing the persecuted and 
the impoverished, welcoming idealists 
and adventurers and restless wanderers 
who chose to join her, like me. 

I am defended by the IDF, the finest 
small fighting force in the world, 
a citizens’ army with high moral 
standards and purity of arms second to 
no other nation. 

I am grateful to merit Jerusalem 
as my capital, the place to which 
our people have always  turned, the 
city that our soldiers reunited and 
redeemed from desecration after our 
enemies destroyed her synagogues 
and sacred sites, using her  shrines as 
garbage dumps and the tombstones of 
our ancestors to line their sewers. 

I am grateful to walk the streets in a 
land where a Jew can wear a skullcap 
or a Star of David or a black robe 
without fearing ridicule or persecution 
or even looks askance. 

I speak and understand Hebrew, the 
sacred tongue of Holy Writ, a “dead 
language” revived by our people so 
that our nation would have a common 
basis for communication. I am proud 
that every child can read the Torah in 
its original form. 

I raise my children in schools where 
the victories and tragedies of our people 
are remembered, where the holidays 
celebrate our God and our traditions.   

I participate in the only democracy 
in a region of the world where 
freedom of expression and human 
rights are otherwise absent. 

I live in a land where I can speak of 
our national flaws, our social failings, 
our fallible leaders – and there are 
many, many of each – without fear 
of being censored, imprisoned or  
executed. 

I am proud that our country is 
hated by some of the most vicious, 
cruel, backward, repressive, terror-
supporting dictatorships in the world. 

I am proud that the morally vapid 
governments of Europe, Africa, and 

Asia, along with the UN in which their 
majorities rule, have nothing better to 
do than to condemn us. 

I am proud that our strongest ally 
is the greatest nation in the world, 
and proud that its people and its 
elected representatives stand by us 
and prevent us from isolation and 
condemnation by lesser nations with 
weaker moral fiber. 

I am proud of our entrepreneurial 
accomplishments, our research, our 
technologies, our innovative products. 

I am proud of our artists, our 
musicians, our authors, our athletes, 
and our pilots. I’m proud of our 
national airline, and its legendary 
security checks, and I’m proud that 
by now they let me pass with a few 
perfunctory questions. 

I am proud of my fellow citizens, 
who have shown such grace and 
courage under fire, refusing to allow 
their love of life and their passion 
for freedom to be sapped by death-
seeking, freedom-hating terrorists. 

I am proud of our compassionate 
leftists, and our patriotic rightists. I’m 
proud of our unbending ultra-Orthodox 
and our ultra-rational secularists. 

I’m proud of our pioneering settlers 
and our peace-seeking activists. I am 
proud that we are a stiff-necked people. 

I belong to a people who dwell 
alone, yet shine a light unto the world. 
We may not always be right, but we’re 
never as wrong as our enemies claim. 
And even when we are wrong, we 
are a nation that seeks to make things 
right. 

Our people holds the birthright to the 
land on which we live, inscribed in the 
Bible, well proven by archaeological 
excavations, and verified by the 
investment of agricultural, industrial, 

and financial investments we have 
made, sealed by our sweat and by our 
blood, by our tears of sorrow and of 
joy, to develop and defend our country. 

We stretch out our hands in peace to 
our Arab neighbors, in full knowledge 
that they rejected the UN Partition 
in 1947, invaded our fledgling state 
in 1948, tried to strangle us in 1967, 
surprised us on Yom Kippur in 1973. 

We pray for a just settlement with 
the Palestinian people, even though 
from the inception of the PLO in 
1964, before the conquests of the Six 
Day War, their leadership has been 
dedicated to liberating Palestine, 
which means eliminating Israel. 

We have endured from the 
Palestinians unceasing terror attacks 
ever since, and despite all political 
agreements and diplomatic initiatives, 
we see that the Palestinians continue 
to incite their people to despise us and 
to aspire to destroying us.

We have offered to share our land 
with our neighbors, but we will not 
give land to be used to drive us into 
the sea. 

Even if hundreds of millions of 
people hate us, even if some nations 
pray we did not exist, even if some of 
our enemies won’t rest till they kill us 
and many in the rest of the world don’t 
give a damn, I couldn’t be prouder. We 
have come home, and this is it. 

I am an Israeli, a citizen of the one 
and only Jewish homeland. I thank 
God that I was a born in a time when I 
could fulfill the dream of two thousand 
years to return to Zion. 

I am a Zionist, a believer and 
supporter and defender of our reborn 
nation. 

(Originally Published on Independence Day,  
May 13, 2002)

By Reuven Koret
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Worlds largest flag - Israel

deter Iran, or whether Israel will have to cope alone 
with this latest existential dilemma. 

The danger may be less immediate than the eve-of-
destruction scenario that brought my rabbi to his pulpit 
on Yom Kippur in 1973. But the potential for destruction 
is, if anything, more acute. 

This time, though, Israel is only the first of the 
potential targets. Iran, the country that is fuelling the 
indoctrination of young Muslim minds the world over, 
the state sponsor of the kind of terrorism that saw British-
raised Muslims blow up London’s public transport 
system in 2005, already has missiles with the range 
to hit every town in Israel. But it is gradually bringing 
Europe and even America into range as well. Apart from 
castigating and misrepresenting Israel in his UN speech 
last year, Ahmadinejad also took aim at the free world’s 

“monopolistic powers” for what he called their abuses 
since the Second World War, urging them to “return from 
the path of arrogance and obedience to Satan” or face 
“the same calamities that befell the people of the distant 
past”. Israel marks its 60th anniversary facing a potent 
threat to its never-assured modern incarnation. But the 
entire free world has a direct, overwhelming stake in its 
survival. 

The more widely this is internalized and becomes 
central to international policy-making, the better for all 
of us who, in contrast to the Iranian-inspired extremists 
with their self-described lust for death, relish the right to 
freedom and delight in the divine gift of life. 

(Source: Telegraph.co.uk -  David Horovitz is the editor of The 
Jerusalem Post)  
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Churchill and the Jews
One of his finest hours. 

Sir Martin Gilbert is a renowned British 
historian, as well as Winston Churchill’s 

official biographer. He is the author of 72 
books, including many devoted to Israeli and 
Jewish history, among them The Holocaust: 
A History of the Jews of Europe During the 
Second World War, Israel: A History and 
Kristallnacht: Prelude to Destruction. 

His latest book, Churchill and the Jews: 
A Lifelong Friendship, provides a road map 
of the statesman’s intricate relationship with 
Jewish personalities and issues during his 
lifetime. It also unites Gilbert’s two primary 
interests - Churchill and the Jewish people. 

Although operating in a cultural milieu in 
which anti-Semitism was rampant among 
Europe’s ruling elites, Gilbert demonstrates 
how Churchill differed greatly from his 
peers, who were critical of Jews and 
Zionism, and scoffed at even the remotest 
suggestion of a homeland for the Jewish 
people in Palestine. Indeed, Churchill had 
close familial ties with prominent British 
and European Jews, and once remarked 
that the Jewish people were “the most 
formidable and most remarkable race which 
has appeared in the world.” 

World Jewish Digest recently spoke with 
Gilbert about Churchill’s diplomatic role 
in the establishment of a Jewish state, his 
unflinching support for the Zionist enterprise 
and his legacy, which resounds even today. 

World Jewish Digest (WJD): Could you 
briefly explain the ways in which Churchill 
advocated for a Jewish homeland in 
Palestine? 

Sir Martin Gilbert (SMG): His principal 
involvement began in 1921 when Prime 
Minister Lloyd George appointed him as 
colonial secretary with special responsibility 
for working out the rules and regulations 
of the Palestine mandate with regard to 
the Jewish national homeland. The first 
[notable] decision he made was to give the 
Zionists...monopoly power to modernize the 
country - to harness the waters of the Jordan 
and Yarkon rivers for electrical power, 
which not only would create employment 
for both Jews and Arabs, but also enable 
the Jews to begin to plan for substantial 
urban and rural development in Palestine. 
Although Churchill’s decision led to fierce 
anti-Semitic outbursts against him in the 
British House of Commons, he unfailingly 
maintained it because he truly believed the 
Zionists would make something special of 
Palestine. He stressed over and over that 
it was the British government’s duty, and 
to a certain extent the British taxpayer’s 
obligation, to make sure that the Jews could 
build up the industrial potential of Palestine. 

JD: What factors, in your opinion, 
convinced Churchill that ‘the Zionists would 
make something special of Palestine’? 

SMG: There are a couple of reasons. 
First, he had this very short but very intense 
period where he was a member of parliament 
for Manchester Northwest in 1904. During 
that time, he was deeply impressed by 
the ethical and communal standards of its 
Jewish community. Second, his admiration 
for the Jews was reinforced during his 1921 
trip to Palestine. There was this episode, 
which I found in the archives of Rishon 
Le-Zion [an early Jewish settlement], related 
to Churchill’s visit. A debate had gone on 
before his arrival between the old-timers 
and the newcomers. The old-timers said, 

‘Look, we’ve got an opportunity. The 
British minister is coming. Let’s tell him all 
our problems - the fact that the Arabs are 
attacking us, that the weather isn’t good, 
etc.’ But the newcomers said, ‘No, not at all. 
Let’s show him instead what we’re capable 
of doing,’ which is exactly what they did. 
Churchill again was deeply impressed. In 
fact, the first thing he tells parliament when 
he gets back to London is that he’s seen 
these people and their enthusiasm, and states 
unequivocally, ‘I defy anybody to say that 
[they] should be at the mercy of Arab attacks 
from outside.’ 

Given that he had seen the idealism of 
Zionism firsthand, he believed the British 

government was right to commit itself to a 
Jewish national homeland and he argued 
strongly for it. His 1922 White Paper, 
[the parliamentary paper enunciating the 
British government’s policy], that stated 
that ‘the Jews are in Palestine of a right; 
not on sufferance,’ was eventually passed 
by the House of Commons and the League 
of Nations. This led to the immigration into 
Palestine of 300,000 Jews. 

WJD: Why did Zionism attract Churchill’s 
personal sympathy?

SMG: First of all, Churchill, like many 
of his contemporaries, was deeply versed 
in the Bible, but unlike many of his 
contemporaries, the biblical stories were 
not simply something he had read and 
vaguely remembered. They were something 
he had read, remembered and, if you like, 
dramatized. For him, God’s promise to the 
Jews was something that had really taken 
place and which he could recite at any time. 

In my book...I give some excerpts from 
his 1931 article in the Sunday Chronicle 
about Moses, which takes issue with people 
who say that Moses was only an allegorical 
figure. Churchill said, ‘No, not at all. This 
is reality and [his identity and leadership 
were] a genuine historical event.’ But what 
had excited him about the Moses story was, 
on the one hand, the Jewish destiny -- God’s 
promise to the Jews -- and, on the other, 
Jewish ethics. 

There’s an extraordinary passage by 
Churchill with reference to the latter in a 
speech he gave in Jerusalem in 1921, which 
dumbfounds me every time I read it. He 
said, ‘We owe to the Jews in the Christian 
revelation a system of ethics, which, even 
if it were entirely separated from the 
supernatural, would be incomparably the 
most precious possession of mankind, worth 

in fact the fruits of all other wisdom and 
learning put together. On that system and 
by that faith there has been built out of the 
wreck of the Roman Empire the whole of our 
existing civilization.’ That’s an extraordinary 
thing to say, especially in public. 

In addition, I cannot stress enough the 
importance of the few days Churchill spent 
throughout Palestine in 1921. The contrast 
between the extraordinary negative points of 
view put forth by the Palestinian Arabs and 
the equally positive ones put forth by the 
Zionists struck him enormously. Churchill 
didn’t like negativism and he couldn’t 
comprehend why the Palestinian Arabs were 
being so negative. It’s quite curious. If you 
have a look at what the Palestinian Arabs 
told him, you’ll find that three or four are 
actually in the Hamas Charter today, such 
as the world Jewish conspiracy and so on 
and so forth. That said, the Palestinian 
Arabs just made a bad impression on him 
and subsequently, he became very negative 
toward them; in modern terms, almost racist. 
When Churchill spoke to the Palestinian 
Arabs, he actually said to them, ‘You’ve 
got to help the Zionists. They’re people of 
quality and inasmuch as they’ll succeed, 
you’ll succeed. Without them you won’t 
succeed.’ 

WJD: Why did Churchill, unlike other 
British government officials during his day, 
refuse to make concessions to Arab states or 
to promote policies that favored the Arabs at 
the expense of the Jews? 

SMG: Churchill didn’t like bullying or 
appeasement from weakness or fear. In the 
1930’s, he was totally against the British 
government’s policy of appeasement toward 
both Germany and the Arab states. In fact, 
Neville Chamberlain and his government 
and cabinet committees were very fearful 
of the Arabs, saying, ‘Look, the Saudis are 
against us. The Muslims in India are against 
us. The Egyptians, who had just become 
independent in 1936, are against us.’ This 
led Chamberlain to make the appalling 
statement: ‘If we must offend one side, then 
let’s offend the Jews rather than the Arabs.’ 
Now, Churchill couldn’t accept that. In 
his speech against the 1939 White Paper, 
which restricted Jewish immigration and 
ended effectively Jewish land purchase in 
Palestine, he responded by saying, ‘We’re 
groveling to these people because they’re 
threatening us, but we’ve given our pledge 
to the Jews. How will they react? How will 
Hitler react if we renege on our pledge to 
the Jews? What value will there be in our 
commitments if we don’t honor this one?’ 

WJD: This was a great sign of moral 
clarity on Churchill’s behalf... 

SMG: Yes, I think so, but you must 
understand that in 1939, these Arab 
countries, led by Saudi Arabia as they 
are now in a curious way, were putting 
tremendous pressure on the British 
government. 

WJD: Did you discover anything while 
researching Churchill & the Jews that 
surprised even you? 

SMG: I think the thing that blew me 
away was when the Conservative [party] 
leadership in May 1940 was discussing who 
would succeed Neville Chamberlain in a 
time when the war in Europe was at a climax 
and Britain was in great danger. I found in 
the papers of the leading conservative Sir 

By Amy K. Rosenthal

Continued on page 13

Sir Winston Churchill
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European Media Hostility to Israel Has 
Anti-Semitic Roots 

Canada will continue to stand by Israel

Orly’s Victory

A “pretty strong degree of anti-Semitism” 
in Europe is at the root of the hostile 

coverage Israel receives in parts of the 
European media, media mogul Rupert 
Murdoch said recently.

Murdoch, owner of broadcasting and 
print media throughout the world, was in 
Israel as part of the state’s 60th birthday 
celebrations. He made the comments in an 
interview with The Jerusalem Post.

Murdoch added: “If you go to the BBC, 
the French press, places like that - they 
start as hostile, and it’s very difficult to 
overcome. But you’ve just got to press on 
and do what you can.”

Almost the only prominent media in the 
world that give Israel a fair hearing are 
those belonging to Murdoch: Fox TV, The 
New York Post, The Wall Street Journal, 
the British tabloid The Sun. Even Murdoch, 
however, has at times had to struggle to 
keep some blatantly anti-Israel coverage, 
occasionally bordering on the anti-Semitic, 
out of his European media, which includes 

the Sky News network and The Times of 
London.

And the Fox News ticker tape refers to 
Palestinian terrorists who bomb Israeli 
towns as “militants,” while terrorists 
elsewhere in the world are referred to by it 
as terrorists.

Impressed with Israeli Spirit and 
Resilience 

Rupert Murdoch was in Israel recently 
for Shimon Peres’s “Facing Tomorrow” 
presidential conference.

In a briefing that I attended in Jerusalem, 
Murdoch praised Israel for using its 
“human capital to make up for the lack  
of natural resources and help carve a 
modern society and a technological leader 
out of desert.”

 To help maximize that Israeli human 
capital, he said he would join a task 
force that would explore setting up a new 
Jerusalem high school for technological 

excellence together with Mort Zuckerman, 
owner of the (rival) New York Daily News, 
and Leslie Wexner, owner of Victoria’s 
Secret and other clothing chains.

Murdoch, 77, also said he has spent 
two days before the conference “privately 
walking the streets of Tel Aviv and 
Jerusalem” and had been very impressed 
with the Israeli spirit and resilience and the 
progress the country had made.

However, he noted, “Israel has this huge 
problem of hostile neighbors, financed and 
promoted by an Iran which has unlimited 
money and is led by Islamic extremism.”

“Islamic extremism is going to be 
around for a long time,” he added. “The 
greatest danger is if nuclear weapons were 
to fall into the hands of non-government 
extremists, who wouldn’t hesitate to put 
a bomb onto Tel Aviv or New York City. 
That’s by far the biggest danger to the 
world.”

The Canadian government has consistently stood by Israel – 
even when it wasn’t popular to do so – and will continue 

to support the Jewish community in the future, Prime Minister 
Stephen Harper said recently at an event to commemorate 
Israel’s 60th anniversary. 

Any militant groups that threaten Israel and its right to exist 
also threaten Canada, Harper said to a standing ovation, one 
of several that he received from a crowd of about 7,000 at a 
hockey arena in Toronto. 

“As the last world war showed, hate-fuelled bigotry against 
some is ultimately a threat to us all and must be addressed 
wherever it may lurk,” he said during a 10-minute speech.

“In this ongoing battle, Canada stands side by side with the 
state of Israel, our friend and ally in the democratic family of 
nations.” 

Earlier in the day, Palestinian-Canadians said the anniversary 
celebrations were an insult to the millions of Palestinians living 
in exile or as refugees. 

They said they would be marking “al Nakba” – the 
catastrophe –to remind Canadians of their plight. 

“The uprooting of a whole people from their homes in 
Palestine in 1948 by a carefully executed and externally 

supported plan is unprecedented in modern history,” said Dr. 
Farid Ayad, president of Palestine House. 

“The inhabitants of 531 towns and villages were forcibly 
evicted from their homes by the Zionist forces.”

Harper did say that he and everyone hopes that Israelis and 
Palestinians can one day live in peace. 

“Let us resolve as Canadians to do whatever we can to 
support Israelis and their neighbors in their quest for a better 
future,” he said. 

Harper has lent his support to Israel in the past and in July 
2006 said the nation had a right to defend itself after military 
incursions into Lebanon. 

The Israeli military was responding to rocket attacks by 
Hezbollah militants and the kidnapping of two of its soldiers 
and its actions “under the circumstances has been measured,” 
Harper said at the time. 

But those comments outraged members of Canada’s Arab 
communities who called Harper’s support for Israel “hostile.”

A dinner event that Public Security Minister Stockwell Day 
had been invited to was cancelled in an act of protest.

(Source: The Canadian Press)

For five days the doctors battled to save 
the life of Orly Virani, who sustained 

serious injuries in the suicide attack on the 
Matza Restaurant in March 2002. They 
were very pessimistic about her chances to 
survive. Today 27 year old Orly is happily 
married and expecting her first son.

On 31 March 2002 Orly met her good 
friend, Daniel Menchel, for lunch. A 
suicide terrorist entered the restaurant and 
blew himself up, killing Daniel and 14 
other victims. Orly was badly injured. Orly 
had a hard time recuperating from both her 

physical injuries and the emotional trauma, 
and six months later she immigrated to 
Germany. “I felt as if I could no longer 
bear living in Israel”, she explained. “I was 
totally overcome by my fears, and I decided 
to go to my aunt in Munich.”

While in Germany Orly met and married 
Sven. Today she is seven months pregnant 
and the couple are expecting their first-born 
son. Last week she visited Rambam 
hospital for medical tests and decided to 
use the opportunity to close the circle by 
visiting the place where her life changed 

so drastically. “I had very serious injuries,” 
she recalls. “My body was full of shrapnel, 
and I was told that the survival rate for 
someone with these injuries was less than 
20%. Nobody then spoke about the chances 
of pregnancy and having a child, but I 
knew I would survive. I’m strong. I knew 
I would survive, and any moment now I’m 
about to become a mother. Who would have 
believed it! For me, coming for a pregnancy 
check up to Rambam Hospital, where 
I fought for my life, is a great victory.” 
(Yediot Ha’haronot)

By Tom Gross

By Eitan Glickman

Continued from page 12

Samuel Hoare a slip of paper that listed the 
reasons why Churchill would not make a 
suitable prime minister. One of them was his 
‘pro-Zionist stance on Jewish land purchase.’ 
The idea that this should be a reason for him 
not becoming prime minister of Britain, 
at a time when Britain needed, if you like, 
someone of his obvious qualities, is truly 
unbelievable. 

WJD: The State of Israel will celebrate its 
60th anniversary this year. As a historian, 
what, if anything, would you like to stress 
about its first six decades? 

SMG: Israel is a young state and young 
states have to think initially in terms of 
survival. Look, 60 years after the foundation 
of the United States, it was still fighting a 
war with Britain. Sixty years constitute a 
short time, particularly for a country like 
Israel, which has neighbors and enemies 
who are not giving it much of a chance. 
That said, I think another very difficult 
problem for Israel, which is something that 
doesn’t generally affect newer states, is the 
occupation since 1967. One wouldn’t wish 
being an occupying power on anybody. It 
happened by accident. Israel was not seeking 
to be the ruler. It happened and this means 
that it’s a burden. 

WJD: In your opinion, is Israel in need of 
a Churchill at present? 

SMG: I hope Israel has the leaders today 
that it needs. I think that’s all you can say. 
You just have to hope and pray that the ones 
they’ve got are the right ones.

WJD: There have been numerous books 
since 9/11 that equate the battle against 
radical Islam as similar to that against 
Nazism. Do you think Churchill would draw 
the same parallel if he were alive today?

SMG: What they have in common, for 
whatever reason, is that both of them have 
decided that the most effective demon is 
the Jew. All I can say is that Churchill was 
a persistent opponent of anti-Semitism. In 
addition, he didn’t feel that religion should 
be militant. Churchill had seen what we 
today call militant Islam in its worst form. 
As a soldier on the Pakistan-Afghan border 
in 1897, he had seen the most terrible things, 
which had been carried out by Muslim 
fanatics in that area. He had that experience. 

WJD: As Churchill’s official biographer, 
what do you consider to be his principal 
legacy?

SMG: His personal legacy was that 
you have to try to overcome and get past 
setbacks and rejections. In other words, you 
mustn’t give up if you believe in something 
strongly, especially if you see that something 
as contributing toward the well-being of 
mankind. 

WJD: What, according to you, is the 
foremost message that Jews and non-Jews 
should draw from your book Churchill and 
the Jews? 

SMG: Jews should draw a lesson that 
they do have some friends, but that the 
friends they have can often be in deep 
trouble for being their friends. For non 
Jews, I think the lesson is that Zionism is 
not racism. Zionism is not some aberration; 
nor is it neo-colonialism. Churchill,  
who wasn’t a soft, starry-eyed person but 
a man with a fine head on his shoulders, 
understood this. 

This article originally appeared in WorldJewish 
Digest.com (Amy K. Rosenthal is a writer for the Italian 
conservative daily Il Foglio. She lives between Rome 
and Jerusalem)

Elie Wiesel warns Iran’s first nuke would hit Tel Aviv

Nobel Peace Prize Laureate Elie Wiesel warned during a recent renewable energy summit at Tel Aviv 
University that Iran’s first bomb will hit Tel Aviv if Iran gets nuclear weapons. He added that Iranian 

President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad should be stopped from obtaining nuclear capabilities. “One thing is 
painfully clear. If something will happen here in Israel,” the Jewish people and interests worldwide will be 
in danger, said Wiesel. “What can be done against anti-Semitism? Against hate?” questioned Wiesel during 
his speech, pointing out that anyone can appeal for genocide via the Internet and not be stopped. President 
Shimon Peres also addressed the conference, insisting Israel needs to use solar energy instead of 
Arab oil because it “is not a member of the Arab league” and the dramatic rise in oil prices is funding 
terrorism. Former US Vice President Al Gore also spoke and said everyone in the world is accountable for 
safeguarding “God’s creation for prosterity,” reported The Jerusalem Post.
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Nowhere To Run
One woman’s experience of Israel’s 

national nightmare. 
You’ve come to Passaic, New Jersey, for 

a meeting in a community center. You sit 
down around the table with a dozen other 
people. Suddenly you hear an air raid siren. 
Terror grips everyone’s face. They jump up 
and dart out of the room. They yell to you, 
“Run! We have 15 seconds!” You dash after 
them, towards a safe room at the end of the 
corridor. Crowded inside, the people hold 
their breath, waiting for the rocket to land. 
Total silence. Then an explosion. 

All the people frantically dial their 
cell phones, trying to locate their family 
members. It isn’t safe to go out yet, they tell 
you, because often these attacks come in 
pairs. After several nerve-racking minutes, 
people file out and return to their jobs. Your 
meeting proceeds quickly, tensely. Twenty 
minutes later, the air raid siren goes off 
again, and the whole scene is repeated.

Could you live like this? Would you 
wonder: “Why should I have to?” 

This scene is the daily reality for the 
22,000 Jews who live in Sderot, a town in 
Israel’s western Negev desert. One mile 
away is the Gaza Strip, controlled for the last 
year by the democratically elected terrorist 
organization Hamas.

Trying to ignore

Toronto resident Rachelle Bronfman came 
to Israel last October for a vacation. Leaving 
behind her husband and three children, she 
came for a ten-day “Women’s Mission.” 
She had been to Israel many times before, 
but this time she just wanted to have a good 
time, without getting involved in any of 
Israel’s sticky issues. 

Then her cell phone rang. The caller 
identified himself as Alon Davidi and asked 
if Rachelle could come and look at his 
project. She didn’t want to get involved. 
“Just fax me,” she tried to brush him off. 
Alon insisted that his project was too big to 
describe by fax. He persuaded Rachelle to 
meet him in Jerusalem.

Alon explained that he is the head of the 
Sderot Defense Council, a NGO he started 
to help his fellow residents in the embattled 
town deal with the traumas of their children 
and themselves. He opened up his laptop and 
starting showing Rachelle pictures of what’s 
happening in Sderot: wrecked living rooms 
with rocket-pierced holes in the ceilings, 
elderly people crouching for cover, children 
with the panicked faces Rachelle had seen 
only in movie theaters during a horror film. 

“I knew in the back of my mind,” recalls 
Rachelle, “that when Israel pulled out of 
Gush Katif there would be rocket attacks 
into Israel’s borders, but I didn’t want to deal 
with it and I tried to ignore it. As I talked to 
this person who lives in Sderot about the 
people and damages, it was hard to ignore it. 
He asked if I would come to Sderot. I said, 
‘Okay, I’ll come. I owe it to these people at 
least to go.’”

Rachelle asked other women in her group 
to join her. Seven women agreed to forego 
shopping that day and instead go to Sderot. 
Alon sent a minivan for them. A mere hour 
and a half after leaving Jerusalem, they had 
crossed the width of the country and were on 
the battlefront. 

Alon took them around to see his projects, 
all geared to give a psychological respite 
from the 24/7 tension of living under 
intermittent barrages of rocket fire. “People 
are terrified to come out of their apartments,” 

Rachelle explains, “so Alon organizes local 
programs for the children. He also takes 
them to Tel Aviv and Jerusalem for a day – a 
day without having to worry for their lives. 
I decided then and there that I had to do 
something.”

Rachelle returned to Toronto and 
organized, with help from the local UJA, a 
giant rally in support of Sderot. The rally, 
attended by 2500 people, featured a live 
hook up to Sderot, so people in Toronto 
could hear Sderot residents describing their 
trauma-filled lives. Keynote speaker Alan 
Dershowitz asserted that Sderot is one of 
the world’s worst human rights disasters, 
as innocent people living within the 
internationally recognized borders of their 
own country are simply sitting ducks for 
enemy attacks.

Last Thursday Rachelle returned to Sderot 
to ascertain that the money she had raised 
was being properly used to alleviate the 
stress of the local residents. She arrived at 
10 AM and went directly to a meeting at 
the community center. Suddenly the air raid 
siren went off. Fifteen seconds to get to safe 
shelter! Rachelle dashed after the others into 
the safe room. 

“The worst part,” recalls Rachelle, “was 
to see grown men with terror in their eyes. 
These are men who have served in the Israeli 
army. But they were terrified.” 

Every time Rachelle sat down for a 
meeting, the air raid siren shrieked again 
– six times in less than four hours. “It was 
scary,” she testifies. “You have less than 15 
seconds to get to safety. If you’re walking 
in the street, or driving in a car, or taking a 
shower – there’s no place to go! Then you 
hear the boom of the rocket exploding. And 
everyone dials their cell phones, desperately 
calling their children. Where are you? Are 
you safe? Looking at this scene, I couldn’t 
believe it was real.”

Finally someone told Rachelle that she 
had to leave -- it was too dangerous to 
stay in Sderot. Her hosts took her toward 
the minivan for her return to Jerusalem. 
Suddenly the siren went off. People glanced 

in all directions around the parking lot. 
Where to run? Someone located a shelter 
at the far corner. They ran as if their lives 
depended on it –because they did. 

This shelter was a concrete roof with two 
walls. Two sides were completely open 
for instant access to fleeing pedestrians. 
Rachelle was told to huddle down and put 
her arms over her head. If the rocket hit next 
to one of the open sides, the shrapnel would 
injure them all. She heard the rocket explode 
somewhere blocks away. They waited to 
make sure a second rocket was not on its 
way. Then they sprinted to the minivan. 

Rachelle’s hosts told her driver to drive 
very fast on the access road leading out of 
Sderot because there are no bomb shelters 
along that road. Rachelle and eight other 
people got in. The minivan careened out of 
town at top speed. 

The driver floored it on the access road. 
Suddenly the siren went off. He screeched 
to a stop. Everyone leapt out of the vehicle 
and started to run. Rachelle glanced around. 
Only open fields. Nothing but dirt and 
rocks. There was no place to run. But she 
followed the others. Then someone shouted, 
“Drop down!” Rachelle dived down into 
the dirt, her hands a flimsy protection for 
her head. “I’m going to die here,” she 
thought, shaking, as the faces of her family 
flashed before her. It was the most terrifying 
experience of her life.

The rocket exploded nearby, but not near 
enough to injure them. “That’s when it hit 
me, what these people live with every day, 
24 hours a day.”

Surreal reality

Israel evacuated Gaza in July, 2005, 
uprooting 9,000 Jews from the flourishing 
communities they had built there over two 
generations. The logic of the withdrawal, 
supported by a majority of Israelis and 
insisted upon by the world, was that once 
the settlements, the supposed “obstacle to 
peace,” were destroyed, the Palestinians 
would direct their energies to building up 
their own state within their own borders. 

When Prime Minister Ariel Sharon 
was asked what Israel would do if the 
Palestinians instead launched rockets over 
the border fence into Israel, he replied 
that the Israeli response would be swift  
and emphatic, and that the world would 
stand behind Israel in its legitimate steps to 
defend itself. 

In the two and a half years since every 
last Israeli civilian and soldier left Gaza, 
the Palestinians have launched over 2053 
Kassam rockets into communities on 
Israel’s side of the international border. 
They have killed 12 people and wounded 
over a hundred. In the last two weeks, a 
ten-year-old boy lost his leg to a rocket 
attack and another youth almost lost his 
hand. Last Wednesday, Roni Yihye, a 
47-year-old father of four from Moshav 
Bitcha, was killed by a Kassam rocket while 
attending classes at Sapir College. 

No country in the world would put up 
with even one such attack on its territory.  
Can you imagine the United States 
sustaining a rocket attack on Passaic and 
not going to war? Can you imagine England 
sustaining a rocket attack on Brighton and 
“practicing restraint”? 

Rather than “swift and emphatic,” 
Israel’s response has been half-hearted 
and restrained. Air strikes have targeted 
the rocket launch areas, as well as terrorist 
cells and their leaders. Yet even such limited 
counterattacks have elicited international ire. 
Can you imagine Switzerland condemning 
the United States and England for their 
aerial bombardments of German cities 
during WWII? Of course not! 

How’s this for a jaunt into the surreal?
Months ago, the government of Israel 

declared Hamas-controlled Gaza “an enemy 
entity.” Yet Israel – along with Egypt – 
continues to supply this “enemy entity” with 
70% of its electric power. 

Israel supplies Gaza with gasoline for  
the vehicles that it uses to take Kassam 
rockets to their launch sites to be used to 
attack Israel. 

When Israel stopped supplying 1% 
(according to the BBC) of Gaza’s electricity, 
the world denounced the move as a 
“humanitarian crisis.” 

The UN Security Council has never 
condemned the attacks on Israel’s sovereign 
territory. But this weekend, following 
Israel’s stepped-up air and ground reprisals, 
the Security Council, meeting in emergency 
session, prepared a statement calling for an 
end to all violence in the Gaza area, both 
rocket attacks and Israel’s military reprisals, 
thus equating the Palestinians’ attacks and 
the Israeli defensive efforts. 

Some 4,000 residents of Sderot have 
already fled the city. Rachelle Bronfman 
was asked why the 22,000 remaining 
residents don’t also move to a safer city. 
She replied, “Most of them are too poor. 
Their apartments are worthless. But even 
if they had the money, where would they 
go? Eventually all of Israel will be within 
range of missiles from Gaza in the South, 
Hizbullah in the North and the PLO-held 
territories in the heartland.”

Her words were strangely prophetic. Last 
Thursday, eight long-range Grad missiles 
from Gaza hit Ashkelon, Israel’s port city 
of 100,000 residents. The Grad missiles 
originated in Iran and were smuggled into 
Gaza through the porous border with Egypt. 

Soon there will be no place to run for  
any Israeli. 

By Sara Yoheved Rigler

Alon Elmakais walks from Kiryat Shrmoe to Sderot photo@Isranet
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Israel: Well Done for Surviving
What would Israel’s first Prime Minister 

David Ben-Gurion have said if, on the day 
that he declared the establishment of the 
State of Israel in 1948, he had known that 
six decades thence Israel would be encircled 
by its enemies, hopelessly outnumbered and 
fighting for its existence? He would surely 
have said: so what’s new? 

This year, Israel celebrates the 60th 
anniversary of that declaration. With every 
decade that it clocks up, people ask the same 
question: will Israel still be there for the next 
one? It is indeed astonishing that it has not 
only survived but is flourishing. Its situation 
as a permanently embattled nation is unique. 
On the day after Ben-Gurion declared its 
independence, six Arab armies invaded 
and tried to wipe it out. With the current 
exception of Egypt and Jordan, the Arab and 
Muslim world has been trying ever since.

Israel is the only country whose creation 
was approved by the UN; yet it is the only 
country whose legitimacy is called into 
question. It is the only country which the 
world requires to compromise with its 
Palestinian Arab attackers and accede to their 
demands, even while they are firing rockets 
at its schools and houses and blowing up 
its citizens. It is the only country, which 
continues to provide electricity and basic 
services to those attackers, and routinely 
treats thousands of Palestinians in its own 
hospitals, even those who have Israeli blood 
on their hands. And yet it is the only country 
which, in the court of public opinion, is 
condemned for behaving ‘disproportionately’ 
when it uses targeted military means to 
defend itself, and is accused of causing the 
very ‘Nazi’ or ‘apartheid’ atrocities of which 
it itself is the victim.

At present, the situation looks particularly 
ominous. Israel is menaced on several fronts 
by Iran which, racing to develop a nuclear 
weapon, is threatening a new genocide of the 
Jews while denying the last one. In Lebanon 
Hassan Nasrallah, the leader of the Iranian-
sponsored army Hezbollah, which is once 
again armed with thousands of rockets, says 
the next attack on Israel is not a matter of 
‘if’ but ‘when’. Since Israel withdrew from 
Gaza in 2005 Iranian-backed Hamas, which 
is pledged to wipe out Israel and every 
Jew, has built a well-trained standing army 
of at least 20,000 men and a huge arsenal 
of weapons smuggled in from Egypt, and 
relentlessly attacks Israel with rockets and 
bombs. 

It is widely expected that Israel will finally 
mount a major incursion into Gaza to deal 
with Hamas. If it does, Western opinion, 
which largely ignores Israeli victimisation, 
can be guaranteed to cry ‘atrocity’ once 
again. And just as before, Hamas will 
deliberately place women and children in the 
line of fire to maximise civilian casualties in 
order further to inflame that opinion.

For Israel finds itself trapped by a pincer 
movement of military and psychological 
attack from not only the Arab and Muslim 
world but also the West. And Britain, whose 
intelligentsia has swallowed wholesale Arab 
and Muslim lies, is the Western leader of 
those baying for Israel’s head. Thanks to 
the poison spread by the British media, the 
universities, NGOs and the churches, Israel 
has been systematically demonised and 
delegitimised.

Few are aware, for example, how both 
Hamas and Hezbollah deliberately position 
both terrorists and weaponry in densely 
populated civilian areas, using women and 
children as human shields. While British 

headlines scream at Israel for causing a 
humanitarian crisis in Gaza, few are aware 
that Hamas has been stealing fuel supplies 
intended for Gaza’s population and blowing 
up the crossing points to provoke Israel into 
closing them, to escalate the conflict and 
inflame the world. Even fewer are aware that 
many of the most inflammatory images from 
the region are fabricated, since both Hamas 
and Hezbollah routinely stage ‘atrocities’ 
or artificially exaggerate incidents using 
doctored footage — courtesy of British 
journalists who are threatened with murder 
or kidnap if they fail to toe the line. 

More fundamentally, the obsessional 
demonisation of Israel is based on a false 
set of beliefs taken straight from Arab 
propaganda — that as a result of Holocaust 
guilt, Israel was created when a load of 
European Jews with no claim to the land 
were dumped on Palestine, driving out its 
rightful Arab Muslim inhabitants. 

Ben-Gurion would today be surprised to 
find, for example, that Israel is regarded as 
illegally occupying the West Bank (and until 
2005, Gaza). Along with modern Israel, this 
was part of the territory of Palestine within 
which in 1922 the League of Nations gave 
Britain the task of re-establishing the Jewish 
national home because of the unique claim 
by the Jews — the only people for whom it 
had ever been their nation state, hundreds 
of years before the Arabs invaded it. In 
other words, far from being ‘Palestinian 
land’, the Jews are entitled to claim it under 
international law, which also gives it the 
right to hold on to it in self-defence. Yet 
‘progressive’ opinion not only denies both 
law and history but demands (as do the 
Palestinians) the ethnic cleansing of every 
last Jewish settler from a putative Palestinian 
state (just as half Israel’s population 
was created by Jews driven out of their 
ancient homes in Arab lands). So much for 
anti-racism.

The denial and inversion of such facts has 
singled out Israel for vilification applied to 
no other country. Scapegoated for crimes 
of which it is in fact the victim, Israel has 
become the Jew of the Western world. This 
is a victory for the Arabs in the new type of 
war in which they are engaged. Asymmetric 
warfare, whose principal battlefield is the 

mind, uses ostensibly powerless people 
(the Palestinians) who are in fact backed 
by powerful state actors (Iran). Such an 
inversion of strong and weak and the 
systematic use of deception are vital to 
the principal strategic goal of asymmetric 
warfare: to confuse and demoralise its 
victims and suborn world opinion to its 
cause. Even Israel itself has weakened under 
this. For it has an intelligentsia which is 
no longer confident of the nation’s right to 
its own Jewish identity. This has created a 
dangerous vacuum. In Israeli universities, 
revisionist historians have told corrosive lies 
about their country’s history, portraying it 
as having been born in sin. In the schools, 
children have not been taught Jewish history 
and parrot Arab disinformation instead. 

The country’s sense of national purpose 
has been further weakened by the 2006 
Lebanon war, which punctured public belief 
in Israel’s military invincibility, and by the 
ongoing crisis of political leadership caused 
by a political system which is endemically 
corrupt and excludes the brightest and the 
best from public office.

Despite entering its seventh decade of 
living under existential siege, Israel is 
prospering. Its economy is booming, it leads 
the world in high-tech, and property prices 
in Tel Aviv rival those in London. Second, 
having stared over the edge of the cultural 
abyss it has started to realise the danger. It 
is beginning to turn education round, with 
a new awareness dawning among high 
school principals of the need to teach Jewish 
history, identity and values. And although 
unprecedented numbers of mainly secular 
Israelis now choose to live abroad, there are 
rapidly growing numbers of the religiously 
orthodox who know exactly what they are 
fighting for and are prepared to die for it 
— as do the majority of middle-of-the-road 
Israeli citizens.

The same, however, can’t be said of the 
Palestinian Arabs, who are simply falling 
apart. The rise of Hamas, the progressive 
Islamisation and terrorisation of Palestinian 
society and the continued corruption and 
factional fighting within Fatah are all 
taking their toll. Increasingly, Palestinians 
are packing up and leaving. It is they 
rather than the Israelis who are in despair. 

Their sense of national identity — always 
artificial — now lies finally shattered by the 
death cult that acts in their name. After all, 
with even supposedly secular Fatah being 
steadily Islamised, why on earth would any 
Palestinian in his right mind want to live 
in a repressive Islamic republic — which 
Palestine would without doubt become — 
where dissidents are thrown from the tops of 
tall buildings? 

And here lies the paradox, which offers 
the best hope for Israel’s future. For the 
very Islamism, which so menaces it, might 
finally unlock the door to peace. This is 
because both Islamism and Iran threaten 
not just Israel but the ‘moderate’ Arab 
world too. Accordingly, the last thing those 
Arabs want is an Iranian-backed, Islamised 
state of Palestine. Egypt and Jordan simply 
cannot afford to have Iran or the Muslim 
Brotherhood on their doorsteps in a Hamas-
dominated Gaza or West Bank. Currently, 
they rely on Israel to prevent it. But 
increasingly, talk of some kind of Jordan–
Egypt–Palestinian confederation is in the air. 

As the analyst Jonathan Spyer has noted, 
Jordan’s recent decision to connect Jericho 
to the Jordanian electricity grid is an 
example of its increasing involvement in the 
West Bank. And behind the scenes, the more 
realistic Palestinians have grasped that their 
best chance of having any future at all lies in 
just such a confederation. Such an outcome 
would have history on its side. Some readers 
may feel the need to lie down after reading 
the rest of this sentence, but Jordan is 
historically the state of Arab Palestine. This 
was the original two-state ‘solution’ back in 
1921, when Winston Churchill unilaterally 
gave away three quarters of the original 
territory of Palestine to the Hashemite 
dynasty, creating what is now Jordan, with 
the remainder supposed to go to the Jews.

But this chance of an end to the dispute 
is currently being undermined by the 
self-serving meddling of America which, 
like Europe, falsely casts the Arab war 
against Israel as a boundary dispute between 
Israel and the Palestinians and is trying to 
force the agreed outline of a Palestinian state 
by the time President Bush leaves office.

Despite its sham nature, however, the 
appeasement process has had two baleful 
consequences. It has caused Olmert, under 
pressure from the Americans, the Israeli 
media and powerful Israeli oligarchs who 
want the economic advantages of peace 
at any price, to destroy checkpoints, 
release prisoners and float the possibility 
of territorial concessions — all of which 
promote and incite further Arab violence. 
And it has caused Jordan to put its own 
confederation idea on ice. Thus meddling 
America is destroying the best option for the 
Middle East to resolve its core dispute — 
that it is left to sort it out by itself.

Indeed, much of the responsibility for 
these six decades of conflict lie with a 
Western world which, from 1921 onwards, 
has chosen to appease Arab violence while 
shedding crocodile tears over its Jewish 
victims. But the future of Israel is the future 
of the West. If the front line in Israel were to 
go down, the West would be next. Given its 
current internal appeasement of Islamism, 
however, the West may go down anyway. At 
least Israel knows it has to fight to survive. 
As a result, in 60 years’ time it will still 
be there. Can the same be said for Britain  
or Europe?

(Melanie Phillips Is A Daily Mail Columnist)

By Melanie Phillips

15

photo@Isranet



history  June 08

is the premier publication of 
CHRISTIANS FOR ISRAEL

Christians for Israel–International
Rev. Willem J.J. Glashouwer, President

Rev. Dr. John Tweedie, Chairman
Andrew Tucker, CEO

Henk Kamsteeg, Development Director
Roger van Oordt, Finance Director

P. O. Box 1100, 3860 BC Nijkerk
Holland (The Netherlands) 

Tel. +31 33 245 8824
Fax +31 33 246 3644

Email: international@christenenvoorisrael.nl
www.c4israel.org

Editorial Staff
Rev. Willem J.J. Glashouwer, Editor
Henk Kamsteeg, Managing Editor

Harmen Kamsteeg, Designer

Donations
You can transfer your donation for the ministry of 

Christians for Israel or for the (Help the Jews Home) 
Aliyah project by cheque to any of the addresses given 
below or to one of  the following bank accounts with 
ABN-AMRO Bank at Nijkerk, Holland in the name of  

Christians for Israel International:
Euro A/C#: 5245.05.209
Cad A/C#: 6275.15.428
Usd A/C#: 6275.15.460

For each of these accounts, the following  
Swiftcode and IBAN code are applicable:
IBAN-code: NL87ABNAO followed by the  

relevant bank account number 
Swiftcode: ABNANL2A 

  

Christen an der Seite Israels - Austria
Muhlbergstrasse 44/9
A-1140 Vienna,Austria

Tel: +43 1 9795109
Email: info@israelaktuell.at 

Christians for Israel – Australia
Glenn Hodson, Chair

PO Box 243, Taree NSW 2430
Australia

Phone/Fax:  +02 65517720
Email: info@c4israel.com.au

www.c4israel.com.au

Christenen voor Israel – Belgium
David Vandeputte, Chair

Postbus 72, 8000 Brugge 1,  Belgium
Tel: +32 50 387665

Email: cvib@scarlet.be

Christians for Israel – Canada
Rev. Dr. John Tweedie, Chair

P.O. Box 26048, Brantford, ON  N3R 7X4
Tel. +1 519 7200870 – Email: info@c4i.ca

www.c4i.ca
  

Christen an der Seite Israels e.V.  
– Germany

Harald Eckert, Chair
Berliner Strasse 12 

34289 Zierenberg, Germany
Tel: +49 56 06 37 59
Fax: +49 56 06 10 00

Email: info@israelaktuell.de
www.israelaktuell.de

Christenen voor Israel – Holland
Dick G. Schutte, Chair

Roger van Oordt, Director
Postbus 1100, 3860 BC Nijkerk, Holland

Email: off.manager@christenenvoorisrael.nl
www.christenenvoorisrael.nl

            
Christians for Israel – U.K.

c/o W.A.M.
P.O. Box 789, Sutton Coldfield, 

West Midlands B73 5FX
Tel: +44 121 3549081

Email: ukinfo@c4israel.org

Christians for Israel – New Zealand
Henk Kamsteeg, Chair

PO Box 38989, Howick, Auckland, 2145
Tel: +64 9 5376116

Email: henkkamsteeg@c4israel.org
www.c4israel.org.nz

Christians for Israel International – USA
Henk Kamsteeg, CEO

PO Box 1438, Chandler, Texas 75758
Tel: +1 817-875-0993

Email: paulcowdery@c4israel.org
www.c4israel.org

Articles:
The articles printed in Israel & Christians Today  
express the views of their individual authors,  

and they do not necessarily represent the views of the 
Editors or that of the Board of Christians for Israel.  

The printing of articles or advertising in Israel & 
Christians Today does not necessarily imply either 

endorsement or agreement.  

© June 2008 - Vol.3 NZ
Christians for Israel International

™

™

& Christians
On the 40th Anniversary of His Assassination:  
Robert Kennedy’s 1948 Reports from Palestine

I WANT TO SUPPORT CHRISTIANS FOR ISRAEL
■    Please accept my donation to bless  

Christians for Israel’s ministry
 ALIYAH

 ■ One Person
  $300 New Zealand / $300 Australia
  $200 Canada / $170 U.S.A.

 ■ One Family (5 persons)
  $1,250 New Zealand / $1,000 Australia
  $1,000 Canada / $850 U.S.A.

 ■ One Busload (25 persons)
  $6,250 New Zealand / $6,000 Australia
  $5,000 Canada / $4,250 U.S.A.

✃

Please send your cheque, payable to Christians for Israel,  
to the address applicable to you

Name
Address

Phone
Email

New Zealand
P.O. Box 38989, Howick, Auckland 2145

Australia
PO Box 243, Taree NSW 2430

Canada
P.O. Box 26048, Brantford, ON, Canada N3R 7X4

U.S.A.
P.O. Box 1438, Chandler, Texas 75758

In April 1948, one month before 
Israel declared independence, Robert 

Kennedy, then 22, traveled to Palestine to 
report on the conflict for the Boston Post. 
His four dispatches from the scene were 
published in June 1948. The newspaper 
closed in 1956, and for decades the 
reports were virtually forgotten.   

“Unfortunately for [the Jews, 
Jerusalem’s water] reservoir is situated 
in the mountains and it and the whole 
pipeline are controlled by the Arabs. The 
British would not let them cut the water 
off until after May 15th but an Arab told 
me they would not even do it then. First 
they would poison it.”  

The Arab responsible for the blowing 
up of the Jewish Agency on March 11, 
1948, said “that after the explosion, upon 
reaching the British post which separated 
the Jewish section from a small neutral 
zone set up in the middle of Jerusalem, 
he was questioned by the British officers 
in charge. He quite freely admitted what 
he had done and was given immediate 
passage with the remark, ‘Nice going.’”  

“The Jews informed the British 
government that 600 Iraqi troops were 
going to cross into Palestine from Trans-
Jordan by the Allenby Bridge on a certain 
date and requested the British to take 
appropriate action to prevent this passage. 
The troops crossed unmolested....I saw 
several thousand non-Palestinian Arab 
troops in Palestine, including many of the 
famed British-trained and equipped Arab 
legionnaires of King Abdullah [of Trans-
Jordan]. There were also soldiers from 
Syria, Lebanon, Iraq.”  

“The Arabs in command believe that 
eventually victory must be theirs. It is 
against all law and nature that this Jewish 
state should exist. They...promise that 
if it does become a reality it will never 
have as neighbors anything but hostile 
countries, which will continue the fight 
militarily and economically until victory 
is achieved.”  

“The Jews on the other hand believe 
that in a few more years, if a Jewish state 
is formed, it will be the only stabilizing 
factor remaining in the Near and Middle 
East. The Arab world is made up of many 
disgruntled factions which would have 

been at each other’s throats long ago if it 
had not been for the common war against 
Zionism.”

Sen. Robert F. Kennedy, brother of slain 
U.S. President John F. Kennedy and former 
U.S. Attorney General, was the leading 
Democratic candidate for president when 
he was gunned down at a primary victory 
celebration in California on June 5, 1968. 
His Palestinian assassin, Sirhan Sirhan, said 
he killed Kennedy due to his vocal support 
for Israel.

In April 1948, one month before Israel 
declared independence, Robert Kennedy, 
then 22, traveled to Palestine to report on 
the conflict for the Boston Post. His four 
dispatches from the scene were published in 
June 1948. The newspaper closed in 1956, 
and for decades the reports were virtually 
forgotten. 

Kennedy arrived in a chaotic and 
dangerous land on the eve of the British 
departure. Jewish Jerusalem and the Jewish 
Quarter of the Old City were under Arab 
siege and regular Arab armies were pouring 
into the territory. The British authorities 
were hampering Jews’ efforts to defend 
themselves and were even countenancing 
Arab attacks against Jews. 

 Kennedy was liberal in his praise of the 
Palestinian Jews (only one month later did 
the name “Israel” and the term “Israelis” 
come into being). “The Jewish people in 
Palestine who believe in and have been 
working toward this national state have 
become an immensely proud and determined 

people,” Kennedy wrote. “It is already a 
truly great modern example of the birth 
of a nation with the primary ingredients of 
dignity and self-respect.” 

One of his dispatches was headlined, 
“Jews Make Up for Lack of Arms with 
Undying Spirit, Unparalleled Courage.” In 
one of his accounts, Kennedy describes his 
traveling with Haganah fighters in a convoy 
from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem.

The young reporter was critical of 
a temporary slippage of the American 
government’s support for Jewish statehood. 
He feared that the U.S. was shifting towards 
Britain’s negative policies and its aim “to 
crush” the Zionist cause. “If the American 
people knew the true facts,” Kennedy wrote, 
“I am certain a more honest and forthright 
policy would be substituted for the benefit 
of all.”

In his biography Robert Kennedy and 
His Times, historian Arthur Schlesinger, Jr. 
reported that during his visit to Palestine, 
Kennedy wrote to his parents that the Jews 
he met “are different from any Jews I have 
ever known or seen.” As for the Arabs, he 
wrote, “I just wish they didn’t have that oil.” 
Kennedy’s empathy for the Jews of Palestine 
was all the more remarkable considering 
his father’s antipathy to Jews. As related 
by Schlesinger, Joseph P. Kennedy, Sr. 
opposed the United States entry into the 
war against Germany, and in the summer 
of 1942 complained to a friend, “There is a 
great undercurrent of dissatisfaction with the 
appointment of so many Jews in high places 
in Washington.”

In the midst of the conflict, young 
Robert Kennedy expressed an amazing 
optimism: “The Arabs in command believe 
that eventually victory must be theirs. It is 
against all law and nature that this Jewish 
state should exist....The Jews believe that 
in a few more years, if a Jewish state is 
formed, it will be the only stabilizing factor 
remaining in the Near and Middle East....In 
many cases Jews and Arabs work side by 
side in the fields and orange groves outside 
of Tel Aviv. Perhaps these Jews and Arabs 
are making a greater contribution to the 
future peace in Palestine than are those who 
carry guns.”The web version of this report 
includes three photos of Robert F. Kennedy 
in Palestine in April 1948.

By Lenny Ben-David

Kennedy outside of the King David Hotel striking a 
military pose.
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