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“The American people stand by Israel today, 
united by shared values and strong bonds of 
friendship…I will be proud to continue and 
strengthen these bonds, so that the State of 
Israel will continue to grow, from generation 
to generation, in security and peace”

Am Yisrael Chai!
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Radical Islam is on the march, and it 
is growing stronger and bolder with 

every passing day. Disturbing scenes of 
rabid anti-Semitism are being publicly 
and unashamedly not only displayed in 
the streets of Europe, but also in other 
countries around the world. The ferocity of 
the anti-Israel and anti-Jewish hate language 
should be of extreme concern for Jews and 
Christians everywhere. The root of it is that 
it is also anti-God.

The invocation of the Holocaust to 
describe what’s taken place in Gaza is 
nothing short of obscene. To claim, as some 
have done, that the grandchildren of the 
survivors are doing exactly what was done 
to them goes beyond any norm of decency, 
much less honesty. Approve or disapprove 
of the Israeli military operation, but there is 
no basis whatsoever for such a comparison. 

People speak of disproportion. You want 
proportion?  Give Israel a population of 300 
million residing in 22 countries, similar to 
the Arab Muslims who surround and ambush 
Israel – instead of five and a half million 
Jews in one single country. There’s plenty 
of “proportion” coming from the BBC and 
CNN, which seem to delight in presenting 
one side of the story. What is not making 
the headlines is that Hamas has attempted 
to hijack ambulances to transport fighters 
to safety. Or that Hamas uses civilians as 
human shields and civilians’ homes for their 
own purposes, and that casualty figures are 
exaggerated. 

By the way, how do we know how many of 
the casualties were terrorists and how many 
were not? We know that Hamas ordered 
the fighters to take off their uniforms and 
try to blend in with the civilian population. 
We know they hid in private homes. If a 
dead man is found, is it clear that he is not 
a terrorist? What incentive do Palestinian 
officials have for reporting that he is?

The IDF estimated that two-thirds of those 
killed were gunmen affiliated with Hamas, 
Islamic Jihad and other Palestinian terror 
factions. The vast majority of them were not 
wearing uniforms to disguise their affiliation, 
another reason for the exaggerated estimate 
of civilian casualties by the United Nations. 

If these figures are accurate, then the 
big majority of the casualties were indeed 
terrorists. Israel, of course, has its own 
bias, but it also has a record of integrity 
and, unlike the Palestinian Authority, is an 
open democracy that allows its claims to be 
checked independently.

The Real Problem

Israel is a Jewish State. Is that the 
problem? Yes, it is. The root of the violence 
has always been the Muslim Arabs refusal to 
accept the right of the Jewish state to exist. 
Arab violence against the Jews has been 
taken place since the early 20th century – it 
began as soon as the Jews began to move 
back to their ancient homeland.

Egypt’s President Hosni Mubarak recently 
said that the militant Islamic group Hamas 
must recognize Israel if it wants to form a 
Palestinian government.

Goodwill gestures backfired. Even 
though the Jews gave the entire Gaza Strip 
over to the Arabs who lived there, almost 
immediately the rockets began to fly out of 
the Strip into nearby towns. It has been a 
long nightmare for the Israeli residents in 
range of the Hamas rockets.

Want more ‘peace’? Give up the Golan 
Heights. Give up the entire West Bank. Give 

up Jerusalem. Imagine the ‘peace.’ As for 
those ‘innocent civilians’ in Gaza, they were 
given a choice and they chose Hamas…

As for those “refugee camps” – why are 
they ‘refugee camps’ when Israel handed 
over all that territory for a nation to be built 
in peace and security alongside Israel? Why 
are all Palestinians automatically refugees 
even after they’ve been given a home? And 
what about the 750,000 Jews who fled Arab 
lands, leaving all behind, and were absorbed 
into Israeli society in 1948? They were not 
kept as refuges or primed to become suicide 
bombers, as were the Palestinians who 
have been indoctrinated to hate Jews and 
the West? And what about the thousands of 
Israelis who were driven from Gaza and still 
live in trailer parks?

And what about the children of Sderot, the 
Israeli towns near the Gaza border, which 
have been in the crosshairs of thousands of 
missiles and mortars fired from Gaza? Those 
Israeli children live with all the signs of 
trauma, knowing that, with only 15 seconds 
warning, they could be hit at any time in 
their schools, their parks, or their beds.

And by the way, what about the children of 
Iran? According to human rights groups, Iran 
has no compunction about executing children 
or those who were children when their alleged 
crimes were allegedly committed?

And let’s not forget, once again, the 
children of Israel, who according to the 
Iranian president, don’t have a right to live…

The Handwriting is on the Wall

There have been arson attempts on 
synagogues in Britain, Belgium and 
Germany. Several schools in Denmark say 
they won’t enroll Jewish kids because they 
can’t guarantee the children’s safety. At rallies 
in Germany and the Netherlands protesters 
shouted, “Hamas, Hamas, Jews to the gas.” 

Thirty thousand people marched in Paris, 
France, and a group of teenagers attacked 
a 14-year-old girl, calling her “dirty Jew” 
while kicking her. Israeli flags were burned 
in Sweden. In Italy they burned the Star 

of David and carried posters of the flag 
disfigured with swastikas, and Muslim protest 
marches ended with the protestors, in an 
obvious act of intimidation, conducting mass 
prayer vigils directly in front of Catholic 
places of worship. In Athens protesters 
marched on the Israeli embassy, and in 
London 2,000 angry and violent Islamic 
protesters shouted “Allahu Akbar” and chased 
and cursed dozens of British policemen for 
blocks. In Spain over 30,000 pro-Palestinian 
sympathizers staged protests in Barcelona in 
support of Hamas, burning Israeli flags and 
handing out flyers threatening local pro-Israel 
journalists. A Turkish-Jewish source reported 
that Istanbul is filled with anti-Israel posters, 
billboards and graffiti saying, “Kill Jews,” 
Kill Israel,” and “Israel should no longer exist 
in the Middle East.”

At the World Economic Forum in Davos, 
Switzerland, the Prime Minister of Turkey 
accused Israeli President Peres of “killing 
children (in Gaza)” and stormed off the 
stage.  In Austria the parliamentarian 
Susanne Winter was convicted of 
“incitement”, because of public statements 
she had made, including the claim that the 
prophet Mohammed was a pedophile. 

In Venezuela, where President Hugo Chavez 
proclaimed his strategic alliance with Iran’s 
openly anti-Jewish government, is a visible 
increase in anti-Semetic propaganda in the 
state-sponsored media. In Argentina, rallies 
against Israel were held with signs equating 
Nazi swastikas with Jewish stars of David. 
In Brazil, Israel’s attack on Gaza to stop the 
rockets was called “a typical Nazi practice.”

In the Netherlands the Amsterdam Court 
of Appeals ordered the prosecution of Dutch 
parliamentarian Geert Wilders because he 
has made statements deemed “insulting” and 
harmful to “the religious esteem” of Muslims. 
If Wilders wins his case, it will not be only 
his own triumph, but also one for all peace-
loving people all over the world. If Wilders 
loses then fascist Muslims have managed 
to silence Islam’s critics and consequently a 
“Dutch court has imported Saudi blasphemy 

norms to Europe,” as the Wall Street Journal 
put it. Recently Wilders was refused entry 
to the UK because his presence would pose 
a serious threat to the community harmony. 
Free speech is at stake here…

In Fort Lauderdale, USA, demonstrators 
chanted “Nuke, nuke Israel!” and carried 
placards accusing Israel of “ethnic cleansing” 
and bearing such messages as: “Did Israel 
take notes during the Holocaust? Happy 
Hanukkah.” To the dozen or so supporters 
of Israel gathered across the street, one 
demonstrator shouted: “Murderers! Go 
back to the ovens! You need a big oven.” 
Only marginally less vile is the message 
that has been trumpeted at demonstrations 
from Boston to Los Angeles to Vancouver, 
Canada: “Palestine will be free/ From the 
river to the sea” – a restatement in rhyme of 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad’s call for Israel to 
be “wiped from the map.” 

In Invercargill, New Zealand, a Turkish 
Muslim café owner asked two Israeli women 
to leave his premises after hearing them 
speak Hebrew and establishing they were 
Israeli. And in Auckland about 20 protesters 
standing outside the ASB Classic tennis 
tournament targeted Israeli tennis player 
Shahar Peer to quit the competition over 
the offensive in Gaza, and a few weeks later 
Dubai denied her the right to play in the 
Dubai Tennis Championships.

In South Africa, Cosato, the Palestinian 
Solidarity Committee, has called for 
intensified action against Israel, and has 
embarked on a campaign of divestments and 
boycotts of Israeli-linked businesses, such 
as Hugo Boss, Coca Cola, Disney, Armani, 
Marks and Spencer, Starbucks, Hema, Nokia 
and many other companies.

Europe Reimports Jew Hatred

Daniel Schwammenthal reported in 
the Wall Street Journal that most of the 
anti-Jewish violence and protests in Europe 
come from immigrants. “The mythical Arab 
Street now reaches deep into Paris, London, 
Berlin and Madrid, and the rage against the 
Jews that is exploding in Europe has been 
carefully nurtured; it is not spontaneous 
sympathy for fellow Muslims in Gaza. How 
else to explain the silence when Muslims in 
other conflicts, from Darfur to Chechnya, 
are being killed?

“The depth of anti-Semitic propaganda 
in Palestinian and other Muslim societies 
is one of the most underreported facts about 
the Middle East. It is this anti-Semitism that 
predisposes Muslims in Europe to attack Jews 
and fuels the Mideast conflict. The hatred 
predates Israel’s creation. To illustrate this 
point: The Palestinian leader during World 
War II, Hajj Amin al Husseini, the Grand 
Mufti of Jerusalem, conspired with Hitler to 
bring the Holocaust to Palestine. Luckily, the 
British stopped the German troops in Africa. 
The Mufti spent the war years in Berlin and 
was later indicted for war crimes but with the 
help of the Muslim Brotherhood escaped to 
Egypt. Hamas is the Palestinian branch of the 
Muslim Brotherhood.

“Hamas and other Islamists continue what 
the Mufti had helped to start: a blend of 
European anti-Semitism and Islam-inspired 
Jew hatred. The rejection of Israel’s right to 
exist is what drives their attacks. The media, 
though, largely ignores Hamas’s ideology 
and its crimes of hiding its leaders and 
weapons among its own civilian population, 
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The Jewish state is a criminal entity
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and demonizes Israel’s attempt to protect its 
citizens.

“Hamas and other Islamists are not even 
trying to hide their ideology. Just read 
the Hamas charter or check out Hamas 
TV, including children’s programs, for a 
nauseating dose of murderous anti-Semitism. 
Last week, the French broadcasting 
authorities banned Hamas TV for inciting 
violence and hatred. Unfortunately, just 
like Hezbollah TV, which is also banned 
in Europe for its anti-Semitic and jihadi 
content, audiences here can still receive these 
programs due to Saudi Arabia’s Arabsat and 
Egyptian satellite provider Nilesat.

“The Islamist variation of Jew hatred is 
now being reimported to Europe. Muslims 
in Europe, watching Hamas and Hezbollah 
TV with their satellite dishes, are being fed 
the same diet of anti-Semitism and jihadi 
ideology that Palestinians and much of the 
Middle East consume.

“This brings a unique challenge to the 
difficult integration of Muslims in Europe. 
When it comes to issues like Shariah 
law and terrorism, one can expect a true 
clash of civilizations. There is no Western 
tradition that would justify “honor killings.” 
Anti-Semitism, on the other hand, is not 
alien to Europe’s culture, on the contrary, the  
Continent once excelled at it and many still 
share the feeling,” Schwammenthal said.

With little hope that the media coverage 
will become more balanced and the 
incitement of the growing Muslim 
community will abate, the Jews in Europe 
are facing uncertain times!

Balanced reporting
Kiwis for Balanced Reporting on the 

Middle East placed an advertisement in 
several New Zealand newspapers under the 
heading “Gaza: The Missing Truth – Israel’s 
actions, founded on self-defence, are both 
legal and moral.”

Newspaper photos of dead Palestinian 
children and headlines screaming ‘massacre’ 
have dominated the Mideast news and led 

many Kiwis to see Israel as an evil nation 
killing innocent people. Here are some 
facts, missing from most accounts, that may 
change your minds.

Background. Four years ago Israel pulled 
out of Gaza with the hope and expectation 
of living in peace with its neighbour. Hamas 
had other plans and began raining rockets on 
Israel. As Barack Obama said, ‘If some body 
was sending rockets into my house where 
my two daughters sleep at night, I’m going 
to do everything in my power to stop that. 
And I would expect Israelis to do the same 
thing.’ They finally did.

Casualties. In Israel’s initial precision 
bombing, 15% of those killed were civilians; 
during the ground offensive, the number 
rose to 30-40%. These numbers are quite 
remarkable, given that Hamas operates 
from civilian buildings and uses civilians 
for support – even children, as scouts and 
couriers – and then displays their bodies 
for TV cameras while crying ‘massacre’. 
Because of the heavy casualties, Israel 
has been accused of a ‘disproportionate’ 
response. However, trying to destroy your 
enemy while minimising civilian casual ties 
is not, by international law, disproportionate. 
It is the targeting of civilians as done by 
Hamas that is disproportionate.

The blockade. When Hamas took over 
Gaza, given its stated goal of destroying 
Israel and its many attacks and suicide 
bombings, Israel imposed a partial blockade. 
According to the UN charter, a blockade is 
one of the first actions that should be taken 
to stop an aggressor. Yet Israel was careful 
to see that humanitarian needs were met, and 
even during the present crisis has offered to 
allow wounded Gazans to enter Israel for 
medical treatment.

What would NZ do? If New Zealand were 
in Israel’s shoes, how many rockets would 
have to fall, how many Kiwi children would 
have to be maimed, before we took action? 
Instead of condemning Israel for defending 
itself, if New Zealand and other nations of the 
world would stand up to Hamas and say ‘We 
will never let you destroy your neighbour, nor 
will we tolerate continued attacks on it’, that’s 
when peace might be possible.

Yes, it’s anti-Semitism

The Boston Globe columnist Jeff Jacoby 
says in his outstanding article “Yes, it’s 
anti-Semitism” that the hatred of Jews has 
always been protean, readily revising itself 
to reflect the idiom of its age. 

“At times, it targeted Jews for their 
religion, demonizing them as Christ-killers 

or enemies of the true faith. At other times, 
Jews have been damned as disloyal fifth 
columns to be suppressed or expelled, or 
as a racial malignancy to be physically 
exterminated.

In our day, Jew-hatred expresses itself 
overwhelmingly in national terms: It is the 
Jewish state that the haters are obsessed 
with. “What anti-Semitism once did to Jews 
as people, it now does to Jews as a people,” 
the British commentator Melanie Phillips has 
written. “First it wanted the Jewish religion, 
and then the Jews themselves, to disappear; 
now it wants the Jewish state to disappear.”

The claim that anti-Zionism isn’t bigotry 
would be preposterous in any other context. 
Imagine someone vehemently asserting 
that Ireland has no right to exist, that Irish 
nationalism is racism, and that those who 
murder Irishmen are actually victims 
deserving the world’s sympathy. Who 
would take his fulminations for anything but 
anti-Irish bigotry? Or believe him if he said 
that he harbors no prejudice against the Irish?

By the same token, those who demonize 
and delegitimize Israel, who say the world 
would be better off without it, who hold it 
to standards of perfection no other country 
is held to, who extol or commiserate with 
its mortal enemies, who liken it to Nazi 
Germany and apartheid South Africa, who 
make it the scapegoat not only for crimes it 
hasn’t committed, but for those of which it is 
a victim – yes, such people are anti-Semitic, 
whether they acknowledge it or not.

Criticize Israel? Certainly. But those who 
so loudly denounce Israel in its war against 
Hamas are siding with some of the most 
virulent Jew-haters on earth. Let’s say it for 
the thousand-and-first time: Every negative 
comment about Israel is not an expression 
of bigotry. Israel is no more immune to 
criticism than any other country. But it takes 
willful blindness not to see that anti-Zionism 
today – opposition to the existence of Israel, 
rejection of the idea that the Jewish people 
are entitled to a state – is merely the old 
wine of anti-Semitism in its newest bottle.”

February 09 editorial

Does Gaza belong to the Promised Land?
By Rev. Willem J.J. Glashouwer

Willem Glashouwer

Ekron, with its surrounding settlements 
and villages; west of Ekron, all that 

were in the vicinity of Ashdod, together 
with their villages; Ashdod, its surrounding 
settlements and villages; and GAZA, its 
settlements and villages, as far as the Wadi 
of Egypt and the coastline of the Great Sea 
(the Mediterranean).” (Joshua 15:45-47)

Sometimes people ask: GAZA: does it 
really belong to the Promised Land? The 
answer is: yes! The Bible clearly says so. 
Just like the Golan. Sometimes people say: 
‘But I cannot find the Golan in the Bible, 
besides it being the name of a city.’ The 
reason for that is that the Romans gave as the 
name to this part of their occupied province: 
Gaulanitis = Golan. The Bible calls it: 
BASHAN, and it was undoubtedly part of 
the Promised Land (Deuteronomy 3:12-20, 
Joshua 13:8-12, and other places). The Jews 
voluntarily left Gaza in 2005, hoping that 
this move would finally bring peace with the 
Palestinians. It did not. Extremist Islam and 
Hamas are in power today. Rockets are fired 
into Israel almost every day. So even if Israel 
is willing to comply with the wishes of the 
world, this does not bring righteousness and 
peace to the Middle East.

The Bible says that one-day Israel will 
be back in Gaza. Zephaniah prophesies: 
“Gaza will be abandoned and Ashkelon 
left in ruins. At midday Ashdod will be 
emptied and Ekron uprooted. Woe to you 
who live by the sea, O Kerethite people; the 
word of the Lord is against you, O Canaan, 

land of the Philistines. ‘I will destroy you, 
and none will be left.’ The land by the sea, 
where the Kerethites dwell, will be a place 
for shepherds and sheep pens. It will belong 
to the remnant of the House of Judah; there 
they will find pasture. In the evening they 
will lie down in the houses of Ashkelon. The 
Lord their God will care for them; He will 
restore their fortunes.” (Zephaniah 2: 4-7)

Gaza is part of the Promised Land, just 
as Judea and Samaria are also part of the 
Promised Land - although today people refer 
to them as the ‘occupied territories’ and ‘the 
West bank’. They are even the heartland of 
Israel. After king Solomon, the 10 tribes 
named ‘Israel’ lived in the area of Samaria 
– with their capital the city of Samaria – and 
the 2 tribes named ‘Judah’ lived in the area 
of Judea, with Jerusalem in between.

The LORD God made an everlasting 
covenant when He promised the Land of 

Canaan to Israel. Psalm 105:7-11 says: “He 
is the Lord our God; His judgments are in 
all the earth. He remembers His covenant 
forever, the word He commanded, for a 
thousand generations, the covenant He 
made with Abraham, the oath He swore to 
Isaac. He confirmed it to Jacob as a decree, 
to Israel as an everlasting covenant: To you 
I will give the land of Canaan as the portion 
you will inherit.”

Sometimes a generation means 40 years, 
sometimes 70 or even 100 years. So for 
40,000 years or even 70,000 or 100,000 
years the Lord meant this covenant to last. 
But it even lasts ‘forever’: it is an everlasting 
covenant. What does ‘everlasting’ mean? 
Until Jesus Christ and then no more? That 
is what the Church sometimes said and even 
today still says, considering herself to be the 
‘new Israel’, the ‘spiritual Israel’ – although 
one cannot find these expressions in the 
Bible. No, ‘everlasting’ means: forever!

The prophet Jeremiah even says in chapter 
31:35-36: “This is what the Lord says, He 
who appoints the sun to shine by day, who 
decrees the moon and stars to shine by 
night, who stirs up the sea so that its waves 
roar – the LORD Almighty is His Name: 
‘only if these decrees vanish from My sight’, 
declares the LORD, ‘will the descendants of 
Israel ever cease to be a nation before Me’.” 
So as long as heaven and earth, the Universe 
and the laws of nature exist, Israel will not 
cease to exist. Never. And Israel’s ‘sins’ 

do not change that. Read the next verse, 
Jeremiah 31:37.

Now that the USA, Europe and the United 
Nations, and especially the Muslim world 
are putting more and more pressure on Israel 
we should intensify our prayers for Israel 
and its leadership. And we should “… give 
Him no rest till He establishes Jerusalem 
and make her the praise of the earth...” 
(Isaiah 62:7).

When Israel contemplates voluntarily 
giving up parts of the promised land, it 
would appear this does not receive God’s 
blessing. It is interesting to note that when 
Rabin considered giving ‘land for peace’, he 
was killed. When Netanyahu accepted the 
‘Wye-accords’, he was removed from power. 
When by secret negotiations Israel was 
prepared to hand over the Golan, President 
Assad of Syria died, and young Assad 
still has to settle himself in the political 
arena of Syria – and thus this plan is in the 
refrigerator already for years. And when 
Barak offered 99% of everything Arafat 
asked for, Arafat said: no, and started the 
next intifada. When Prime Minister Sharon 
removed Bible-believing Jews from Gaza 
in 2005, he almost immediately suffered a 
stroke, and Israel has been subject to rocket 
attacks ever since.

Whatever happens today and tomorrow 
in Gaza, one day it will again be part of the 
‘Promised Land’ of Israel - because God said 
so when He promised Israel this land.

Continued from page 2
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The exploitation of international 
legal rhetoric is a major weapon in 

the political war to delegitmize Israeli 
anti-terror operations. Under this strategy, 
crystallized at the NGO Forum of the UN’s 
2001 Durban Conference, the terminology 
of international humanitarian (IHL) and 
human rights law is selectively applied 
to charge Israel with “violations of law,” 
“crimes against humanity,” “war crimes,” 
“disproportionate force” and “indiscriminate 
attacks.” In contrast, the violation of Gilad 
Shalit’s human rights and Hamas’ use of 
human shields are ignored. NGOs use the 
legal language to increase the credibility 
and seriousness of the charges, and in the 
Gaza conflict, many are already calling for 
international “investigations” and “lawfare” 
(i.e. filing lawsuits against Israeli officials 
in different countries) based on these 
accusations. Hamas, Hezbollah, and the PLO 
have reaped significant political benefits 
from this strategy in their conflicts with 
Israel. This NGO Monitor report analyzes 
common NGO legal claims:
	 •	 NGO	 silence	 on	 Gilad	 Shalit’s	 rights	
under international law is a significant moral 
failing by these self-proclaimed defenders 
of human rights and international law. Held 
hostage by Hamas since June 2006, Shalit 
is entitled to the rights and protections of 
prisoners of war guaranteed in the Third 
Geneva Convention, including the right to 
unfettered access to the Red Cross. Hamas 
flouts international law and very few NGOs 
call it to account or demanded enforcement 
of Shalit’s rights.
	 •	 Hamas	 exploits	 schools,	 mosques,	
hospitals and cultural centers to carry out 
its attacks in flagrant violation of article 
51 of the Fourth Geneva Convention. This 
factor is minimized or ignored by numerous 
NGOs, and the emphasis is placed on Israel 
to avoid civilian casualties. But international 
law is clear: in cases of human shields, 
civilian deaths that result are clearly the 
responsibility of Hamas and not Israel.
	 •	 Under	 international	 law,	 the	 test	 for	
proportionality is whether civilian harm is 
“clearly excessive in relation to the concrete 
and direct overall military advantage 
anticipated.” Casualty ratios are not 
relevant, and this standard does not require 
equivalency in weaponry.
	 •	 NGO	 claims	 that	 Israel	 deliberately	
targets civilians or does not attempt to 
distinguish between civilian and military 
targets are entirely without foundation. The 
NGOs leveling these charges do not possess 
military expertise, detailed information on 
the dispersal of weapons by Hamas, and they 
are not privy to Israeli targeting decisions. 
Such information is essential in order to 
make a credible evaluation of Israeli military 
responses to the thousands of rocket attacks 
by Hamas.
	 •	 The	 NGO	 charge	 of	 “collective	
punishment” is false both legally and 
factually. “Collective punishment” refers 
to the imposition of criminal penalties, 
not economic sanctions. Israel is in 
compliance with article 23 of the Fourth 
Geneva Convention and allows access for 
humanitarian supplies well in excess of its 
legal obligations while under attack.
	 •	 Calls	 for	 “war	 crimes”	 investigations	
and lawsuits are part of the NGO anti-Israel 
lawfare strategy, in order to harass Israeli 
officials with civil lawsuits and criminal 
investigations and to promote a negative 
media image of Israel. Rather than obtaining 
“justice” for victims, these cases are 
intended to punish Israel for its anti-terror 

methods, to prevent future operations, to 
interfere with Israel’s diplomatic relations, 
and to advance boycotts and other aspects of 
the Durban strategy.

Claim: The fate of Gilad Shalit is an 
unimportant international legal issue.

Analysis: The refusal of the NGO 
community to demand Red Cross access 
to Gilad Shalit is a significant moral 
failure. International humanitarian law 
was enacted to guarantee the rights and 
protections of prisoners of war. The Third 
Geneva Convention lays out these rights 
unequivocally: the right to humane treatment 
(article 13); the right to have knowledge 
of a POW’s location (article 23); the right 
to send and receive letters and cards on 
a monthly basis (article 71); the right to 
unfettered access to the Red Cross (article 
126), and others. Hamas has flouted each 
of these provisions and the NGO silence 
causes considerable damage to international 
humanitarian law and universal human 
rights. 

Claim: The use of human shields by 
Hamas is irrelevant to Israel’s compliance 
with IHL

Analysis:  These NGO claims misstate the 
law as it applies to Israel and deliberately 
ignore violations by Hamas. Under article 
51(7) of the First Protocol of the Geneva 
Conventions, civilians “shall not be used 
to render certain points or areas immune 
from military operations, in particular 
in attempts to shield military objectives 
from attacks or to shield, favour or impede 
military operations.”  Hamas is in direct 
violation of this rule, yet few if any NGOs 
mention it.  Regardless of Hamas’ abuse 
of article 51, under article 28 of the Fourth 
Geneva Convention, “the presence of 
a protected person may not be used to 
render certain points or areas immune from 
military operations.” Therefore, Israel is not 
prohibited from attacking a military target 
simply because there are civilians present.  
The documentary and video proof of 
Hamas’s exploitation of schools, mosques, 
hospitals and cultural centers to carry out its 
attacks is overwhelming, and responsibility 
for any civilian deaths that follow belongs to 
Hamas. [1]

Claim: NGOs such as Oxfam, Gisha, 
and B’Tselem, claim Israel has used 
“disproportionate force” highlighting the 

number of Palestinians killed especially 
children with emotive “testimonies” 
and anecdotes from Gazans in their 
reports. These claims frequently compare 
Palestinian casualties with Israeli 
casualties.

Analysis:  While every civilian death is 
regrettable, casualty ratios are not relevant to 
the standard for evaluating proportionality. 
Pursuant to article 2(b)(iv) of the Rome 
Statute of the International Criminal Court, 
an attack is “disproportionate” if it causes 
damage or loss of civilian life “which 
would be clearly excessive in relation to 
the concrete and direct overall military 
advantage anticipated” and as Israel’s former 
UN Ambassador, Dore Gold notes, Israel 
“is not required to calibrate its use of force 
precisely according to the size and range of 
the weaponry used against it.” “Just war” 
theorist Michael Walzer has also remarked 
that the concept of proportionality cannot be 
applied “speculatively.” He points out that 
the test of proportionality is in relation to 
the future expected military advantage, not 
in relation to past events or civilian deaths 
from previous attacks. In his view, those 
leveling the charge of “disproportionate” 
do so only when it is “simply violence they 
don’t like, or it is violence committed by 
people they don’t like.” Therefore, “Israel’s 
Gaza war was called ‘disproportionate’ on 
day one, before anyone knew very much 
about how many people had been killed or 
who they were.”

Claim: Human Rights Watch, 
Palestinian Center for Human Rights, 
Amnesty, Al Mezan, and others accuse 
Israel of “indiscriminate attacks” against 
Gazan civilians.

Analysis: The claim that Israel deliberately 
targets civilians or does not attempt to 
distinguish between civilian and military 
targets is entirely unfounded. The IDF has 
legal advisors embedded with combat units 
making analyses prior to any military action. 
Many attacks have been aborted when it was 
deemed the potential harm to civilians was 
too great. Moreover, the NGOs leveling these 
charges do not possess military expertise, 
detailed information on the dispersal of 
weapons by Hamas, and they are not privy to 
Israeli targeting decisions. Such information 
is essential in order to make a credible 
evaluation of Israeli military responses to the 
thousands of rocket attacks by Hamas.

Claim: Amnesty International 
accuses Israel of “unlawfully” killing 
“scores of unarmed civilians, as well as 
police personnel who were not directly 
participating in the hostilities”. 

Analysis: Amnesty has no basis relabelling 
Hamas operatives as “civilian” police 
officers and presents no evidence supporting 
its claim that these men were not “directly 
participating in the hostilities”. In fact, a 
Hamas-linked website claims that these 
men were members of Hamas’ Izz Al-Din 
Al-Qassam brigade. 

Claim: Israel is engaging in “collective 
punishment”

Analysis: Restriction on the flow of 
goods in a war environment does not 
constitute “collective punishment” under 
international law and this charge is not 
only false legally, but factually as well. 
“Collective punishment” refers to the 
imposition of criminal penalties and does 
not refer to the legal act of retorsion (e.g. 
sanctions, blockades). In fact, pursuant to 
article 23[2] of the Geneva Convention 
(which sets standards for the provision 
of limited humanitarian aid), Israel has 
no obligation to provide any goods, even 
minimal humanitarian supplies, if it is 
“satisfied” that such goods will be diverted 
or supply of such goods will aid Hamas 
in its war effort. As numerous credible 
accounts have reported, Hamas has diverted 
supplies from Gaza’s civilian population. 
Although Israel is under no legal obligation 
and despite the diversion as well as attacks 
on the Israeli border crossings, including the 
April 9 attack on the Nahal Oz fuel depot 
and the May 22 truck bomb attack at the 
Erez crossing, Israel continues to provide 
thousands of tons of humanitarian supplies 
to Gaza. This is above and beyond any 
obligation under international law, and the 
claim of “collective punishment” is entirely 
unjustified.

Claim: NGOs ignore and even imply 
Israel should violate its international legal 
obligations to fight terrorism

Analysis: Israel has numerous binding 
obligations to fight terrorism under 
international law. These include Security 
Council Resolution 1373 (2001) made 
pursuant to Chapter VII of the UN Charter 
requiring Israel to:
	 •	“prevent	and	suppress	the	financing	of	
terrorist acts”;
	 •	 “criminalize	 the	 wilful	 provision	
or collection, by any means, directly or 
indirectly, of funds” used to carry out terror 
attacks
	 •	 	 “refrain	 from	 providing	 any	 form	 of	
support, active or passive, to entities or 
persons involved in terrorist acts”;
	 •	“deny	safe	haven	to	those	who	finance,	
plan, support, or commit terrorist acts, or 
provide safe havens”;
	 •	 “prevent	 those	 who	 finance,	 plan,	
facilitate or commit terrorist acts from using 
their respective territories for those purposes 
against other States or their citizens”;
	 •	“prevent	 the	movement	of	 terrorists	or	
terrorist groups by effective border controls 
and controls on issuance of identity papers 
and travel documents.”

The NGO statements on Gaza 
overwhelmingly ignore this obligation 
and seek to place “human rights” duties 
upon Israel that stand in direct conflict 
with Israel’s legal obligations – in essence, 
demanding Israel violate international law. 

By NGO Monitor

Continued on page 5

IDF find terror weapons in Gaza mosque photo@Isranet

Gaza War: Exploitation of International Law
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Why TIME is Right... and Wrong
By Sara Yoheved Rigler

Claim: Many NGOs have called for 
“war crimes investigations” and lawsuits 
against Israel for its operations in Gaza

Analysis: These calls are part of the 
lawfare strategy, adopted at the 2001 
Durban Conference, used to harass Israeli 
officials with civil lawsuits and criminal 
investigations for “war crimes” or “crimes 
against humanity” by exploiting universal 
jurisdiction statutes in Europe and North 
America. These cases are a means for 
NGOs to punish Israel for its anti-terror 
methods; to prevent future operations; 
and to promote a negative media image of 
Israel. They are also a means of interfering 
with Israel’s diplomatic relations. Leaders 
in this movement include the Palestinian 
Center for Human Rights (PCHR), Al Haq, 
the International Federation of Human 
Rights (France (FIDH)) and the Center for 
Constitutional Rights. PCHR is already 
issuing calls to bring suit for the killing 
during Operation Cast Lead of Shiekh 
Nizar Rayan, one of the leading architects 
of Hamas atrocities, and who sent his son 
out on a suicide bombing mission in 2001. 
To date, these cases have been dismissed at 
the preliminary stages. See NGO Monitor’s 
monograph, NGO “Lawfare”: Exploitation 
of Courts in the Arab-Israeli Conflict, for 
more information on this issue.

Conclusion:
The exploitation of international law 

by NGOs as seen in the Gaza conflict, 
according to Washington attorneys David 
Rivkin and Lee Casey, reflects an effort to 
“criminaliz[e] traditional warfare” rather 
than promote universal human rights.

Notes:
[1] This concept is analogous to the 

“felony murder” rule where the perpetrator 
of a crime will be held liable for murder if 
an innocent bystander is killed by a police 
officer or other law enforcement agent while 
attempting to apprehend the felon.

[2] Article 23 provides that 
Each High Contracting Party shall allow 

the free passage of all consignments of 
medical and hospital stores and objects 
necessary for religious worship intended 
only for civilians of another High 
Contracting Party, even if the latter is its 
adversary. It shall likewise permit the free 
passage of all consignments of essential 
foodstuffs, clothing and tonics intended for 
children under fifteen, expectant mothers 
and maternity cases.

The obligation of a High Contracting 
Party to allow the free passage of the 
consignments indicated in the preceding 
paragraph is subject to the condition that this 
Party is satisfied that there are no serious 
reasons for fearing:

(a) that the consignments may be diverted 
from their destination,

(b) that the control may not be effective, or
(c) that a definite advantage may accrue 

to the military efforts or economy of the 
enemy through the substitution of the above-
mentioned consignments for goods which 
would otherwise be provided or produced 
by the enemy or through the release of such 
material, services or facilities as would 
otherwise be required for the production of 
such goods.

The Power which allows the passage 
of the consignments indicated in the first 
paragraph of this Article may ma permission 
conditional on the distribution to the persons 
benefited thereby being made under the local 
supervision of the Protecting Powers.

Such consignments shall be forwarded as 
rapidly as possible, and the Power which 
permits their free passage shall have the 
right to prescribe the technical arrangements 
under which such passage is allowed.

Continued from page 4

IDF leave Gaza Strip after operation Cast Lead photo@Isranet

How the Jews can win when we can’t 
win.

Had the graphic artist at TIME magazine 
had as his goal to upset the Jews by his 
cover for the January 19 issue, he couldn’t 
have done a better job. A blue star of 
David hiding behind a cinderblock wall 
topped with barbed wire is so evocative of 
the Holocaust and the old canard that the 
Palestinians are the “victims of the victims” 
that it has stirred up the Jewish world and 
elicited accusations that TIME is (and has 
always been) anti-Semitic.

The bold title across the cover, “Why 
Israel Can’t Win” has further riled a Jewish 
world intent on doing exactly that in Gaza. 
But the cover article by Tim McGirk, 
TIME’s Jerusalem bureau chief, has more 
truth in it than those of us who love Israel 
would care to admit. I’ll spare you my list 
of examples of Mr. McGirk’s pro-Arab bias. 
The essence of the article is the contention 
that there is no solution to the conflict that 
will allow Israel to exist as a Democratic 

Jewish state-or even to exist at all.
The article is peppered with expressions 

of despair: “...the many interlocking 
challenges facing Israel, some of which cast 
dark shadows over the long-term viability 
of a democratic Jewish state;” “...will 
require Israel and its defenders to confront 
excruciating dilemmas: How do you make 
peace with those who don’t seem to want 
it?” “There’s something tragic, too, in 
Israel’s predicament: in any confrontation 
with its enemies, it is damned if does and 
doomed if it doesn’t.”

Mr. McGirk’s pessimism is based on a 
political reality and a demographic one. 
The political reality is that Israel has no 
way to get rid of Hamas, the overwhelming 
democratic choice of the civilians of Gaza, 
no matter how much it beats Hamas down 
militarily. In this, TIME is echoing a recent 
Wall Street Journal article by Max Boot, 
who contended that the only way Israel 
could eradicate Hamas is by fighting an 
all-out war like the U.S. fought against 
Germany and Japan. Since neither Israel’s 
own moral scruples nor the international 
community would permit such combat, 
Israel can temporarily weaken Hamas, but 
can never defeat it.

The demographic reality is that there are 
nearly as many Arabs as Jews living in the 
total area between the Jordan River and the 
sea (which TIME readers may be surprised 

to learn is barely a distance of 40 miles). As 
TIME’s handy chart points out, by 2020, 
the Arabs, due to their higher birthrate, will 
outnumber Jews at 8.5 million to 6.4 million.

In short, Israel cannot exist with hostile 
Arab states as close to it as the Bronx is to 
Manhattan. Nor can it reclaim those thickly 
Arab-populated territories and administer 
them without relinquishing its democratic 
ideals.

In this sense, Israel’s victory in Gaza 
leaves us in a more desperate situation than 
our 2006 defeat in Lebanon. Then we could 
say that we lost due to poor performance by 
our governmental and military leaders. This 
time, both the government and the military 
have performed splendidly. Yet real victory 
-- the permanent cessation of attacks into 
our borders -- eludes us.

Israel is backed into a corner, with no 
exit. If I didn’t believe in an almighty God 
who intervenes in history, I would give up 
all hope. But instead of groping around the 
floor for a trapdoor that isn’t there, I look 

up and see a ladder. The only way out is up.

Jewish history according to TIME 
magazine

Here is where TIME magazine is wrong. 
They fail to take into account what I call 
“the God factor.” Jewish history has always 
been a long shot. 

The most dramatic proof of that is that 
I, a Jew, am sitting here in my home in 
Jerusalem, 2,595 years after my ancestors 
were banished from here by the Babylonian 
Empire, 1,939 years after my ancestors 
were again banished from here by the 
mighty Roman Empire, after 1,930 years 
of my ancestors wandering among hostile 
and often murderous European hosts, 60 
years after five well-armed, well-trained 
Arab armies attacked the nascent Jewish 
state, and 41 years after Nassar, backed by 
superior Soviet weaponry, vowed to “drive 
the Jews into the sea.”

The eternal survival of the Jewish people, 
which was promised by God through the 
Biblical prophets, is as unlikely as a cluster 
of grapes, thrown into an erupting volcano 
then being swept up into a tornado and 
pounded by a tsunami, surviving intact -- 
and returning to its original vineyard.

Just think how TIME magazine would 
have reported on some of the significant 
events of Jewish history:

Issue of 1737 B.C.E.:
Why Abraham Can’t Win
Abraham ben Terach, the famous 

revolutionary preacher of the exclusionary 
divinity, has been promised by his God 
that his offspring will inherit the land 
of Canaan. This pledge is politically 
untenable, as the native Canaanites 
have no intention of ceding land to this 
recent immigrant from Ur Kasdim in 
Mesopotamia. Moreover, the promise is 
ludicrous, as the 75-year-old Abraham has 
no children, and, even more to the point, 
his wife Sarah is 65 years old and suffers 
from incurable fertility problems.

Issue of 1312 B.C.E.:
Why Moses Can’t Win
Our Midian bureau chief has discovered 

that the former Egyptian prince Moses, 
for the last 40 years a fugitive in Midian, 
claims to have had a vision of God. The 
Divinity reportedly promised that He would 
rescue the Israelites from slavery in Egypt 
and would “bring them to... a land flowing 
with milk and honey, to the place of the 
Canaanite, the Hittite, the Amorite, the 
Perizzite, the Hivvite, and the Jebusite.” 
Egyptology experts agree that the powerful 
Egyptian Empire, led by Rameses II, would 
never agree to release their formidable 
slave population. Nor has any slave ever 
succeeded in escaping Egypt. Even if such 
an unfeasible escape were ever to occur, 
the seven aforementioned nations, well 
fortified in walled cities such as Jericho, 
could certainly hold their own against an 
untrained, ill-equipped army of ex-slaves.

Issue of 701 B.C.E.:
Why Judea Can’t Win
The army of Assyria, led by the 

invincible Sennacherib, has laid siege to 
Jerusalem. This is the same superpower 
that vanquished the Northern Kingdom 
of Israel and exiled its ten tribes 19 years 
ago. The siege of Jerusalem was preceded 
by the Assyrian army’s total destruction 
of the Judean city of Lachish. Experts 
agree that Judea’s King Hezekiah, a weak 
monarch ruling over a tiny kingdom, has 
no possibility of lifting the siege by the 
Assyrian forces, who number 180,000 
strong. The many interlocking challenges 
facing Judea, some of which cast dark 
shadows over the long-term viability of a 
Jewish state in the region, lead us to predict 
a crushing defeat for Jerusalem.

{Note: A few days after this issue 
was published, the Assyrian camp was 
decimated by a strange plague. The few 
survivors, led by Sennacherib, fled in panic. 
Jerusalem was saved.}

* * *
I do not know how or when God will 

deliver the Jewish People and the Jewish 
state from our present predicament. But I 
do know that hordes of Islamic terrorists 
and their anti-Semitic allies will never 
succeed in their ambitions to wipe out the 
Jewish People, because God has guaranteed 
our eternal survival: “And I will establish 
My covenant between Me and you and 
your descendants after you, throughout the 
generations, an eternal covenant to be your 
God and the God of your descendants after 
you.” [Gen. 17:7]

And I also know that when God does 
decide what will happen to us, He will not 
consult TIME magazine.

(Sara Yoheved Rigler resides in the Old City of 
Jerusalem with her husband and children).
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The Right to Defend
Israel’s military actions in Gaza are entirely justified under 

international law, and Israel should be commended for its 
act of self-defense against international terrorism. Article 51 
of the United Nations Charter reserves to every nation the 
right to engage in self-defense against armed attacks. The 
only limitation international law places on a democracy is 
that its actions must satisfy the principle of proportionality. 
Israel’s actions certainly satisfy that principles.

When Barack Obama visited the city of Sderot this 
summer, he saw the same things that I had seen during my 
visit on March 20 of this year. Over the last four years, 
Palestinian terrorists—in particular, Hamas and Islamic 
Jihad—have fired more than two thousand rockets at this 
civilian area, which is home to mostly poor and working-
class people. The rockets are designed exclusively to 
maximize civilian deaths, and some have barely missed 
schoolyards, kindergartens, hospitals, and school buses. But 
others hit their targets, killing more than a dozen civilians 
since 2001, including in February 2008 a father of four who 
had been studying at the local university. These anticivilian 
rockets have also injured and traumatized countless children.

The residents of Sderot have fifteen seconds from the 
launch of the rocket to run into a shelter. The rule is that 
everyone must always bee within fifteen seconds of a shelter, 
regardless of what they are doing. Shelters are everywhere, 
but the aged and the physically challenged often have 
difficulty making it to safety. On the night I was in Sderot, a 
rocket landed nearby, but there had been no “red alert.” The 
warning system is far from foolproof.

In most parts of the world, the first words learned by 
toddlers are “mommy” and “daddy.” In Sderot, they are “red 
alert.” The police chief of Sderot showed me hundreds of 
rocket fragments that had been recovered. Many bore the 
name of the terrorist group that had fired the deadly missiles. 
Although firing deliberately to kill civilians is a war crime, 
the terrorists who fired at the civilians of Sderot were proud 
enough of their crimes to “sign” their murderous weapons. 
They know that in the real world in which we live, they will 
never be prosecuted for their murders and attempted murders.

Barack Obama reacted to what he had seen in Sderot by 
saying that if his two daughters were exposed to rocket attacks 
in their own homes, he would do everything in his power to 
stop such attacks. I hope and believe that President Obama 
will take the same position he did as candidate Obama.

The residents of Sderot were demanding that their nation 
take action to protect them. Most seem to agree with the 
Israeli decision to end its occupation of the Gaza Strip, to 
withdraw its soldiers and settlers despite the reality that during 
the occupation, rocket attacks increased against the residents 
of Sderot. But Israel’s post-occupation military options were 
limited, since Hamas deliberately fires its deadly rockets from 
densely populated urban areas, and the Israeli Army has a 
strict policy of trying to avoid civilian casualties.

The firing of rockets at civilians from densely populated 
civilian areas is the newest tactic in the war between 
terrorists who love death and democracies that love life. 
The terrorists have learned how to exploit the morality of 
democracies against those who do not want to kill civilians, 
even enemy civilians. In one recent incident, Israeli 
intelligence learned that a particular house was being used to 
manufacture and store rockets. It was a clear military target 
since their rockets were being fired at Israeli civilians. But 
the house was also being lived in by a family. So the Israeli 
military phoned the house, informed the owner that it was 
a military target, and gave him thirty minutes to leave with 
his family before the house was attacked. The owner called 
Hamas, which immediately sent dozens of mothers carrying 
babies to stand on the roof of the house. Hamas knew that 
Israel would never fire at a home with civilians in it. They 
also knew that if, by some fluke, the Israeli authorities did 
not learn that there were civilians in the house, and fired on 
it, Hamas would win a public relations victory by displaying 
the dead civilians to the media. In this case, Israel did learn 
of the civilians and withheld its fire. The rockets that were 
spared destruction by the human shields were then used 
against Israeli civilians.

This, in a nutshell, is the dilemma faced by democracies 
with a high level of morality. The Hamas tactic would not 
have worked against the Russians in Chechnya. When the 
Russians were fired upon, they fired against civilians without 
hesitation. Nor would it work in Darfur, where janjaweed 
militias have killed thousands of civilians and displaced 2.5 

million in order to get the rebels who were hiding among 
them. Certain tactics work only against moral enemies who 
care deeply about minimizing civilian casualties.

Over the past months, a shaky cease-fire, organized by 
Egypt was in effect. Hamas agreed to stop the rockets and 
Israel agreed to stop taking military action against Hamas 
terrorists in the Gaza Strip. The cease-fire itself was morally 
dubious and legally asymmetrical.

Israel, in effect, was saying to Hamas: if you stop engaging 
in the war crime of targeting our innocent civilians, we will 
stop engaging in the entirely lawful military acts of targeting 
your terrorists. Under the cease-fire, Israel reserved the right 
to engage in self-defense actions such as attacking terrorists 
who were in the course of firing rockets at its civilians.

Just before the hostilities began, Israel offered Hamas both 
a carrot and a stick. Israel reopened checkpoints to allow 
humanitarian aid to reenter Gaza. It had closed these point of 
entry after they had been targeted by Gaza rockets. Israel’s 
prime minister also issued a stern, final warning to Hamas 
that unless it stopped the rockets, there would be a full scale 
military response. This is the way Reuters reported it:

“Israel reopened border crossings with the Gaza Strip on 
Friday, a day after Prime Minister warned militants there 
to stop firing rockets or they would pay a heavy price. 
Despite the movement of relief supplies, militants fired 
about a dozen rockets and mortar shafts from Gaza at Israel 
on Friday. One accidentally struck a house in Gaza, killing 
two Palestinian sisters, ages 5 and 13…the deliveries could 
ease the tensions that might have led to a military action to 
end the rocket attacks. Palestinian workers at the crossings 
said fuel had arrived for Gaza’s main power plant and about 
a hundred trucks loaded with grain, humanitarian aid and 
other goods were expected during the day.”

The Hamas rockets continued and Israel kept its word, 
implementing a carefully prepared targeted air attack against 
Hamas targets.

I spoke to the Air Force General, now retired, who worked 
on the planning of the attack. He told me of the intelligence 
and planning that had gone into preparing for the 
contingency that the military option might become necessary. 
The Israeli Air Force had pinpointed with precision the 
exact locations of Hamas structures, in an effort to minimize 
civilian casualties. Even Hamas sources acknowledged that 
the vast majority of those killed have been Hamas terrorists 
though some civilian casualties are inevitable when--as 
BBC’s Rushdi Abou Alouf,who is certainly not pro Israel-
-reported that “the Hamas security compounds are in the 
middle of the city.” Indeed his home balcony from which he 
observed the bombing of a compound was 20 meters from 
that military target.

There have been three types of international response 
to the Israeli military actions against the Hamas rockets. 
Not surprisingly, Iran, Hamas, and other knee-jerk Israeli-
bashers have argued that the Hamas rocket attacks against 
Israeli civilians are entirely legitimate, and that the Israeli 
counterattacks are war crimes. Equally unsurprising is the 
response of the United Nations, the European Union, Russia, 
and others who, at least when it comes to Israel, see a moral 

and legal equivalence between terrorists who target civilians 
and a democracy that responds by targeting the terrorists.

The most dangerous of the three responses is not the 
Iranian-Hamas absurdity, which is largely ignored by thinking 
and moral people, but the United Nations and European Union 
response, which equate the willful murder of civilians with 
legitimate self-defense pursuant to Article 51 of the United 
Nations Charter. This false moral equivalence only encourages 
terrorists to persist in their unlawful actions against civilians. 
The United States has it exactly right by placing the blame 
on Hamas, while urging Israel to do everything possible to 
minimize civilian casualties.

There are some who claim that Israel has violated the 
principle of proportionality by killing so many more Hamas 
terrorists than the number of Israeli civilians killed by Hamas 
rockets. That is an absurd misapplication of the concept 
of proportionality for at least two reasons. First, there is no 
legal equivalence between the deliberate killing of innocent 
civilians and the deliberate killings of Hamas combatants. 
Under the laws of war, any number of combatants can be 
killed to prevent the killing of even one innocent civilian. 
Second, proportionality is not measured by the number 
of civilians actually killed, but rather by the risk of civilian 
death and the intentions of those targeting civilians. Hamas 
seeks to kill as many civilians as it can. It aims its rockets in 
the general direction of schools, hospitals, playgrounds and 
other entirely civilian targets. The fact that it has not killed as 
many civilians as it would have liked to is a tribute to Israel’s 
enormous devotion of resources to the building of shelters and 
to the construction of early warning systems. Hamas, on the 
other hand, refuses to build shelters, precisely because it wants 
to maximize the number of Palestinian civilians inadvertently 
killed by Israel’s military actions. It knows, from experience, 
that when it forces Israel to take military actions that result 
in the deaths of even a small number of innocent Palestinian 
civilians, many in the international community will condemn 
Israel. Israel understands this sad reality as well, and goes to 
enormous lengths to reduce the number of civilian casualties, 
even to the point of foregoing legitimate targets that are too 
close to civilian areas. Accordingly, Israel’s actions satisfy 
the principle of proportionality as well as the principle of 
self-defense against armed attack.

Until and unless the United Nations and the rest of the 
international community recognize that Hamas is committing 
three war crimes--targetting Israeli civilians, using their own 
civilians as human shields and seeking the destruction of a 
member state of the United Nations--and that Israel is acting 
in self-defense and out of military necessity, the conflict 
will continue and perhaps escalate. If Israel succeeds in 
destroying the terrorist organization Hamas, it may well 
lay the foundation for a real peace between the Palestinian 
Authority and Israel. But if Hamas persists in its capacity 
to target increasing numbers of Israeli citizens, Israel will 
have no choice but to persist in its self-defense efforts. No 
democracy would do otherwise.

(Alan M. Dershowitz is a Professor of Law at Harvard. His most recent 
book The Case Against Israel’s Enemies: Exposing Jimmy Carter and 
Others Who Stand In The Way of Peace is being published by Wiley)

By Alan M. Dershowitz

Thousands of Gazans received Arabic-
language cell-phone messages from the 

Israeli military, urging them to leave homes 
where militants might have stashed weapons 
(Associated Press, Dec. 27, 2008).

Some geopolitical conflicts are morally 
complicated. The Israel-Gaza war is not. It 
possesses a moral clarity not only rare but 
excruciating.

Israel is so scrupulous about civilian 
life that, risking the element of surprise, it 
contacts enemy noncombatants in advance 
to warn them of approaching danger. Hamas, 
which started this conflict with unrelenting 
rocket and mortar attacks on unarmed Israelis 
-- 6,464 launched from Gaza in the past three 
years -- deliberately places its weapons in and 
near the homes of its own people.

This has two purposes. First, counting on 
the moral scrupulousness of Israel, Hamas 
figures civilian proximity might help protect 
at least part of its arsenal. Second, knowing 
that Israelis have new precision weapons 
that may allow them to attack nonetheless, 
Hamas hopes that inevitable collateral 
damage -- or, if it is really fortunate, an 
errant Israeli bomb -- will kill large numbers 
of its own people for which, of course, the 
world will blame Israel.

Hamas has only one grievance: Israel’s 
very existence. For Hamas, the only thing 
more prized than dead Jews are dead 
Palestinians. The religion of Jew-murder and 
self-martyrdom is ubiquitous. And deeply 
perverse, such as the Hamas TV children’s 
program in which an adorable live-action 
Palestinian Mickey Mouse is beaten to death 
by an Israeli (then replaced by his more 
militant cousin, Nahoul the Bee, who vows 
to continue on Mickey’s path to martyrdom).

In early September 2008, I was invited to take part 
in a press conference in Oslo, along with the Israeli 

ambassador to Norway, members of the Norwegian media 
and members of the Norwegian parliament. The title of the 
press conference was “Iran: At Sderot’s Back Door.”

It was at that press conference that “rocket reality” was 
presented before Norwegians for the first time, showing 
the Western Negev as the only place in the Western world 
where rockets and missiles are fired at citizens on almost 
a daily basis. Of these attacks, 97 percent are launched by 
Palestinian militias from the convenient cover of civilian 
homes in Gaza. Their weapons come directly from Iran, with 
their delivery to Gaza facilitated by Syria and Egypt. This is 
how Hamas became Teheran’s “third arm,” after Hizbullah 
in Lebanon.

While Norwegian parliament members showed sympathy 
and said that they more clearly understood Sderot and 
Gaza, they also rationalized the Gaza rocket reality with 
the commonly held illusion that “if the Palestinians would 
be able to have their own independent state – in the West 
Bank and Gaza – this would bring peace and security to both 
sides and the firing on Israel would stop.” In other words, 
firing missiles at Israel is justified because of the lack of a 
Palestinian state, since the West Bank is still “occupied.”

From an Israeli perspective, then, promoting the “two-state 
solution” gives Europeans and their parliamentarians a way 
to justify ongoing rocket fire. This also gives nations around 
the world a justification to continue to aid the Palestinian 
Authority, which now receives the largest proportionate aid 
compared with any people of a similar sized population.

Indeed, the Norwegian government provided $100 million 
to the PA over the past year, even after it was proven that 
much of this budget reaches the hands of Hamas, which 
openly uses these allocations to finance terrorism.

The two-state solution is mistakenly used by Israel’s 
advocates to justify Israel’s approach to peace - pursued 

Moral Clarity in Gaza

Two-state illusion: The Sderot perspective

By Charles Krauthammer

By Naomi Bedein

 IDF tank crew on Gaza border photo@Isranet
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Thousands of Gazans received Arabic-
language cell-phone messages from the 

Israeli military, urging them to leave homes 
where militants might have stashed weapons 
(Associated Press, Dec. 27, 2008).

Some geopolitical conflicts are morally 
complicated. The Israel-Gaza war is not. It 
possesses a moral clarity not only rare but 
excruciating.

Israel is so scrupulous about civilian 
life that, risking the element of surprise, it 
contacts enemy noncombatants in advance 
to warn them of approaching danger. Hamas, 
which started this conflict with unrelenting 
rocket and mortar attacks on unarmed Israelis 
-- 6,464 launched from Gaza in the past three 
years -- deliberately places its weapons in and 
near the homes of its own people.

This has two purposes. First, counting on 
the moral scrupulousness of Israel, Hamas 
figures civilian proximity might help protect 
at least part of its arsenal. Second, knowing 
that Israelis have new precision weapons 
that may allow them to attack nonetheless, 
Hamas hopes that inevitable collateral 
damage -- or, if it is really fortunate, an 
errant Israeli bomb -- will kill large numbers 
of its own people for which, of course, the 
world will blame Israel.

Hamas has only one grievance: Israel’s 
very existence. For Hamas, the only thing 
more prized than dead Jews are dead 
Palestinians. The religion of Jew-murder and 
self-martyrdom is ubiquitous. And deeply 
perverse, such as the Hamas TV children’s 
program in which an adorable live-action 
Palestinian Mickey Mouse is beaten to death 
by an Israeli (then replaced by his more 
militant cousin, Nahoul the Bee, who vows 
to continue on Mickey’s path to martyrdom).

At war today in Gaza, one combatant 
is committed to causing the most civilian 
pain and suffering on both sides. The other 
combatant is committed to saving as many 
lives as possible -- also on both sides. 
It’s a recurring theme. Israel gave similar 
warnings to Southern Lebanese villagers 
before attacking Hezbollah in the Lebanon 
war of 2006. The Israelis did this knowing it 
would lose for them the element of surprise 
and cost the lives of their own soldiers.

That is the asymmetry of means between 
Hamas and Israel. But there is equal clarity 
regarding the asymmetry of ends. Israel has 
but a single objective in Gaza -- peace: the 
calm, open, normal relations it offered Gaza 
when it withdrew in 2005. Doing something 
never done by the Turkish, British, Egyptian 

and Jordanian rulers of Palestine, the Israelis 
gave the Palestinians their first sovereign 
territory ever in Gaza.

What ensued? This is not ancient history. 
Did the Palestinians begin building the state 
that is supposedly their great national aim? 
No. No roads, no industry, no courts, no civil 
society at all. The flourishing greenhouses 
that Israel left behind for the Palestinians 
were destroyed and abandoned. Instead, 
Gaza’s Iranian-sponsored rulers have 
devoted all their resources to turning it into 
a terror base -- importing weapons, training 
terrorists, building tunnels with which to 
kidnap Israelis on the other side. And of 
course firing rockets unceasingly.

The grievance? It cannot be occupation, 
military control or settlers. They were all 

removed in September 2005. There’s only 
one grievance and Hamas is open about it. 
Israel’s very existence.

Nor does Hamas conceal its strategy. 
Provoke conflict. Wait for the inevitable 
civilian casualties. Bring down the world’s 
opprobrium on Israel. Force it into an 
untenable cease-fire -- exactly as happened 
in Lebanon. Then, as in Lebanon, rearm, 
rebuild and mobilize for the next round. 
Perpetual war. Since its raison d’etre is the 
eradication of Israel, there are only two 
possible outcomes: the defeat of Hamas or 
the extinction of Israel.

Israel’s only response is to try to do what 
it failed to do after the Gaza withdrawal. The 
unpardonable strategic error of its architect, 
Ariel Sharon, was not the withdrawal itself 
but the failure to immediately establish a 
deterrence regime under which no violence 
would be tolerated after the removal of any 
and all Israeli presence -- the ostensible 
justification for previous Palestinian attacks. 
Instead, Israel allowed unceasing rocket fire, 
implicitly acquiescing to a state of active 
war and indiscriminate terror.

Hamas’s rejection of an extension of its 
often-violated six-month cease-fire (during 
which the rockets never stopped, just were 
less frequent) gave Israel a rare opportunity 
to establish the norm it should have insisted 
upon three years ago: no rockets, no mortar 
fire, no kidnapping, no acts of war. As the 
U.S. government has officially stated: a 
sustainable and enduring cease-fire. If this 
fighting ends with anything less than that, 
Israel will have lost yet another war. The 
question is whether Israel still retains the 
nerve -- and the moral self-assurance -- to 
win.

In early September 2008, I was invited to take part 
in a press conference in Oslo, along with the Israeli 

ambassador to Norway, members of the Norwegian media 
and members of the Norwegian parliament. The title of the 
press conference was “Iran: At Sderot’s Back Door.”

It was at that press conference that “rocket reality” was 
presented before Norwegians for the first time, showing 
the Western Negev as the only place in the Western world 
where rockets and missiles are fired at citizens on almost 
a daily basis. Of these attacks, 97 percent are launched by 
Palestinian militias from the convenient cover of civilian 
homes in Gaza. Their weapons come directly from Iran, with 
their delivery to Gaza facilitated by Syria and Egypt. This is 
how Hamas became Teheran’s “third arm,” after Hizbullah 
in Lebanon.

While Norwegian parliament members showed sympathy 
and said that they more clearly understood Sderot and 
Gaza, they also rationalized the Gaza rocket reality with 
the commonly held illusion that “if the Palestinians would 
be able to have their own independent state – in the West 
Bank and Gaza – this would bring peace and security to both 
sides and the firing on Israel would stop.” In other words, 
firing missiles at Israel is justified because of the lack of a 
Palestinian state, since the West Bank is still “occupied.”

From an Israeli perspective, then, promoting the “two-state 
solution” gives Europeans and their parliamentarians a way 
to justify ongoing rocket fire. This also gives nations around 
the world a justification to continue to aid the Palestinian 
Authority, which now receives the largest proportionate aid 
compared with any people of a similar sized population.

Indeed, the Norwegian government provided $100 million 
to the PA over the past year, even after it was proven that 
much of this budget reaches the hands of Hamas, which 
openly uses these allocations to finance terrorism.

The two-state solution is mistakenly used by Israel’s 
advocates to justify Israel’s approach to peace - pursued 

even under fire as a political solution. But when Israel’s 
advocates support a two-state solution while Sderot and 
the Western Negev remain under constant missile threat – 
especially after Israel pulled out all Jewish communities and 
IDF bases from the Gaza Strip in August 2005 – they  are 
simply ignoring the fact that 7,000 missiles have been fired 
at Israel from the de facto Palestinian state spawned in Gaza 
over the past three years.

That is what a two-state solution means – giving the 
country’s enemies a convenient base from which they can 
terrorize the civilian population, in defiance of international 
law. The Western world’s media, and even the Israeli media, 
refer to the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, taken in 1967, 
as the territories that are in dispute, while Hamas, all of 
the other Palestinian terror groups and the PA itself define 
Sderot and the Western Negev as “occupied territory.” They 
do not recognize the territory that Israel acquired in 1948, an 
integral part of the sovereign state of Israel.

In the words of the press statement that Hamas issued 
on November 26, 2006, the day before the last cease-fire 
commenced (a six-month cease-fire in which more than 
300 missiles were fired at Israel): “We will not stop firing 
on the Zionist settlement Sderot until the last citizen of 
Sderot leaves.” Meanwhile, the Palestinian Authority’s 
“Palestine Map,” which can be purchased in any PA office, 
replaces Sderot with pre-1948 Najd; Ashkelon is replaced by 
al-Majdal and Ashdod by Isdod.

The Palestinian “right of return” refers to the return of 
Palestinian refugees to all of Israel. Meanwhile, the PA schools 
books show no rights for Jews living in the land of Israel, no 
mention of the history of the Jews in the land of Israel.

By what right was the State of Israel established? What 
were the historical and legal rights of the Jewish people 
to the land of Israel? And why has the Palestinian refugee 
problem persisted, like no other in the world? It is the 
responsibility of anyone who speaks for Israel to emphasize 
that during the late 1940s, more than 40 million refuges 
around the world were resettled, except for one people.

They remain defined as refugees, wallowing 60 years later 
in 59 UNRWA refugee camps, financed by $400 million 
contributed annually by nations of the world to nurture the 
promise of the “right of return” to Arab neighborhoods and 
Arab villages from 1948 that no longer exist.

No nation would tolerate even one rocket being launched 
toward its territory; but that is what Israel is asked to accept 
as an integral part of its existence, since the supposed root of 
the problem is that the Palestinian Arab people do not have a 
state of their own.

Yet the regime in Gaza let the ceasefire lapse and resumed 
its rocket attacks – provoking the current Israeli military 
operation – not to facilitate a two-state solution, but to 
“liberate” the rest of Palestine.

(Source: The Jerusalem Post. The writer is the head of the Sderot Media 
Center)

Moral Clarity in Gaza

Two-state illusion: The Sderot perspective

By Charles Krauthammer

By Naomi Bedein

Humanitarian supplies entering into Gaza

Hamas rocket strike in Sderot

photo@Isranet

photo@Isranet



8 interview  February 09

By Jonathan Hunt

Son of Hamas Leader Turns Back on Islam  
and Embraces Christianity
Mosab Hassan Yousef is an 

extraordinary young man with an 
extraordinary story. He was born the son 
of one of the most influential leaders of the 
militant Hamas organization in the West 
Bank and grew up in a strict Islamic family.

Now, at 30 years old, he attends an 
evangelical Christian church, Barabbas 
Road in San Diego, Calif. He renounced 
his Muslim faith, left his family behind 
in Ramallah and is seeking asylum in the 
United States.

The story of how his life unfolded is truly 
amazing, whether you agree or disagree 
with his views. Below is a transcript on an 
exclusive FOX News interview with Hassan 
as he tells firsthand how a West Bank 
Muslim became a West Coast Christian.
JONATHAN HUNT: Why, after 25 years, 
did you change?

MOSAB HASSAN YOUSEF: I believe 
that all those walls that Islam built for 
the last 1,400 years are not existing (sic) 
anymore. They don’t recognize this. They 
built those walls and made people ignorant 
because they’re afraid. They didn’t want 
people to discuss anything about the reality 
of Islam, about the big questions of Islam 
and they asked their followers, the Muslims, 
‘Don’t ask about those certain questions.’

But now, people have media. If the father 
closes the door for his daughter not to leave 
the house, she’s going to go behind her 
computer and travel the world. So people 
easily can get information, knowledge, 
searching (sic) engines, so it’s very, very 
available for everybody to study about 
Islam, about other religions. Not from the 
Islam point of view, but from other points of 
view.

So for the next 25 years this is for sure 
going to make huge change in the Muslim 
and the Arab world.

HUNT: You speak from a unique 
perspective, a man who grew up not just 
in an Islamic family but as part of an 
organization seen by many people around 
the world as an extreme force in Islam: 
Hamas. What is the reality of Islam? You 
say people don’t see the reality; What is the 
reality of Islam?

YOUSEF: There are two facts that 
Muslims don’t understand ... I’d say about 
more than 95 percent of Muslims don’t 
understand their own religion. It came with 
a much stronger language than the language 
that they speak so they don’t understand it 
... they rely only on religious people to get 
their knowledge about this religion.

Second, they don’t understand anything 
about other religions. Christian communities 
live between Muslims and they’re minority 
and they (would) rather not to go speak 
out and tell people about Jesus because it’s 
dangerous for them.

So, all their ideas about other religions on 
earth are from Islamic perspectives. So those 
two realities, most people don’t understand.

If people, if Muslims, start to understand 
their religion — first of all, their religion — 
and see how awful stuff is in there, they’ll 
start to figure out, this can’t (be) ... because 
most religious people focus on certain points 
of Islam. They have many points that they 
are very embarrassed to talk about.

HUNT: Such as?
YOUSEF: Such as Muhammad’s wives. 

You will never go to a mosque and hear 
about anyone talking about Muhammad’s 
wives, which is like more than 50 wives — 

and nobody knows (this), by the way. If you 
ask the majority of Muslims, they will not 
know this fact.

So they’re embarrassed to talk about this, 
but they talk about the glory of Islam, they 
talk about the victory, the victories that 
Muhammad made. So, when people just like 
look at themselves and see they’re defeated, 
they have ignorance, they’re not educated, 
they’re not leading the world as they’re 
expected to do. They’re think they want to 
get back to that victory by doing the same, 
what Muhammad did, but disregarding (sic) 
the timing. They forget that this happened 
1,400 years ago and it’s not going to happen 
again.

HUNT: Do they want to destroy 
Christianity?

YOUSEF: Islam destroyed Christianity 
from the beginning and Muslims don’t 
recognize that they stabbed Christianity (in) 
its heart when they said that Jesus wasn’t 
killed on the cross. They think that they 
honor him in this way.

Basically, any Christians understand that 
this way, (but Muslims) tell Jesus, okay, we 
don’t care, you didn’t die for us. Someone 
sacrificed his life for you, (but) you tell him, 
okay, you didn’t do it!

This is what Muslims are doing basically. 
But they don’t understand that this is the 
most important part of Christianity: the 
cross!

So, they are ignorant, they don’t know 
what they are doing and it explains what an 
evil idea it is behind this Islam.

HUNT: What specific event or events 
began to change your mind about Islam?

YOUSEF: Since I was a child I started to 
ask very difficult questions, even my family 
was telling me all the time, ‘You’re a very 
difficult person and we were having trouble 
answering your questions. Why are you 
asking so many questions?’ This was from 
the beginning, to be honest with you.

But I felt that everybody — and my father 
was a good example for me because he was 
a very honest, humble person, very nice 
to my mother, to us, and raised us on the 
principle of forgiveness, okay? I thought that 
everybody in Islam was like this.

When I was 18 years old, and I was 
arrested by the Israelis and was in an Israeli 
jail under the Israeli administration, Hamas 
had control of its members inside the jail 

and I saw their torture; (they were) torturing 
people in a very, very bad way.

HUNT: Hamas members torturing other 
Hamas members?

YOUSEF: Hamas leaders! Hamas leaders 
that we see on TV now, and big leaders, 
responsible for torturing their own members. 
They didn’t torture me, but that was a shock 
for me, to see them torturing people: putting 
needles under their nails, burning their 
bodies. And they killed lots of them.

HUNT: Why were they torturing people?
YOUSEF: Because they suspected 

that they had relations with the Israelis 
and (were) co-operating with the Israeli 
occupation against Hamas ... So hundreds 
of people were victims for this, and I was 
a witness for about a year for this torture. 
So that was a huge change in my life. I 
started to open my (eyes), but, the point (is) 
that I got that there are good Muslims and 
bad Muslims. Good Muslims, such as my 
father, and bad Muslims, like those Hamas 
members in the jail torturing people.

So that was the beginning of opening my 
eyes wide.

HUNT: You talk about the good Muslims, 
like your father, yet you still now renounce 
the faith of your father. Could you have not 
been a good Muslim?

YOUSEF: Now, here’s the reality: after 
I studied Christianity — which I had a big 
misunderstanding about, because I studied 
about Christianity from Islam, which is, 
there is nothing true about Christianity when 
you study it from Islam, and that was the 
only source.

When I studied the Bible carefully verse 
by verse, I made sure that that was the book 
of God, the word of God for sure, so I started 
to see things in a different way, which was 
difficult for me, to say Islam is wrong.

Islam is my father. I grew up for (one) 
father — 22 years for that father — and 
another father came to me and told me, 
‘I’m sorry, I’m your father.’ And I was like, 
‘What are you talking about? Like, I have 
my own father, and it’s Islam!’ And the 
father of Christianity told me, ‘No, I’m your 
father. I was in jail, and this (Islam) is not 
your father.’

So basically this is what happened. It’s not 
easy to believe this (Islam) is not your father 
anymore. So I had to study Islam again 
from a different point of view to figure out 

all the mistakes, the huge mistakes and its 
effects, not only on Muslims — (of) which 
I hated the values ... I didn’t like all those 
traditions that make people’s lives more 
difficult — but its effects also on humanity. 
On humanity! People killing each other (in) 
the name of God.

So definitely I started to figure out the 
problem is Islam, not the Muslims and those 
people — I can’t hate them because God 
loved them from the beginning. And God 
doesn’t create junk. God created good people 
that he loved, but they’re sick, they have 
the wrong idea. I don’t hate those people 
anymore but I feel very sorry for them and 
the only way for them to be changed (is) by 
knowing the word of God and the real way 
to him.

HUNT: Does it worry you that in saying 
these things — and given your background 
and your words carrying extra weight — 
there is a danger that you will increase the 
difficulties, the hatred between Christians 
and Muslims in the world right now?

YOUSEF: This could happen if a 
Christian person will go talk to them about 
the reality of Islam. They put Christians 
on the enemy list anyway, before you talk 
to them about Islam. So if you go to them 
and tell them, as a Christian, they will be 
offended immediately and they will hate you 
and this will definitely increase the vacuum 
between both religions — but what made 
someone like me change?

Years ago, years ago, when I was there, 
God opened my eyes, my mind also, and 
I became a completely different person. 
So now, I can do this duty, while you as 
Christians can help me do it, but maybe 
you wouldn’t be able to. (Muslims) have no 
excuse now.

HUNT: How difficult a process has this 
been for you to effectively walk away from 
your family, leave your home behind? How 
difficult is that?

YOUSEF: Taking your skin off your 
bones, that’s what happened. I love my 
family, they love me. And my little brothers, 
they’re like my sons. I raised them. 
Basically, it was the biggest decision in my 
life.

I left everything behind me, not only 
family. When you decide to convert to 
Christianity or any other religion from Islam, 
it’s not (enough) to just say goodbye and 
leave, you know? It’s not like that. You’re 
saying goodbye to culture, civilization, 
traditions, society, family, religion, God 
— what you thought was God for so many 
years! So it’s not easy. It’s very complicated. 
People think it’s that easy, like it doesn’t 
matter. Now I’m here in the U.S. and I got 
my freedom and it’s great, but at the same 
time, nothing is like family, you know. To 
lose your family. 

HUNT: Have you lost your family?
YOUSEF: My family is educated and it 

was very difficult for them. They asked me 
many times, especially for the first two days, 
to keep my faith to myself and not go to the 
media and announce it.

But for me it was a duty from God to 
announce his name and praise him (around) 
the world because my reward is going to be 
that he’s going to do the same for me. So I 
did it, basically, as a duty. I (wonder) how 
many people can do what I can do today? I 
didn’t find any.

Continued on page 9
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So, I had to be strong about that. That was 
very challenging. That was the most difficult 
decision in my life and I didn’t do it for fun. 
I didn’t do it for anything from this world. 
I did it only for one reason: I believed in it. 
People are suffering every day because of 
wrong ideas. I can help them get out of this 
endless circle ... the track the devil (laid) for 
them.

HUNT: Have you spoken to your father 
recently?

YOUSEF: There is no chance to 
communicate with my father because he’s in 
jail now and there is (sic) no phones in the 
jail to communicate with him.

HUNT: Have other members of your 
family told you how he’s reacted?

YOUSEF: They’ve visited him from time 
to time. Till this moment, I don’t know his 
reaction exactly but I’m sure he’s very sad 
(over) a decision like this. But at the same 
time, he’s going to understand, because he 
knows me and he knows that I don’t make 

any decisions without (believing strongly in 
them).

HUNT: Is it making his life more difficult 
among fellow Hamas members?

YOUSEF: Definitely. My family, 
including my father, had to carry this cross 
with me. It wasn’t their choice. It was my 
choice, but they had to carry this cross with 
me and I ask God — I pray for (my father), 
all my brothers and my sisters here in this 
church, praying all the time for them — 
‘God, open their eyes, their minds, to come 
to Christ. And bless them because they had 
to carry this cross with me.’

HUNT: Tell me about Hamas and the way 
it works. Is Hamas a purely Islamic religious 
organization as you see it, and that’s where, 
in your eyes, its faults lie, or are there other 
parts of it which are a problem for you? 
Or is Hamas a good organization? What is 
Hamas to you?

YOUSEF: If we talk about people, there 
are good people everywhere. Everywhere. I 
mean, good people that God created.

Do they do their own things? Yes, they 
do their own things. I know people who 
support Hamas but they never got involved 

in terrorist attacks, for example ... They 
follow Hamas because they love God and 
they think that Hamas represents God. They 
don’t have knowledge, they don’t know the 
real God and they never studied Christianity. 
But Hamas, as representative for Islam, it’s 
a big problem.

The problem is not Hamas, the problem 
is not people. The root of the problem is 
Islam itself as an idea, as an idea. And 
about Hamas as an organization, of course, 
the Hamas leadership, including my father, 
they’re responsible; they’re responsible 
for all the violence that happened from the 
organization. I know they describe it as 
reaction to Israeli aggression, but still, they 
are part of it and they had to make decisions 
in those operations against Israel, (for) which 
there was the killing of many civilians.

HUNT: Do you believe Israel is blameless 
in the conflict?

YOUSEF: Occupation is bad. I can’t say 
Israel — I’m not against any nation. We 
can’t say Israelis, we can’t say Palestinians, 
we’re talking about ideas. Israel has the right 

to defend itself, nobody can (argue) against 
this. But sometimes they use (too much) 
aggression against civilians. Sometimes 
many civilians were killed because those 
soldiers weren’t responsible enough, how 
they treat people at the checkpoints.

My message even to the Israeli soldiers: 
at least treat people in a good way at the 
checkpoints. You don’t have to look really 
bad and it’s not about nations, it’s about 
just wrong ideas on both sides and the only 
way for two nations really to get out of the 
endless circle is to know the principles that 
Jesus brought to this earth: grace, love, 
forgiveness. Without this, they will never be 
able to move on, or break this endless circle.

HUNT: You’ve seen your father jailed, 
you’ve been in prison yourself. You’ve 
seen Hamas carry out acts of terror against 
Israelis, and yet you say everybody needs to 
rise above that?

YOUSEF: Definitely. This is the only 
choice. Nobody has magic power to do 
something for the Middle East. No one. You 
can ask any politician here in the U.S., you 
can ask any Palestinian politician or Arab 
politician, Israeli leaders; no one, no one can 

do anything. Even if they believe in peace 
now: they’re part of the game.

They’re part of the trick. They can’t, 
even if you find a brave person, like Rabin, 
who was called by an Israeli to make peace 
with the Palestinians and give them a state, 
no one, even if you find a strong leader, 
they can’t do this. You can’t force an 
independent country to give another country 
independence. (Especially when) the other 
country wants to destroy it.

Everybody is hurt. Israeli soldiers, they 
lost their friends. Palestinians, they lost their 
children, their fathers. (There are) many 
people in prison still, and many people were 
killed. Thousands. So everybody will never 
forget this. If they want to keep looking to 
the past, they will never get out of this circle. 
The only way to start (is just by) moving on. 
They were born under the occupation as 
Palestinians.

The last two generations, it’s not their 
choice. The new generations from Israel — 
if we say disregarding the existence of Israel 
is right or wrong, what’s the guilt of those 

people who were born in Israel and they 
have no other country to go to? It’s their 
country now, that’s how they see it. And 
they are going to keep their resistance and 
defense against whomever. (They will) say, 
‘Get out of this land!’ So the only way is for 
both nations to start to understand the grace, 
love and forgiveness of God, to be able to 
get out of this.

HUNT: Do you believe that Israel can 
ever strike a peace deal with Hamas?

YOUSEF: There is no chance. Is there 
any chance for fire to co-exist with the 
water? There is no chance. Hamas can play 
politics for 10 years, 15 years; but ask any 
one of Hamas’ leaders, ‘Okay, what’s going 
to happen after that? Are you just going to 
live and co-exist with Israel forever?’ The 
answer is going to be no ... unless they want 
to do something against the Koran. But it’s 
their ideology and they can’t just say ‘We’re 
not going to do it.’ So there is no chance. It’s 
not about Israel, it’s not about Hamas: it’s 
about both ideologies. There is no chance.

HUNT: Aren’t you terrified that somebody 
is going to try to kill you for saying these 
things — which would be approved of 

according to parts of the Koran?
YOUSEF: They got to kill my ideas first, 

(and) that’s it, they’re already out. So how 
are they going to kill my idea? How are 
they going to kill the opinions that I have? 
... They can kill my body, but they can’t kill 
my soul.

HUNT: You’re not afraid?
YOUSEF: As a human, you know, I can 

be very brave now, I’m not thinking about it 
at this moment and I feel that God is on my 
side. But if this will be the challenge, I ask 
God to give me enough strength.

HUNT: Have you been threatened?
YOUSEF: No, not really. Honestly, most 

Muslims and Muslim leaders here in the 
U.S. community, European communities, 
they are trying to get ahold of me. They are 
calling my famiily, my mother, and asking 
for my contacts. They are telling her, ‘We 
want to help him.’

HUNT: They think you need help?
YOUSEF: Yeah, they think that Christians 

took advantage of me, and this is completely 
wrong. I’ve been a Christian for a long time 
before they knew, or anyone knew. I love 
Jesus, I followed him for many years now. It 
wasn’t a secret for most of the time, and this 
time I just did it to glorify the name of God 
and praise him.

They’re not dealing with a regular Muslim. 
They know that I’m educated, they know 
that I studied, they know that I studied Islam 
and Christianity. When I made my decision, 
I didn’t make it because someone did magic 
on me or convinced me. It was completely 
my decision.

HUNT: Do you miss Ramallah?
YOUSEF: Definitely. You’ve been there 

and you know how a wonderful country (it 
is). Very, very beautiful. It’s a very small 
spot and it has everything — this is why 
people are fighting for that piece of land. I 
definitely miss Ramallah. Jerusalem. The 
Old City.

HUNT: Do you believe you will ever be 
able to go back?

YOUSEF: I think I belong to that land, 
and sooner or later I’m going to go back, 
no matter what. If they want to kill me, they 
(will) do whatever they want to do. I have a 
family there, they love me, they completely 
support me now with my decisions. Maybe 
they don’t want me to talk to the media but 
they believe that I made a decision that I 
completely believe in. So they support me, 
so I love my family. I’m going to go back 
there again one day. I love my town.

HUNT: Do you think you’ll ever go back 
to a Middle East living in peace?

YOUSEF: There will be a 100-person 
peace when Jesus comes back, when he 
judges everybody. His kingdom’s going to be 
1,000 years and it’s going to be completely 
peaceful and it’s going to be the kingdom of 
God.

HUNT: What is your basic message to 
any Muslim listening to this right now or is 
reading this article?

YOUSEF: My message to them is, first 
of all, to open their minds. They were born 
to Muslim families — this is how they 
got Islam and this is just like ... any other 
religion, like growing up (in) a Christian 
family, or growing up (in) a Jewish family.

So my point is that I want those people 
to open their eyes, their minds, to start to 
understand and imagine that they weren’t 
born for a Muslim famiily. And use their 
minds.

Why did God give them minds? Open 
their hearts. Read the Bible. Study their 
religion. I want to open the gate for them,  
I want them to be free. They will find a 
good life on earth just by following God —  
and they’re also going to guarantee the  
other life.

Continued from page 8

photo@Isranet“There are good Muslims, such as my father, and bad Muslims, like those Hamas members in the jail torturing people” – Mosab Hassan Yousef



opinion  February 09

Its great to be in New York. When I see the 
skyscrapers and office buildings, I think 

of what Ayn Rand said: “The sky over New 
York and the will of man made visible, of 
course, without the Dutch you would have 
been nowhere, still figuring out how to buy 
this island from the Indians. But we are glad 
we did it for you. And, frankly, you did a far 
better job than we possibly could have done.

I come to America with a mission. All 
is not well in the old world. There is a 
tremendous danger looming, and it is very 
difficult to be optimistic. We might be in the 
final stages of the Islamization of Europe.. 
This not only is a clear and present danger 
to the future of Europe itself, it is a threat to 
America and the sheer survival of the West. 
The danger I see looming is the scenario of 
America being the last man standing. The 
United States as the last bastion of Western 
civilization, facing an Islamic Europe. In a 
generation or two, the US will ask itself: who 
lost Europe? Patriots from around Europe 
risk their lives every day to prevent precisely 
this scenario form becoming a reality.

My short lecture consists of 4 parts.

First I will describe the situation on the 
ground in Europe. Then, I will say a few 
things about Islam. Thirdly, if you are still 
here, I will talk a little bit about the movie 
you just saw. To close, I will tell you about a 
meeting in Jerusalem.

The Europe you know is changing. You 
have probably seen the landmarks. The 
Eiffel Tower and Trafalgar Square and 
Rome’s ancient buildings and maybe the 
canals of Amsterdam. They are still there. 
And they still look very much the same as 
they did a hundred years ago.

But in all of these cities, sometimes a few 
blocks away from your tourist destination, 
there is another world, a world very few 
visitors see, and one that does not appear 
in your tourist guidebook. It is the world 
of the parallel society created by Muslim 
mass-migration. All throughout Europe 
a new reality is rising: entire Muslim 
neighborhoods where very few indigenous 
people reside or are even seen. And if they 
are, they might regret it. This goes for the 
police as well. Its the world of head scarves, 
where women walk around in figure-less 
tents, with baby strollers and a group of 
children. Their husbands, or “slave-holders,” 
if you prefer, walk three steps ahead. With 
mosques on many street corners. The shops 

have signs you and I can-not read. You 
will be hard-pressed to find any economic 
activity. These are Muslim ghettos controlled 
by religious fanatics. These are Muslim 
neighborhoods, and they are mushrooming 
in every city across Europe.. These are the 
building-blocks for territorial control of 
increasingly larger portions of Europe, street 
by street, neighborhood by neighborhood, 
city by city.

There are now thousands of mosques 
throughout Europe. With larger 
congregations than there are in churches. 
And in every European city there are plans 
to build super-mosques that will dwarf every 
church in the region. Clearly, the signal is: 
WE RULE.

Many European cities are already 

one-quarter Muslim: just take Amsterdam, 
Marseille and Malmo in Sweden. In many 
cities the majority of the under-18 population 
is Muslim. Paris is now surrounded by a 
ring of Muslim neighborhoods. Mohammed 
is the most popular name among boys in 
many cities. In some elementary schools 
in Amsterdam the farm can no longer be 
mentioned, because that would also mean 
mentioning the pig, and that would be an 
insult to Muslims. Many state schools in 
Belgium and Denmark only serve halal food 
to all pupils. In once-tolerant Amsterdam, 
gays are beaten up almost exclusively by 
Muslims. Non-Muslim women routinely 
hear whore, whore. Satellite dishes are not 
pointed to local TV stations, but to stations 
in the country of origin. In France, school 
teachers are advised to avoid authors deemed 
offensive to Muslims, including Voltaire and 
Diderot; the same is increasingly true of 
Darwin. The history of the Holocaust can in 
many cases no longer be taught because of 

Muslim sensitivity.
In England, sharia courts are now 

officially part of the British legal system. 
Many neighborhoods in France are no-go 
areas for women with-out head scarves. Last 
week, a man almost died after being beaten 
up by Muslims in Brussels, because he was 
drinking during the Ramadan. Jews are 
fleeing France in record numbers, on the run 
for the worst wave of anti-Semitism since 
World War II. French is now commonly 
spoken on the streets of Tel Aviv and 
Netanya, Israel. I could go on forever with 
stories like this, stories about Islamization.

A total of fifty-four million Muslims 
now live in Europe. San Diego University 
recently calculated that a staggering 25 
percent of the population in Europe will be 
Muslim just 12 years from now. Bernard 
Lewis has predicted a Muslim majority by 
the end of this century.

Now these are just numbers. And the 
numbers would not be threatening if the 
Muslim-immigrants had a strong desire to 
assimilate. But there are few signs of that. 
The Pew Research Center reported that 
half of French Muslims see their loyalty to 
Islam as greater than their loyalty to France. 
One-third of French Muslims do not object 
to suicide attacks. The British Centre for 
Social Cohesion reported that one-third of 
British Muslim students are in favor of a 
worldwide caliphate. A Dutch study reported 
that half of Dutch Muslims admit they 
“understand the 9/11 attacks.”

Muslims demand what they call respect. 
And this is how we give them respect. Our 
elites are willing to give in. To give up. In 
my own country we have gone from calls 
by one cabinet member to turn Muslim 
holi-days into official state holidays, to 
statements by another cabinet member, 
that Islam is part of Dutch culture, to an 
affirmation by the Christian-Democratic 
attorney general that he is willing to accept 
sharia in the Netherlands if there is a Muslim 
majority. We have cabinet members with 
passports from Morocco and Turkey.

Muslim demands are supported by 
unlawful behavior, ranging from petty 
crimes and random violence, for example 
against ambulance workers and bus drivers, 
to small-scale riots. Paris has seen its 
uprising in the low-income suburbs, the 
banlieus. Some prefer to see these as isolated 
incidents, but I call it a Muslim intifada. I 
call the perpetrators, settlers, because that is 
what they are. They do not come to integrate 
into our societies, they come to integrate our 
society into their Dar-al-Islam (World of 
Islam). Therefore, they are settlers.

Much of this street violence I mentioned 
is directed exclusively against non-Muslims, 
forcing many native people to leave their 
neighborhoods, their cities, their countries.

Politicians shy away from taking a stand 
against this creeping sharia. They believe in 
the equality of all cultures. Moreover, on a 
mundane level, Muslims are now a swing 
vote not to be ignored.

Our many problems with Islam cannot 
be explained by poverty, repression or the 
European colonial past, as the Left claims. 
Nor does it have anything to do with 
Palestinians or American troops in Iraq. The 
problem is Islam itself.

Allow me to give you a brief “Islam 101.” 
The first thing you need to know about Islam 
is the importance of the book of the Quran. 
The Quran is thought to be Allah’s personal 
word, revealed by an angel to Mohammed, 

the prophet. This is where the trouble starts. 
Every word in the Quran is Allah’s word 
and, therefore, not open to discussion or 
interpretation. It is valid for every Muslim 
and for all times. Therefore, there is no such 
a thing as moderate Islam. Sure, there are 
a lot of moderate Muslims. But a moderate 
Islam is non-existent.

The Quran calls for hatred, violence, 
submission, murder, and terror-ism. The 
Quran calls for Muslims to kill non-Muslims, 
to terrorize non-Muslims and to fulfill their 
duty to wage war: violent jihad. Jihad is a 
duty for every Muslim, Islam is to rule the 
world by the sword.

The Quran is clearly anti-Semitic, 
describing Jews as monkeys and pigs..

The second thing you need to know is the 
importance of Mohammed the prophet. His 
behavior is an example to all Muslims and 
cannot be criticized. Now, if Mohammed 
had been a man of peace, let us say like 
Ghandi and Mother Theresa wrapped in one, 
there would be no problem. But Mohammed 
was a warlord, a mass murderer, a pedophile, 
and had several marriages at the same time. 
Islamic tradition tells us how he fought in 
battles, how he had his enemies murdered 
and even had prisoners of war executed. 
Mohammed himself slaughtered the Jewish 
tribe of Banu Qurayza. He advised on 
matters of slavery, but never advised to 
liberate slaves. Islam has no other morality 
than the advance-ment of Islam. If it is good 
for Islam, it is good. If it is bad for Islam, it 
is bad. There is no gray area or other side.

The Quran, as Allah’s own word and 
Mohammed as the perfect man are the 
two most important facets of Islam. Let no 
one fool you about Islam being a religion. 
Sure, it has a god, and a here-after, and 72 
virgins. But in its essence Islam is a political 
ideology. It is a system that lays down 
detailed rules for society and the life of every 
person. Islam wants to dictate every aspect 
of life. Islam means submission. Islam is not 
compatible with freedom and democracy, 
because what it strives for is sharia. If you 
want to compare Islam to anything, compare 
it to communism or national-socialism, these 
are all totalitarian ideologies.

This is what you need to know about 
Islam, in order to understand what is going 
on in Europe. For millions of Muslims the 
Quran and the life of Mohammed are not 14 
centuries old, but are an everyday reality, an 
ideal, that guide every aspect of their lives. 
Now you know why Winston Churchill 
called Islam the most retrograde force in the 
world, and why he compared Mein Kampf 
to the Quran.

Which brings me to my movie, 
“Fitna.”

I am a lawmaker, and not a movie maker. 
But I felt I had the moral duty to educate 
about Islam. The duty to make clear that 
the Quran stands at the heart of what some 
people call terrorism but is, in reality, jihad. 
I wanted to show that the problems of Islam 
are at the core of Islam, and do not belong to 
its fringes.

Now, from the day the plan for my movie 
was made public, it caused quite a stir, in the 
Netherlands and throughout Europe. First, 
there was a political storm, with government 
leaders, across the continent in sheer panic. 
The Netherlands was put under a heightened 
terror alert, because of possible attacks or a 
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revolt by our Muslim population. The Dutch 
branch of the Islamic organization Hizb 
ut-Tahrir declared that the Netherlands was 
due for an attack. Internationally, there was 
a series of incidents. The Taliban threatened 
to organize additional attacks against Dutch 
troops in Afghanistan, and a website linked 
to Al Qaeda published the message that 
I ought to be killed, while various muftis 
in the Middle East stated that I would be 
responsible for all the bloodshed after the 
screening of the movie. In Afghanistan 
and Pakistan the Dutch flag was burned on 
several occasions. Dolls representing me 
were also burned. The Indonesian President 
announced that I will never be admitted into 
Indonesia again, while the UN Secretary 
General and the European Union issued 
cowardly statements in the same vein as 
those made by the Dutch Government. 
I could go on and on. It was an absolute 
disgrace, a sell-out.

A plethora of legal troubles also followed, 
and have not ended yet. Currently, the State 
of Jordan is litigating against me. Only last 
week there were renewed security agency 
reports about a heightened terror alert for the 
Netherlands because of Fitna.

Now, I would like to say a few things 
about Israel. Because, very soon, we will 
get together in its capital. The best way for 
a politician in Europe to lose votes is to say 
something positive about Israel. The public 
has wholeheartedly accepted the Palestinian 

narrative, and sees Israel as the aggressor. 
I, however, will continue to speak up for 
Israel. I see defending Israel as a matter of 
principle. I have lived in this country and 
visited it dozens of times. I support Israel. 
First, because it is the Jewish homeland 
after two thousand years of exile up to and 
including Auschwitz, second because it is a 
democracy, and third because Israel is our 
first line of defense.

Samuel Huntington writes it so aptly: 
Islam has bloody borders. Israel is located 
precisely on that border. This tiny country is 
situated on the fault line of jihad, frustrating 
Islam’s territorial advance. Israel is facing the 
front lines of jihad, like Kashmir, Kosovo, 
the Philippines, Southern Thailand, Darfur 
in Sudan, Lebanon, and Aceh in Indonesia. 
Israel is simply in the way. The same way 
West-Berlin was during the Cold War.

The war against Israel is not a war against 
Israel. It is a war against the West.. It is 
jihad. Israel is simply receiving the blows 
that are meant for all of us.

If there would have been no Israel, 

Islam-ic imperialism would have found 
other venues to release its energy and its 
desire for conquest. Thanks to Israeli parents 
who send their children to the army and 
lay awake at night, parents in Europe and 
America can sleep well and dream, unaware 
of the dangers looming.

Many in Europe argue in favor of 
abandoning Israel in order to address the 
grievances of our Muslim minorities. But 
if Israel were, God for-bid, to go down, it 
would not bring any solace to the West. 
It would not mean our Muslim minorities 
would all of a sudden change their behavior, 
and accept our values. On the contrary, 
the end of Israel would give enormous 
encouragement to the forces of Islam. They 
would, and rightly so, see the demise of 
Israel as proof that the West is weak, and 
doomed. The end of Israel would not mean 
the end of our problems with Islam, but 
only the beginning. It would mean the start 
of the final battle for world domination. If 
they can get Israel, they can get everything. 
Therefore, it is not that the West has a stake 
in Israel. It is Israel.

It is very difficult to be an optimist in the 
face of the growing Islamization of Europe. 
All the tides are against us. On all fronts we 
are losing. Demographically, the momentum 
is with Islam. Muslim immigration is even a 
source of pride within ruling liberal parties. 
Academia, the arts, the media, trade unions, 
the churches, the business world, the entire 
political establishment have all converted 
to the suicidal theory of multiculturalism. 
So-called journalists volunteer to label 

any and all critics of Islamization as a 
right-wing extremists or racists. The entire 
establishment has sided with our enemy. 
Leftists, liberals and Christian-Democrats 
are now all in bed with Islam.

This is the most painful thing to see: the 
betrayal by our elites. At this moment in 
Europe’s history, our elites are supposed 
to lead us. To stand up for centuries of 
civilization. To defend our heritage. To 
honor our eternal Judeo-Christian values 
that made Europe what it is today. But there 
are very few signs of hope to be seen at 
the govern-mental level. Sarkozy, Merkel, 
Brown, Berlusconi; in private, they probably 
know how grave the situation is, but when 
the little red light goes on, they stare into the 
camera and tell us that Islam is a religion 
of peace, and we should all try to get along 
nicely and sing Kumbaya. They willingly 
participate in, what President Reagan so 
aptly called: The betrayal of our past, the 
squandering of our freedom.

If there is hope in Europe, it comes from 
the people, not from the elites. Change can 

only come from a grass-roots level.. It has 
to come from the citizens themselves. Yet 
these patriots will have to take on the entire 
political, legal and media establishment.

Over the past years, there have been some 
small, but encouraging, signs of a rebirth 
of the original European spirit. Maybe the 
elites turn their backs on freedom, the public 
does not. In my country, the Netherlands, 
60 percent of the population now sees the 
mass immigration of Muslims as the number 
one policy mistake since World War II. 
And another 60 percent sees Islam as the 
biggest threat to our national identity. I don’t 
think the public opinion in Holland is very 
different from other European countries.

Patriotic parties that oppose jihad are 
growing, against all odds. My own party 
debuted two years ago, with 5% of the 
vote. Now it stands at 10% in the polls. The 
same is true of all similarly-minded parties 
in Europe. They are fighting the liberal 
establishment, and are gaining footholds on 
the political arena, one voter at the time.

Now, for the first time, these patriotic 
parties will come together and exchange 
experiences. It may be the start of something 
big. Some-thing that might change the map 
of Europe for decades to come. It might also 
be Europe’s last chance.

This December a conference will take 
place in Jerusalem. Thanks to Professor 
Aryeh Eldad, a member of Knesset, we 
will be able to watch Fitna in the Knesset 
building and discuss the jihad. We are 
organizing this event in Israel to emphasize 
the fact that we are all in the same boat 
together, and that Israel is part of our 
common heritage. Those attending will be a 
select audience. No racist organizations will 
be allowed. And we will only admit parties 
that are solidly democratic. This conference 
will be the start of an Alliance of European 
patriots. This Alliance will serve as the 
backbone for all organizations and political 
parties that oppose jihad and Islamization. 
For this Alliance I seek your support.

This endeavor may be crucial to America 
and to the West. America may hold fast to 
the dream that, thanks to its location, it is 
safe from jihad and sharia But seven years 
ago to the day, there was still smoke rising 

from ground zero, following the attacks that 
forever shattered that dream. Yet there is a 
danger even greater danger than terrorist 
attacks, the scenario of America as the last 
man standing. The lights may go out in 
Europe faster than you can imagine. An 
Islamic Europe means a Europe without 
freedom and democracy, an economic 
wasteland, an intellectual nightmare, and a 
loss of military might for America - as its 
allies will turn into enemies, enemies with 
atomic bombs. With an Islamic Europe, it 
would be up to America alone to preserve 
the heritage of Rome, Athens and Jerusalem.

Dear friends, liberty is the most precious 
of gifts. My generation never had to fight for 
this freedom, it was offered to us on a silver 
platter, by people who fought for it with 
their lives. All throughout Europe 

American cemeteries remind us of the 
young boys who never made it home, and 
whose memory we cherish. My generation 
does not own this freedom; we are merely 
its custodians. We can only hand over this 
hard won liberty to Europe’s children in the 
same state in which it was offered to us. We 
cannot strike a deal with mullahs and imams. 
Future generations would never forgive us. 
We cannot squander our liberties. We simply 
do not have the right to do so.

This is not the first time our civilization is 
under threat. We have seen dangers before. 
We have been betrayed by our elites before. 
They have sided with our enemies before. 
And yet, then, freedom prevailed.

These are not times in which to take 
lessons from appeasement, capitulation, 
giving away, giving up or giving in. These 
are not times in which to draw lessons from 
Mr. Chamberlain. These are times calling us 
to draw lessons from Mr. Churchill and the 
words he spoke in 1942:

“Never give in, never, never, never, never, 
in nothing great or small, large or petty, 
never give in except to convictions of honor 
and good sense. Never yield to force, never 
yield to the apparently overwhelming might 
of the enemy.”

(Geert Wilders is Chairman of the Freedom Party in 
the Netherlands)

Continued from page 10
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One thing was obvious at the end of the 
thrilling election race – Israel moved 

to the right. Kadima’s Tzipi Livni, the most 
powerful woman in Israeli politics since 
Prime Minister Golda Meir in the 1970s, 
retained her electoral strength with her 28 
seats, but Likud’s Benjamin Netanyahu went 
up from 12 to 27 seats. Ehud Barak’s leftist 
Labor party and far-left Meretz were the 
great losers.

“Kingmaker of Israel’s Right”

A big surprise was the Yisrael Beiteinu 
party with its leader Avigdor Lieberman. 
Born in the former Soviet Union, he 
immigrated to Israel in 1978 aged 20. He 
quit Ehud Olmert’s coalition in January 
2008 in protest against new talks with 
the Palestinians. He has now won a large 
following with 15 seats, resulting in what 
seems to be the end of the disaster ‘land for 
peace’ policies that left almost every family 
in Israel a victim of its failed vision.

Mr Lieberman’s campaign ran on the 
slogan: No Citizenship without Loyalty, 
an in-your-face challenge to Israeli Arabs 
who failed to support Israel’s imperative 
war against Hamas. He made clear that 
Hamas would have to be “toppled” by any 
government he joined. He also wants to 
reduce the number of Arab Israeli citizens. 
While he apparently does not oppose two 
states in principle, he is likely to be a tough 
negotiator on all of these issues. 

Daniel Pipes commented that “this is the 
first party in the world which has the guts to 
demand loyalty from its indigenous potential 
enemies, the same which enjoy the benefits 
of a decent democracy. Let’s hope that we 
may live to see the day when the same is 
demanded of the American and European 
Islamics.î Lieberman could well turn out to 
be the so-called “Kingmaker,” but it could 
set Netanyahu and Israel on a collision 
course with the U.S. President Obama’s 
administration, and the rest of the world. 

“Palestinians should have sovereignty, 
but not at our expense”

A delegation of visiting American Jewish 
leaders were told by Likud Chairman 
Benjamin Netanyahu that his offer to the 
Palestinians should he be appointed prime 
minister would be considerably less than 
a sovereign state. Netanyahu told the 
approx.100 leaders that while he would not 
want to govern the Palestinians, Israel must 
maintain control of all borders, airspace 
and electronic traffic. “Regardless how the 
solution is achieved, the Palestinians should 

run their lives,” he said. “They should 
govern themselves, but they shouldn’t have 
certain powers that would threaten the state 
of Israel.” 

Netanyahu also ruled out unilateral 
territorial pullbacks, charging that Israel’s 
withdrawal from Gaza in 2005 has allowed 
the Islamic militant Hamas to take over the 
coastal territory. 

“Israel must give up land to remain 
Jewish and democratic”

Foreign Minister Tzipi Livni told the 
visiting American Jewish leaders that Israel 
must give up part of its land “in order to 
remain a Jewish and democratic state.”  She 
believes Israel is fighting for existence not 
only because it’s the only democracy in the 
Middle East, but also because it’s the only 
Jewish state in the world. “No refugee can 
enter Israel as part of the peace process,” 
Livni said. “Their [Palestinian] national 
aspiration gets an answer in a different 
place,” she added.

She also told the delegation that Israel 
must take the initiative and come forward 
with its own peace plan to head off 
international programs. “Any plan put on the 
table will not be in our interest,” she said. 

“I was wrong about disengagement” 

Israeli President Shimon Peres admitted 
that he had erred in supporting Israel’s 
unilateral withdrawal from Gaza in 2005. 
“Whatever will happen in the future, we 
shall not repeat the mistakes we made in 
leaving Gaza,” Peres said in a question and 
answer session with a group of American 
Jewish leaders. “It should have been done 
otherwise. I was for leaving Gaza. I consider 
myself as one of the persons mistaken.” 
Peres, who has been a champion of Israeli 
territorial withdrawals, said that although 
“lessons must be drawn” from the Gaza 
pullout, demographic and democratic 
considerations still necessitate the creation 
of a Palestinian state. “It doesn’t change the 
fact that there is a [demographic] reality, and 
I want to make sure that the state we have 
remains Jewish.” 

Forming a Coalition

Although both foreign minister Tzipi 

Livni and Likud opposition leader Benjamin 
Netanyahu claimed to have won the election, 
it is up to Israeli President Shimon Peres 
to invite one of them to form a coalition 
government. When Peres was asked by 
a 12th grade student if he would take into 

account the public’s wishes and force a unity 
government of Bibi and Livni, he answered 
that it was his intention “to consider public 
sentiment and the outcome of the elections 
in strict accordance with the law.” President 
Peres added that he would reach a decision 
only after hearing the positions of all the 
Knesset Factions. But that didn’t stop Peres 
from declaring that for him “the issue is not 
only who will be the prime minister but what 
will be the policy of the State of Israel.” 
Peres is a member of Livni’s Kadima Party, 
one of the primary authors of the land-for-
peace process, and an avowed socialist. This 
would make him opposed to the policies of 
Netanyahu and the Likud.

Tzipi Livni has said she will not join a 
government headed by Benjamin Netanyahu, 
and told her faction to prepare to lead the 
opposition. Livni’s remarks came after 
Avigdor Lieberman, who holds the key to 
crowning Bibi or Livni, recommended that 
President Shimon Peres choose Netanyahu 
to form the next government.

Our good Israeli friend, Naomi Ragen, said 
“ this leaves the field open for Netanyahu, 
who is hated by the liberal establishment, 
including the media, but is truly the people’s 
choice. He saved Israel’s economy. He was 
never tainted by the land-for-peace debacle. 

He never shook Arafat’s hand. He is an 
expert on terrorism, and people believe that 
he would have the guts to take the necessary 
actions against Iran’s nuclear threat. With 
Netanyahu back at the helm, a feeling of 
optimism will return to many of us in Israel 
and the hope that the insanity of the Oslo 
years of self-delusion are finally over.”

As I am writing this article, the news 
has come in that President Peres entrusted 
Benjamin Netanyahu with the task of 
forming a government. Netanyahu now has 
three weeks to form a coalition and could 
receive two additional weeks if he needs 
them.

Netanyahu told Peres that he is interested 
in forming a “unity government” – that is, 
a government that will include Kadima. 
“Immediately after you entrust me with 
forming the government I will invite Kadima 
to negotiations,” he promised.

However, Vice Prime Minister Chaim 
Ramon (Kadima) said that as long as 
Netanyahu insists upon creating an “extreme 
right-wing” government, Kadima cannot join 
him. According to Ramon, Livni will not 
be able to conduct international diplomacy 
if Israel is unwilling to state that it accepts 

a two-state solution west of the Jordan 
River. In addition, Kadima will not sit in a 
government that legalizes Jewish outposts in 
Judea and Samaria, he avowed on Voice of 
Israel government radio.

Israel Swings to the Right
By Henk Kamsteeg
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Benjamin Netanyahu has the task of building what will likely be a 65-seat right-of-center coalition
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Tzipi Livni

In His conversation with the Samaritan 
woman at Jacob’s well, Jesus told her: 

“You worship what you do  not know; we 
know what we worship, for salvation is of 
the Jews” (John 4:22). By “you” Jesus was 
referring to the Samaritans; by “we” He was 
referring to the Jews. Thus He identified 
Himself with the Jews; He spoke as one 
of them. In the last book of the Bible—
Revelation 5:5—Jesus is called “the Lion 
of the tribe of Judah.” “Judah” is the name 
from which the word “Jew” is taken. It is 
important for us all to understand that there 
is a way in which Jesus is specially identified 
with the Jews; and that this identification did 
not cease with His earthly life, but is still 
continued by Scripture after His death, burial 
and resurrection—on into eternity.

It is equally important for us all to 
acknowledge the truth of what Jesus said 
to the Samaritan woman—“salvation is of 
the Jews.” This is an indisputable, historical 
fact. Without the Jews we would have no 
patriarchs, no prophets, no apostles, no 
Bible—and no Savior! Deprived of all these, 
how much salvation would we have left to 
us? None!

All other nations of the earth owe all 
that is most precious in their spiritual 
inheritance to the Jews. This is true of all of 
us—whether we be Arabs, Africans, Asians 
or Europeans—Russians, Americans or 
Chinese. We all owe a spiritual debt to the 
Jews that cannot be calculated.

The Bible makes it clear that God 
requires the Christians of all other nations to 
acknowledge their debt to the Jews and to do 
what they can to repay it. In Romans chapter 
11 Paul is writing primarily to Christians 
of Gentile origin. In verse 13 he says, “For 
I speak to you Gentiles. . . .” He reminds 
the Gentiles of their debt to the Jews and 
warns them against adopting an arrogant or 
unthankful attitude toward Israel.

An analysis of this chapter will show that 
Paul uses the name “Israel” to refer to those 
who are Jews by natural descent and to 
distinguish them from Christians of Gentile 
descent. In other words, he does not use 
“Israel” as a synonym of the Church.

In Romans 11:30–31 Paul sums up what 
he has been saying about the debt and the 
responsibility of the Gentile Christians 
toward Israel. (For the sake of clarity I 
have inserted the appropriate words—either 
“Israel” or “the Gentiles”—in brackets 
beside the pronouns): “For as you [Gentiles] 
were once disobedient to God, yet have 
now obtained mercy through their [Israel’s] 
disobedience, even so these [Israel] also 
have now been disobedient, that through the 
mercy shown you [Gentiles’] they [Israel] 
also may obtain mercy.”

 In other words, because of the mercy 
of God that has come to us as Gentile 
Christians through Israel, God requires us in 
our turn to show mercy to Israel. How shall 
we fulfill this obligation? The following are 
four practical ways that we may do so.

First, we can cultivate and express an 
attitude of sincere love for Jewish people. 
Most standard forms of “witnessing” or 
“preaching” practiced by Christians do not 
reach the heart of the Jewish people at all. In 
fact, they frequently anger them and alienate 
them. But it is amazing how the apparently 
hard exterior of a Jew will melt when 
confronted by warm unfeigned love. In 
nineteen centuries of dispersion among the 
other nations there is one thing that the Jews 
have seldom encountered—and that is love! 

For the Lord’s own sake, let us stop trying 
to make “converts” out of the Jewish people 
and let us begin to repay the debt of love we 
have owed them for so many centuries.

Secondly, in Romans 11:11 Paul says 
that “through their [Israel’s] fall, to provoke 
them [Israel] to jealousy, salvation has come 
to the Gentiles.” This is another significant 
way in which we can repay our debt to the 
Jews—by enjoying and demonstrating the 
abundance of God’s blessings in Christ 
in such a way that the Jews may be made 
jealous and desire what they see us enjoying. 
These blessings should be seen in every area 
of our lives—spiritual, physical, financial, 
and material. But above all they should be 
expressed in our corporate life as believers 
together—a life of righteousness, peace and 
joy in the Holy Spirit.

Alas! Over the centuries the Jews have 
seen little among the Christians that would 
provoke their jealousy. Mainly they have 
seen innumerable sects, all laying claim to 
the title “Christian,” criticizing one another, 
even killing one another—all in the name 
of Christianity. Nowhere has Christian 
disunity been more blatantly demonstrated 
than in the city held sacred by Christians 
and Jews alike—Jerusalem. Frequently, at 
the so-called “sacred sites” of Christendom, 
representatives of different Christian sects 
have come to blows and shed one another’s 
blood—in proof of their orthodoxy and in 
defense of their shrines and their privileges. 
On more than one occasion since the state 
of Israel came into being, missionaries from 
one Christian group have complained to the 
(Jewish) minister of religion concerning the 
representatives of another Christian group 
and requested that they be deported. All 
this is scarcely calculated to make the Jews 
exclaim, “Behold, how these Christians love 
one another!”

Thirdly, the Bible exhorts us to seek the 
good of Israel by our prayers: “Pray for the 
peace of Jerusalem: may they prosper who 
love you” (Psalm 122:6). To pray effectively 
in this way we need to search out from the 
Scriptures the purposes of God for Israel 
and for Jerusalem, and then set ourselves 
to pray intelligently and consistently for 
the outworking and fulfillment of those 
purposes. As we make this scriptural 
study, we will discover that, ultimately, 
righteousness and peace are ordained to flow 
forth from Jerusalem to all the nations of the 
earth; and so the well- being of all nations is 
included in this prayer for Jerusalem and is 
dependant upon its fulfillment.

A challenging, scriptural pattern of this 
kind of praying is provided by Daniel, who 
set himself to pray three times daily with his 
window open toward Jerusalem. Daniel’s 
prayers so disturbed Satan and threatened 
his kingdom that he used the jealousy of evil 
men to bring about a change in the laws of 
the entire Persian Empire that would make 
Daniel’s prayers illegal. On the other hand, 
praying for Jerusalem meant so much to 
Daniel that he preferred to be cast into the 
lions’ den rather than give up his praying. 
Ultimately, Daniel’s faith and courage 
overcame the satanic opposition and he 
emerged triumphant from the lions’ den—to 
go on praying for Jerusalem. (See Daniel 
chapter 6.)

From my own experience, extending over 
many years, I would like to add a personal 
comment at this point. I have discovered 
that making a commitment of this kind to 
pray for Jerusalem and Israel will definitely 
stir up a special measure of opposition from 
satanically inspired forces. On the other hand, 
I have also discovered that God’s promise 
given to those who pray in this way will hold 
true—“may they prosper who love you.” This 
is a scriptural pathway to prosperity—not 
merely in a financial or material sense, but 
as embracing an abiding assurance of God’s 
favor, provision and protection.

Fourthly, we can seek to repay our debt 
to Israel by practical acts of kindness and 
mercy. In Romans 12:6–8 Paul lists seven 
different gifts (charismata) which Christians 
should cultivate and exercise. The last one he 
mentions is “he who shows mercy.” I believe 
it is appropriate that we Christians exercise 
this gift not merely toward individual Jews, 
but toward Israel as a nation. Thus we would 
in some measure expiate the countless acts 
of injustice, cruelty and barbarity which 
have over the centuries been inflicted upon 
the Jews—often in the name of Christianity.

Few Gentile Christians are aware of the 
deeply ingrained, but seldom stated, attitude 
of the Jews toward them. The Jews have 
suffered persecution in many different 
forms from many different people, but—in 
their view of history—their cruelest and 
most consistent persecutors have been the 
Christians. Before we reject this view as 
untrue or unfair, let us glance briefly at the 
kind of historical facts upon which it is based.

In the Middle Ages the Crusaders, on 
their way through Europe to “liberate” 
the Holy Land, massacred entire Jewish 
communities—men, women and children—
numbering many hundreds. Later, when they 
did succeed in capturing Jerusalem, they shed 
more blood and displayed more cruelty than 
any of Jerusalem’s many conquerors before 
them—except perhaps the Romans under 
Titus. All this they did in the name of Christ 
and with the cross as their sacred emblem. 
(For this reason I personally am never happy 
to see any genuine presentation of the gospel 
described by the word “crusade.”)

Later still, in the ghettos of Europe and 
Russia, it was Christian priests carrying 
crucifixes who led the mobs against the 
Jewish communities—pillaging and 
burning their homes and their synagogues, 
raping their women and murdering those 
who sought to defend themselves. Their 
justification for this was that it was the Jews 
who had “murdered Christ.”

Again, within living memory, the 
Nazis—in their systematic extermination 
of six million Jews in Europe—used as 
their instruments men who were professing 
Christians—mainly Lutherans or Catholics. 

Furthermore, no major Christian group, in 
Europe or elsewhere, raised their voices to 
protest or condemn the Nazi policy against 
the Jews. In the eyes of the Jews, multitudes 
of Christians stand condemned merely by 
their silence.

To undo the effect upon the Jewish people 
of these experiences—and countless others 
like them—will take more than tracts or 
sermons. It will require acts—both individual 
and collective—that are manifestly as kind 
and merciful as the previous acts were unjust 
and cruel.

Finally, we need to bear in mind that one 
major factor in God’s judgment of all other 
nations will be their treatment of the Jews. 
In Matthew 25:31–46 we have a picture 
of Christ as King at the end of this age on 
the throne of His glory, with all nations 
arraigned before Him for judgment. They are 
separated into two categories—the “sheep,” 
who are accepted into Christ’s kingdom, 
and the “goats,” who are rejected from His 
kingdom. In each case, the reason given by 
Christ is, “Inasmuch as you did it—or did 
not do it—to one of the least of these My 
brethren” (vv. 40, 45). The nations who 
show mercy to the Jews will receive mercy 
from God; the nations who deny mercy to 
the Jews will be denied mercy from God.

In a measure, this has already been proved 
true many times in history. For example, in 
the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries Spain 
was the dominant nation of Europe, with 
a high level of culture, a powerful army 
and navy, and an empire that spanned 
both hemispheres. But within a century of 
expelling all Jews from her territories, Spain 
declined to a struggling, second-rate power.  

In my personal memory and experience, 
much the same happened to my own 
motherland, Britain. Britain emerged 
victorious from two World Wars, retaining 
intact an empire that was perhaps the most 
extensive in human history. But in 1947–8, 
as the mandatory power over Palestine, 
Britain opposed and attempted to thwart 
the rebirth of Israel as a sovereign nation 
with her own state.  (Since I was living in 
Jerusalem throughout this period, I make 
this statement as an eyewitness of what 
actually took place.) From that very moment 
in history, Britain’s empire underwent a 
process of decline and disintegration so 
rapid and total that it cannot be accounted 
for merely by the relevant political, military 
or economic factors. Today, less than a 
generation later, Britain—like Spain—is a 
struggling, second-rate power.

 This represents, in part at least, the 
outworking of a divine principle stated in 
Isaiah 60:12: “For the nation and kingdom 
which will not serve you shall perish, and 
those nations shall be utterly ruined.” God 
here promises Israel, and also warns all 
the Gentiles, that He will bring judgment 
on any nation that opposes His purposes 
of redemption and restoration for Israel. 
Therefore, in seeking and praying for the 
good of Israel, Gentile Christians need to 
remind themselves that they are serving not 
merely the interests of Israel, but even more 
those of their own nation.

 
Without the Jews we would have no 

patriarchs,  no prophets, no apostles, no 
Bible—and no Savior!

(Source: OUR DEBT TO ISRAEL – Copyright 
1984 Derek Prince Ministries – International, ISBN 
1-892283-12-3)

Our debt to Israel
By Derek Prince
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I’m getting asked that question everywhere 
I travel. It’s an intriguing question, and 

there are two quick answers – no, and yes. 
No, there is no specific passage of 

Scripture that points to this specific war 
between Israel and terrorists in Gaza in the 
“last days,” though there are certainly some 
passages that are evocative of the current 
conflict. The Lord once said through the 
Hebrew Prophet Amos, for example, “I will 
send fire upon the wall of Gaza and it will 
consume her citadels….I will even unleash 
My power upon Ekron, and the remnant of 
the Philistines will perish.” But this was 
fulfilled between 760 and 750 B.C. 

Yes, that said, the current war between 
Israel and the terrorist leaders and fighters of 
Hamas in Gaza could be preparing the way 
for the coming “War of Gog and Magog” 
described in Ezekiel 38-39. In that prophecy 
(as well as chapters 36 and 37), Ezekiel says 
that: 

1) The State of Israel will be resurrected in 
the last days 2) Jews will pour back into the 
Holy Land after centuries of being scattered 
in exile all over the world 3) By God’s 
grace, the Jews will rebuild the ancient ruins 
in the land of Israel 4) By God’s grace, the 
Jews will see the land of Israel blossom and 
bear fruit like never before 

5) Ezekiel also says that prior to the 
alliance against Israel led by Russia (Magog) 
and Iran (Persia) to destroy Israel, the 
people of Israel will be “living securely, all 
of them.” (38:8b). The text, however, never 
uses the word “shalom,” the Hebrew word 
for peace. So Ezekiel does not seem to be 
referring to full and complete peace. Rather, 
he seems to be suggesting that there will be 
a sense among Israelis that they are safer 
than they previously had been. 

6) In most respects, Israelis are today 
living more safely and securely than any 
time since independence in 1948. Consider 
that Israel has formal and reasonably 
effective peace treaties with Egypt and 
Jordan. Saddam Hussein is gone. Yasser 
Arafat is gone. Suicide bombers are largely 
a terror tool of the past. Israel has the most 
powerful air force in the region. Israel has 
the most advanced missile defense system 
in the world. The U.S. is on offense against 
radical Islamic terrorists in the region. No 
wonder most Israelis - even today - feel more 
secure and relaxed than ever before, given 
the modern history of the Jewish people. 
They’re going to the malls, to the movies, 
to the beaches. They are getting married 
and having bar mitzvahs and growing their 
businesses and sending their kids to college. 
Normal stuff, like normal people, despite all 
the wars and rumors of wars that continue to 
plague the region. 

7) In my first novel (written in 2001 before 
9/11, but published in November 2002), The 
Last Jihad, I wrote that in order for Israelis 
to feel secure enough to set into motion 
Ezekiel’s “War of Gog and Magog,” Saddam 
Hussein could no longer be the ruler of Iraq. 
After all, Iraq is not mentioned as one of the 
countries that is part of the Russian-Iranian 
alliance against Israel. Moreover, how 
could Israelis feel secure with the “Butcher 
of Baghdad” in power, a man who fired 39 
Scud missiles at Israel and threatened to use 
chemical weapons to “scorch half of Israel” 
back in 1990? They couldn’t, which is why 
I wrote about a kamikaze attack by radical 
Islamic terrorists against an American city 

that would lead to a war between the U.S. 
and Saddam Hussein over fears of a link 
between Iraqi-sponsored terrorism and 
weapons of mass destruction. Remarkably, 
these events have actually come to pass in 
real life. In my second novel, The Last Days, 
I wrote about the death of Arafat and a civil 
war that would ensue afterwards between the 
secular nationalist forces of the Palestinians 
(Fatah) and the Islamic Jihadists in the West 
Bank and Gaza (Hamas), vying for control 
in Arafat’s absence. That was fiction, but in 
real life Arafat ended up dying 13 months 
after the novel was published, and the battle 
between Fatah and Hamas erupted almost 
immediately. 

8) That said, in The Last Days, a moderate 
Palestinian rises to power and create real 
(though temporary) peace with Israel. In real 
life, a moderate by the name of Mahmoud 
Abbas (aka, Abu Mazen) has emerged in 
the West Bank, and the West Bank is very 
quiet. But Hamas gained control of Gaza 
in 2006, and Israel has remained threatened 
by rockets, missiles and mortars coming in 
from Gaza ever since. According to Ezekiel, 
all Israelis must be living securely before 
the conditions are set for the “War of Gog 
and Magog.” If that war is to happen in our 
lifetime - much less in the next few years 
- that would have to mean that rockets, 
missiles and mortars are not being fired from 
Gaza day after day, week after week, year 
after year at innocent civilians in southern 
Israel. It could prove to be a precursor to 
the coming Russian-Iranian alliance against 
Israel in that it may help create a secure 
southern border for Israelis for the next year, 
or the next several years. 

9) It is early yet. It is not clear what the 
lasting effect of this conflict will be. We 
must first and foremost pray for peace, and 
pray for Hamas to be crushed and all Gazans 
to be liberated from their evil tyranny. We 
must pray for the physical and emotional 
recovery for Israelis and Palestinians who 
have been severely affected by this war and 
by previous terror attacks. And we must pray 
that the Lord would comfort those on both 
sides and draw them close to His heart. 

10) At the same time, I do believe it is 
worth watching closely to see if we are 
getting closer to the events described by 
Ezekiel. 

11) It is noteworthy to me that Egypt  
is playing a somewhat helpful role in 
opposing Hamas and offering to do more 
to stop arms smuggling into Gaza - not 
for Israel’s sake, really, but to make sure 
Hamas doesn’t become a terror force that 
could destablize Mubarak’s regime in Cairo. 
Ezekiel does not mention Egypt being  
part of the Russian-Iranian alliance in the 
last days, and currently Egypt’s actions 

 are consistent with the prophecy. 
12) Recently, Turkey has moved 

significantly away from Israel and the West 
and towards Russia and Iran, even calling 
for Israel to be banned from U.N. meetings. 
This is noteworthy because Turkey is 
“Gomer” in the prophecy and is a key player 
with Russia and Iran against Israel. 

13) Let me conclude by reminding my 
readers that I have no idea when the “War 
of Gog and Magog” will occur. Many 
geopolitical events currently look consistent 
with Ezekiel’s writings. But we must be 
cautious. Let us not overreact or speculate 
wildly. Let us calmly and prayerfully 
analyze these present times, and follow our 
Lord Jesus Christ to do now what we know 
is right according to the Scriptures. 

It’s been a dramatic few days here in the 
epicenter, especially for those interested in 
the prophecies of Ezekiel 38-39. Consider 
the following: 

1. “Living securely in the land” 
There are intriguing implications of 

Israel’s war against Hamas in Gaza for the 
fulfillment of major Bible prophecies. It 
could lead to: A) the toppling of Hamas 
in favor of a moderate leadership in Gaza 
(possible, but doubtful at this stage); or B) 
a cease fire between Israel and a weakened 
Hamas that truly holds for the next several 
years, and provides Israeli citizens on the 
southern border a real measure of safety 
and security (still too early to say, but 
increasingly possible given the events of 
the last 23 days and the last 48 hours). If 
either of these events happen, then a major 
precondition of Ezekiel 38-39 could come 
to pass in the not-too-distant future. The 
prophecy requires that: A) Israel is reborn 
as a nation (which happened in 1948); B) 
Jews are returning to the Holy Land after 
centuries of exile (this has been happening 
since the end of the 19th century); and 
C) Israelis are finally “living securely in 
the land” - meaning Israelis may not have 
true, lasting formal peace with all of its 
neighbors, but Israeli citizens feel more safe 
and more comfortable and relaxed than ever 
before. Most Israelis actually already feel 
this way today, except for those along the 
Gaza border. Despite all the wars and rumors 
of wars in the region, the vast majority of 
Israelis are going to the malls, going to the 
movies, going to the beaches, going about 
their daily lives feeling that the Jewish State 
is more stable and secure today than at any 
time in the past sixty years. If Israelis in the 
south begin to feel this level of security, too, 
things could get quite interesting from the 
perspective of Bible prophecy. 

2. Israel makes enormous and “historic” 
discovery of natural gas off Haifa

Ezekiel 38-39 has another precondition 
that has to happen before the “War of Gog 
and Magog” can begin -- Israel must be 
notably prosperous. In my first non-fiction 
book, Epicenter, I noted that Israel is already 
far more prosperous than her immediate 
neighbors, the Palestinians, the Egyptians, 
the Jordanians, the Syrians and the Lebanese. 
But I speculated that it was possible that 
the Israel will get far more prosperous to 
fully satisfy this prophetic precondition. 
I further noted that based on a series of 
Bible prophecies, Israel will make major 
discoveries of petroleum in “the last days” 
(something that was a fictional part of The 
Last Jihad series, as well). Consider, then, 

this remarkable story on the Jerusalem Post 
website: “Three massive gas reservoirs have 
been discovered 80 kilometers off the Haifa 
coast, at the Tamar prospect, Noble Energy 
Inc. announced on Sunday….Speaking on 
Army Radio, an exhilarated Yitzhak Tshuva, 
owner of the Delek Group Ltd, one of the 
owners of the well, called the discovery ‘one 
of the biggest in the world,’ promising that 
the find would present a historic land mark 
in the economic independence of Israel. 
“I have no doubt that this is a holiday for 
the State of Israel. We will no longer be 
dependent [on foreign sources] for our gas, 
and will even export. We are dealing with 
inconceivably huge quantities; Israel now 
has a solution for the future generations,’ 
Tshuva added. An ecstatic Infrastructures 
Minister Binyamin Ben-Eliezer said that 
the discovery was a ‘historic’ one and could 
‘change the face of Israeli industry.’….
Following the announcement of the discover, 
shares of Delek Drilling jumped up 80%, 
while shares of Isramco Negev 2 skyrocketed 
by an unprecedented 120 percent. The rest 
of the Tel Aviv stock market also saw huge 
gains, with the TA-Index 100 climbing 
nearly 4 percent.” It’s too soon to draw any 
conclusions, but I do think this is a story 
worth watching closely. 

3. Russia is building alliances with Iran, 
Libya, Syria and Lebanon, as hatred of 
Israel grows

The prophecies found in Ezekiel 38-39 
further tell us that Russia (Magog), Iran 
(Persia), Libya (Put), and Turkey (Gomer) 
will all form alliances together, before 
eventually trying to attack Israel from the 
North. To come from the North, they need 
to come through Syria and Lebanon, which 
means either Syria and Lebanon are active 
members of the coalition against Israel, or 
they have been overrun by military forces 
of the Russian-Iranian alliance. Again, I 
describe all this in detail in Epicenter, but it’s 
worth considering the following headlines in 
recent days: 

•				Russia	to	complete	Iran’s	Bushehr	nuclear	
power plant in 2009 

•						Iran	 president	 says	 Israeli	 leaders	 face	
‘doomed end’ 

•				Iran’s	 Ahmadinejad	 demands	 trial	 of	
Israeli leaders for “war crimes” 

•					High-level	Iranian	cleric	calls	for	shooting	
Israeli Foreign Minister 

•				Russia	plans	navy	bases	in	Libya,	Syria	
•				Russian	 navy	 eyes	Tartous,	 Syria	 as	 base	

for Black Sea Fleet 
•				Russia’s	 Gazprom	 increases	 oil	 holdings	

in Libya 
•					Recent	 Attempts	 to	 Form	 Strategic	

Regional Bloc: Syria, Turkey and Iran 
•				Turkey	wants	Israel	barred	from	the	U.N.	
•				Osama	 Bin	 Laden	 urges	 Jihad	 against	

Israel 
•				Anti-Israel	mood	prevails	at	summit	

For me, it still remains too early to draw 
any definitive conclusions about what all 
this means. But it is worth noting that clearly 
several of the key countries that Ezekiel says 
will form alliances together - and against 
Israel - are, in fact, currently forming closer 
and closer ties, even as a wave of profound 
anti-Israel sentiment is rising throughout the 
region.
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Palestinians ‘Peoplehood’ Based on a Big Lie
By Eli E. Hertz

The Palestinians claim that they are an 
ancient and indigenous people fails to 

stand up to historic scrutiny. 
Most Palestinian Arabs were newcomers 

to British Mandate Palestine. Until the 1967 
Six-Day War made it expedient for Arabs to 
create a Palestinian peoplehood, local Arabs 
simply considered themselves part of the 
‘great Arab nation’ or ‘southern Syrians.’

There is no age-old Palestinian people. 
Most so-called Palestinians are relative 
newcomers to the Land of Israel

Like a mantra, Arabs repeatedly claim 
that the Palestinians are a native people. The 
concept of a ‘Stateless Palestinian people’ is 
not based on fact. It is a fabrication.

Palestinian Arabs cast themselves as 
a native people in “Palestine” -- like the 
Aborigines in Australia or Native Americans 
in America. They portray the Jews as 
European imperialists and colonizers. This 
is simply untrue.

Until the Jews began returning to the Land 
of Israel in increasing numbers from the 
late 19th century to the turn of the 20th, the 
area called Palestine was a God-forsaken 
backwash that belonged to the Ottoman 
Empire, based in Turkey.

The land’s fragile ecology had been laid 
waste in the wake of the Arabs’ 7th-century 
conquest. In 1799, the population was at 
it lowest and estimated to be no more than 
250,000 to 300,000 inhabitants in all the land.

At the turn of the 20th century, the Arab 
population west of the Jordan River (today, 
Israel and the West Bank) was about half a 
million inhabitants and east of the Jordan 
River perhaps 200,000.

The collapse of the agricultural system 
with the influx of nomadic tribes after 
the Arab conquest that created malarial 
swamps and denuded the ancient terrace 
system eroding the soil, was coupled by a 
tyrannous regime, a crippling tax system and 
absentee landowners that further decimated 
the population. Much of the indigenous 
population had long since migrated or 
disappeared. Very few Jews or Arabs lived 
in the region before the arrival of the first 
Zionists in the 1880s and most of those that 
did lived in abject poverty.

Most Arabs living west of the Jordan 
River in Israel, the West Bank (Judea and 
Samaria) and Gaza are newcomers who 
came from surrounding Arab lands after the 
turn of the 20th century because they were 
attracted to the relative economic prosperity 
brought about by the Zionist Movement and 
the British in the 1920s and 1930s.

This is substantiated by eyewitness 
reports of a deserted country -- including 
18th-century reports from the British 
archaeologist Thomas Shaw, French author 
and historian Count Constantine Volney 
(Travels through Syria and Egypt, 1798); the 
mid-19th-century writings of Alphonse de 
Lamartine (Recollections of the East, 1835); 
Mark Twain (Innocents Abroad, 1867); and 
reports from the British Consul in Jerusalem 
(1857) that were sent back to London.

The Ottoman Turks’ census (1882) 
recorded only 141,000 Muslims in the Land 
of Israel. The real number is probably closer 
to 350,000 to 425,000, since many hid to 
avoid taxes. The British census in 1922 
reported 650,000 Muslims.

Aerial photographs taken by German 
aviators during World War I show an 
underdeveloped country composed mainly of 

primitive hamlets. Ashdod, for instance, was 
a cluster of mud dwellings, Haifa a fishing 
village. In 1934 alone, 30,000 Syrian Arabs 
from the Hauran moved across the northern 
frontier into Mandate Palestine, attracted 
by work in and around the newly built 
British port and the construction of other 
infrastructure projects. They even dubbed 
Haifa Um el-Amal (‘the city of work’).

The fallacy of Arab claims that most 
Palestinians were indigenous to Palestine -- 
not newcomers - is also bolstered by a 1909 
vintage photograph of Nablus, today an Arab 
city on the West Bank with over 121,000 
residents. Based on the number of buildings 
in the photo taken from the base of Mount 
Gerizim, the population in 1909 -- Muslim 
Arabs and Jewish Samaritans -- could not 
have been greater than 2,000 residents.

Family names of many Palestinians 
attest to their non-Palestinian origins. Just 
as Jews bear names like Berliner, Warsaw 
and Toledano, modern phone books in the 
Territories are filled with families named 
Elmisri (Egyptian), Chalabi (Syrian), 
Mugrabi (North Africa). Even George 
Habash -- the arch-terrorist and head of 
Black September -- bears a name with 
origins in Abyssinia or Ethiopia, Habash in 
both Arabic and Hebrew.

Palestinian nationality is an entity defined 
by its opposition to Zionism, and not its 
national aspirations.

What unites Palestinians has been their 
opposition to Jewish nationalism and the 
desire to stamp it out, not aspirations for 
their own state. Local patriotic feelings are 
generated only when a non-Islamic entity 
takes charge -- such as Israel did after the 
1967 Six-Day War. It dissipates under Arab 
rule, no matter how distant or despotic.

A Palestinian identity did not exist until 
an opposing force created it -- primarily 
anti-Zionism. Opposition to a non-Muslim 
nationalism on what local Arabs, and the 
entire Arab world, view as their own turf, 
was the only expression of ‘Palestinian 
peoplehood.’

The Grand Mufti Hajj Amin al-Husseini, 
a charismatic religious leader and radical 
anti-Zionist was the moving force behind 
opposition to Jewish immigration in the 1920s 
and 1930s. The two-pronged approach of the 
“Diplomacy of Rejection” (of Zionism) and 
the violence the Mufti incited occurred at the 
same time Lebanon, Syria, Transjordan and 
Iraq became countries in the post-Ottoman 
reshuffling of territories established by the 

British and the French under the League of 
Nation’s mandate system.

The tiny educated class among the Arabs 
of Palestine was more politically aware than 
the rest of Arab society, with the inklings 
of a separate national identity. However, 
for decades, the primary frame of reference 
for most local Arabs was the clan or tribe, 
religion and sect, and village of origin. 
If Arabs in Palestine defined themselves 
politically, it was as “southern Syrians.” 
Under Ottoman rule, Syria referred to a 
region much larger than the Syrian Arab 
Republic of today, with borders established 
by France and England in 1920.

In his book Greater Syria: The History of 
an Ambition, Daniel Pipes explains:

“Syria was a region that stretched from 
the borders of Anatolia to those of Egypt, 
from the edge of Iraq to the Mediterranean 
Sea. In terms of today’s states, the Syria of 
old comprised Syria, Lebanon, Israel, and 
Jordan, plus the Gaza Strip and Alexandria.” 

Syrian maps in the 21st century still co-opt 
most of Greater Syria, including Israel.

The Grand Mufti Al-Husseini’s aspirations 
slowly shifted from pan-Arabism -- the 
dream of uniting all Arabs into one polity, 
whereby Arabs in Palestine would unite 
with their brethren in Syria - to winning 
a separate Palestinian entity, with himself 
at the helm. Al-Husseini was the moving 
force behind the 1929 riots against the Jews 
and the 1936-1939 Arab Revolt against 
two non-Muslim entities in Palestine -- the 
British and the Jews. He gathered a large 
following by playing on fears that the Jews 
had come to dispossess, or at least dominate 
the Arabs.

Much like Yasser Arafat, the Grand 
Mufti’s ingrained all-or-nothing extremism, 
fanaticism and even an inability to cooperate 
with his own compatriots made him totally 
ineffective. He led the Palestinian Arabs 
nowhere.

The ‘Palestinian’ cause became a 
key rallying point for Arab nationalism 
throughout the Middle East, according to 
Oxford historian Avi Shlaim. The countries 
the British and French created in 1918-1922 
were based largely on meridians on the map, 
as is evident in the borders that delineate 
the Arab states today. Because these states 
lack ethnic logic or a sense of community, 
their opposition to the national aspirations 
of the Jews has come to fuel that fires Arab 
nationalism as the ‘glue’ of national identity.

From the 1920s, rejection of Jewish 

nationalism, attempts to prevent the 
establishment of a Jewish homeland by 
violence, and rejection of any form of Jewish 
political power, including any plans to share 
stewardship with Arabs, crystallized into 
the expression of Palestinianism. No other 
positive definition of an Arab-Palestinian 
people has surfaced. This point is admirably 
illustrated in the following historic incident:

“In 1926, Lord Plumer was appointed 
as the second High Commissioner of 
Palestine. The Arabs within the Mandate 
were infuriated when Plumer stood up for 
the Zionists’ national anthem Hatikva during 
ceremonies held in his honor when Plumer 
first visited Tel Aviv. When a delegation 
of Palestinian Arabs protested Plumer’s 
‘Zionist bias,’ the High Commissioner asked 
the Arabs if he remained seated when their 
national anthem was played, ‘wouldn’t you 
regard my behavior as most unmannerly?’ 
Met by silence, Plumer asked: ‘By the way, 
have you got a national anthem?’ When the 
delegation replied with chagrin that they did 
not, he snapped back, “I think you had better 
get one as soon as possible.”

But it took the Palestinians more than 60 
years to heed Plumer’s advice, adopting 
Anthem of the Intifada two decades after 
Israel took over the West Bank and Gaza 
in 1967 -- at the beginning of the 1987 
Intifada.

Under the Mandate, local Arabs also 
refused to establish an ‘Arab Agency’ to 
develop the Arab sector, parallel to the 
Jewish Agency that directed development of 
the Jewish sector.

In fact, the so-called patriotism of 
indigenous Muslims has flourished only 
when non-Muslim entities (the Crusaders, 
the British, the Jews) have taken charge 
of the Holy Land. When political control 
returns to Muslim hands, the ardent 
patriotism of the Arabs of Palestine 
magically wanes, no matter how distant or 
how despotic the government. One Turkish 
pasha who ruled Acco (Acre) between 
1775 and 1804 was labeled Al Jazzar, The 
Butcher, by locals.

Why hasn’t Arab representative 
government ever been established in 
Palestine, either in 1948 or during the next 
19 years of Arab rule? Because other Arabs 
co-opted the Palestinian cause as a rallying 
point that would advance the concept that 
the territory was up for grabs. “The Arab 
invasion of Palestine was not a means for 
achieving an independent Palestine, but 
rather the result of a lack of consensus on 
the part of the Arab states regarding such 
independence,” summed up one historian. 
Adherents to a separate Palestinian identity 
were a mute minority on the West Bank and 
Gaza during the 19 years of Jordanian and 
Egyptian rule - until Israel took control from 
the Jordanians and the Egyptians in 1967. 
Suddenly a separate Palestinian peoplehood 
appeared and claimed it deserved nationhood 
- and 21 other Arab states went along with it.

Palestinianism in and of itself lacks any 
substance of its own. Arab society on the 
West Bank and Gaza suffers from deep 
social cleavages created by a host of rivalries 
based on divergent geographic, historical, 
geographical, sociological and familial 
allegiances. What glues Palestinians together 
is a carefully nurtured hatred of Israel and 
the rejection of Jewish nationhood.

(This article was published March 31, 2008 on the 
Myths and Facts website and is archived at http://www.
mythsandfacts.com/article_view.asp?articleID=53)

Palestinians claim that Palestine is Islamic land photo@Isranet
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God’s calling through Russian threat.
As a Christians for Israel fieldworker for 

the project “Helping the Jews home” I 
paid a visit to Georgia for the third time last 
December. We had been asked by Jewish 
Agency to come, and together with some 
people from Ebenezer we mainly visited 
Jews who experienced suffering because of 
the war with Russia in 2008.

The situation in Georgia is still tense at 
this moment. We felt it as we were driving 
through the country. During our visit British 
soldiers clearing mines came under attack 
from South Ossetia, that claimed the Brits 
had come too close to their territory, forcing 
them to act in self-defense.

Georgia is still recovering and many 
people have been traumatized. Especially 
residents of Gori, where a Dutch journalist 
was killed during a bombing. But also 
people in Poti, Kutaisi, Batumi and many 
villages in the countryside have suffered 
severely during the Russian bombardments. 
In a region already struck by poverty, many 
houses and apartments have been destroyed 
or plundered. The Caucasus has known 
unrest for many years; it consists of four 
countries: Armenia, Georgia, Azerbaijan 
and Southern Russia with the controversial 
Chechnya. Armenia and Azerbaijan are both 
laying claim on the territory of Nagorno 
Karabach. Georgia is at loggerheads with 
Abkhazia en South Ossetia that both want 
to become independent, and now Russia is 
joining in the fight.

As a result of all this unrest the Jews still 
living in Georgia realize that life in the 
Diaspora in relative peace can change very 
suddenly and thoroughly. Rumors say that 
the Russian army will return some day, but 
nobody knows when this will happen. In 
Isaiah 60:1-4 we read: “Arise, shine; for your 
light has come! And the glory of the Lord 
is risen upon you. For behold, the darkness 
shall cover the earth, and deep darkness the 
people; but the Lord will arise over you, 
and His glory will be seen upon you. The 
Gentiles shall come to your light, and kings 

to the brightness of your rising. Lift up your 
eyes all around, and see: They all gather 
together, they come to you, your sons shall 
come from afar, and your daughters shall be 
nursed at your side.”

Many of those who were thinking of going 
back to their homeland have now decided to 
make Aliyah. Already several hundreds of 
‘Olim’ (Jews making Aliyah) have returned 
to Israel before, during and after the war 
here in the Caucasus.

Many others have expressed their wish 
to immigrate and the Jewish Agency is 
expecting an increase in 2009 with up 
to 30 – 40 percent. A huge task awaits 
Jewish Agency, not only in helping these  
people home but also in the integration 
process in Israel.

Several of them told us that as a result of 
what took place last summer, they believe 
they heard God calling them to come home 
from the Diaspora. In the past many of 
them took no notice of this calling of God. 
Together with other ‘fishermen’ I have 
personally visited almost all Jews living in 
this area, telling them about the promises 
of God. Also, the telephone lines between 

Israel and Georgia have been glowing with 
relatives and friends urging their loved ones 
to come home to Israel. Finally they seem to 
respond to the call of God! 

I cried as we said good-bye. 
Gregory, a Ukrainian Jew who together 

with his family made Aliyah in 1991, is 
now working for Jewish Agency and is 
responsible for Armenia, Georgia and 
Azerbaijan. He was very happy to see us and 
thanked us repeatedly for our co-operation.

Gregory accompanied us during our 
whole visit to Georgia and everywhere we 
had the opportunity to speak to the Jewish 
community and tell them that the time has 
come to go to Israel for good and people 
listened very attentively.

My heart broke when we ‘found’ a Jewish 
family in a deserted school building.  For 
several months the parents, Marina and 
Georgi with their two children Shalva 
and Anna have been living in one of the 
classrooms without water or electricity. 
Fortunately they have a self-constructed 
wood stove to cook on and provide 
some warmth as winter sets in (it can 

get extremely cold in this mountainous 
area).They had to flee from their village 
Tceronisi, close to Gori when it was 
bombed, plundered and all 48 houses burnt 
down by the Russians whose attack came 
as a complete surprise. Before leaving, the 
Russians placed mines in the surrounding 
fields. With tears Marina told us: “We were 
just ordinary Jewish farmers living off our 
land and animals. It was in the middle of 
the harvest season when all of a sudden we 
had to flee together with the other villagers. 
It was chaos, dead people all around us and 
in the tumult we lost sight of our children. 
Thankfully and miraculously we found them 
again. Now we are here, anxiously waiting,” 
Marina continues her story. “Hopefully this 
winter will not be too severe, and now we 
know for certain that we can never return to 
our village, we can only go to Israel.”

We stayed with this family until midnight. 
We couldn’t just leave them behind. Our visit 
brought such comfort and encouragement 
to them. Later we bought them a huge food 
parcel and left them with some money. 
Taking leave I could not hold back my tears. 
For many years now I have been working 
with the Aliyah in a practical way and have 
seen many things and much poverty, but 
what I witnessed here was indescribable.

By Koen Carlier
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