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Recently, the Obama administration 
demanded that the Israeli government 

pull the plug on a planned housing 
development near the Sheikh Jarrah 
neighborhood of Jerusalem. The project, a 
20-unit apartment complex, is indisputably 
legal. The property to be developed – a 
defunct hotel – was purchased in 1985, and 
the developer has obtained all the necessary 
municipal permits.

Why, then, does the administration want 
the development killed? Because Sheikh 
Jarrah is in a largely Arab section of 
Jerusalem, and the developers of the planned 
apartments are Jews. Think about that for a 
moment. Seven months after Barack Obama 
became the first black man to move into the 
previously all-white residential facility at 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue in Washington, 
he is fighting to prevent integration in 
Jerusalem.

It is impossible to imagine the opposite 
scenario: The administration would never 
demand that Israel prevent Arabs from 
moving into a Jewish neighborhood. And 
the Obama Justice Department would 
unleash seven kinds of hell on anyone who 
tried to impose racial, ethnic, or religious 
redlining in an American city. In the 21st 
century, segregation is unthinkable – except, 
it seems, when it comes to housing Jews in 

Jerusalem.
It is not easy for Israel’s government to 

refuse any demand from the United States, 
which is the Jewish state’s foremost ally. 
To their credit, Israeli leaders spoke truth 
to power, and said no. “Jerusalem residents 
can purchase apartments anywhere in the 
city,” Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu 
said in July. “This has been the policy of 
all Israeli governments. There is no ban on 
Arabs buying apartments in the west of the 
city, and there is no ban on Jews building or 
buying in the city’s east. This is the policy 
of an open city.”

There was a time not so long ago when 
Jerusalem was anything but an open city. 
During Israel’s War of Independence in 
1948, the Jordanian Arab Legion invaded 
eastern Jerusalem, occupied the Old City, 
and expelled all its Jews – many from 
families that had lived in the city for 
centuries. “As they left,” the acclaimed 
historian Sir Martin Gilbert later wrote in 
his 1998 book, Jerusalem in the Twentieth 
Century, “they could see columns of smoke 
rising from the quarter behind them. The 
Hadassah welfare station had been set on fire 
and . . . the looting and burning of Jewish 
property was in full swing.”

For the next 19 years, eastern Jerusalem 
was barred to Jews, brutally divided from 

the western part of the city with barbed-wire 
and military fortifications. Dozens of Jewish 
holy places, including synagogues hundreds 
of years old, were desecrated or destroyed. 
Gravestones from the ancient Mount of 
Olives cemetery were uprooted by the 
Jordanian army and used to pave latrines. 
Jerusalem’s most sacred Jewish shrine, the 
Western Wall, became a slum. It wasn’t until 
1967, after Jordan was routed in the Six-Day 
War, that Jerusalem was reunited under 
Israeli sovereignty and religious freedom 
restored to all. Israelis have vowed ever 
since that Jerusalem would never again be 
divided.

And not only Israelis. US policy, laid 
out in the Jerusalem Embassy Act of 
1995, recognizes Jerusalem as “a united 
city administered by Israel” and formally 
declares that “Jerusalem must remain an 
undivided city.” US presidents, Republican 
and Democratic alike, have agreed. In former 
President Clinton’s words, “Jerusalem should 
be an open and undivided city, with assured 
freedom of access and worship for all.”

As a presidential candidate, Barack 
Obama said much the same thing. To a 
2008 candidate questionnaire that asked 
about “the likely final status Jerusalem,” 
Obama replied: “The United States cannot 
dictate the terms of a final status agreement. 

. . . Jerusalem will remain Israel’s capital, 
and no one should want or expect it to be 
re-divided.” In a speech to the American 
Israel Public Affairs Council, he repeated 
the point: “Let me be clear . . . Jerusalem 
will remain the capital of Israel, and it must 
remain undivided.”

Palestinian irredentists claim that eastern 
Jerusalem is historically Arab territory and 
should be the capital of a future Palestinian 
state. In reality, Jews always lived in eastern 
Jerusalem – it is the location of the Old 
City and its famous Jewish Quarter, after 
all, not to mention Hebrew University, 
which was founded in 1918. The apartment 
complex that Obama opposes is going up in 
what was once Shimon Hatzadik, a Jewish 
neighborhood established in 1891. Only 
from 1948 to 1967 – during the Jordanian 
occupation – was the eastern part of Israel’s 
capital “Arab territory.” Palestinians have no 
more claim to sovereignty there than Russia 
does in formerly occupied eastern Berlin.

The great obstacle to Middle East peace is 
not that Jews insist on living among Arabs. It 
is that Arabs insist that Jews not live among 
them. If Obama doesn’t yet grasp that, he 
has a lot to learn.

(Jeff Jacoby is a columnist for The Boston Globe – 
http://www.jeffjacoby.com)

Jerusalem – one city, undivided
By Jeff Jacoby
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It is increasingly common for Gentile Christians to 
celebrate the biblical, Jewish holidays, and there are many 

commendable reasons for doing so. Here are a few:
(1) The biblical holy days are infused with spiritual and 

prophetic significance. Passover corresponds to Yeshua’s 
death (1 Corinthians 5:7-8), Firstfruits to His resurrection 
(1 Corinthians 15:20), and the Festival of Weeks (Shavu’ot, 
or Pentecost) corresponds to the giving of the Spirit (Acts 
2:1-4). Trumpets points to the Lord’s return with the sound 
of the trumpet (see Matthew 24:31; 1 Corinthians 15:52; 
1 Thessalonians 4:16; Revelation 11:15), the Day of 
Atonement (Yom Kippur) points to Israel’s final cleansing 
(Zechariah 13:1, which follows from Zechariah 12:10 ff.), 
and Tabernacles (Sukkot) points to the final ingathering of 
the nations (see Zechariah 14:16-19; see also Revelation 7:9 
and Leviticus 23:40, for palm branches and Tabernacles).

(2) The biblical holy days have great historic significance. 
Although the Messianic significance of the biblical holy 
days is certainly of greater significance to Christians than is 
the historical significance, the origin and meaning of these 
holy days in Israel’s history is also important. So, if it is 
okay to celebrate Thanksgiving and July 4th in America and 
to remember the events connected with those days, how can 
it be wrong to remember Israel’s deliverance from Egypt in 
the Passover? When connecting this season to the death and 
resurrection of Yeshua, it can be very powerful. 

(3) Celebrating the biblical holy days is a good way to 
teach about God’s acts of redemption. Paul freely made 
reference to the holy days when writing to the Corinthians, 
making a spiritual application of Passover in 1 Corinthians 
5:7-8 and possibly referencing Firstfruits directly in 1 
Corinthians 15:20; notice also how Luke casually made 
reference to Yom Kippur (the Fast) in Acts 27:9, assuming 
his readers would understand. Yet many Christians today 
do not understand these references, being so divorced from 
the Jewish roots of the faith. Celebration of the holy days 
or at the least, annual teaching about them is a good way to 
educate a whole congregation, from the young to the old.

(4) Celebrating the biblical holy days is a good way to 
recover the Jewish roots of the Christian faith. It is absolutely 
clear that everything that God does is summed up in His 
Son Jesus, that our Messiah and King is to have centrality in 
every way, and that our fullness is found in Him rather than in 
celebrating holy days or observing special seasons. That being 
said, the Church has become so Gentilized, so detached from 
its biblical, Jewish origins, that an appreciation for the biblical, 
Jewish calendar, the calendar of Yeshua and the apostles is 

certainly helpful. To give one example, think of the positive 
benefits of calling churches to fast and pray for the salvation 
of Jewish people worldwide on the Day of Atonement, a day 
when millions of Jews are fasting and asking God to forgive 
their sins. What’s wrong with doing that?

Having said all this, it is important to emphasize that 
many believers do get caught up in unhealthy practices 
associated with the celebration of the feasts, and there are 
some direct warnings in the New Testament. In light of 
this, it is important to remember that: (1) Celebration of 
the biblical feasts is not a means for a Gentile believer to 
“become Jewish.” Jews and Gentiles have equal standing in 
the Lord, and Jews are not called to become Gentiles nor are 
Gentiles called to become Jews. (2) Jesus must be central 
in everything we do (this cannot be overemphasized.) (3) 
Celebration of the feasts is not commanded in the New 
Testament and should not be practiced in a binding or 
legalistic way.

This was addressed by Paul when expressing his concern 
about the Galatians: “You are observing special days and 
months and seasons and years! I fear for you, that somehow 
I have wasted my efforts on you” (Galatians 4:10-11). What 
was the problem? While commentators point out different 

nuances of the text, it seems clear that the Galatians thought 
that they were required to observe “special days and months 
and seasons and years,” and, worse still, they thought that in 
doing so, they would increase their spiritual standing in the 
Lord. Neither of these is true!

Paul addressed a related phenomenon in Colossians 
2:16-17 (NLT): “So don’t let anyone condemn you for what 
you eat or drink, or for not celebrating certain holy days or 
new moon ceremonies or Sabbaths. For these rules are only 
shadows of the reality yet to come. And Christ himself is that 
reality.” (When Paul called on the Corinthians to “keep the 
Passover” in 1 Corinthians 5, he was clearly speaking of this 
in spiritual terms.)

So, let everything we do as believers find its fullness 
in Yeshua, let no celebration or observance be done in 
a binding way, let no believers judge one another based 
on their observance or non-observance, let no one feel 
“unspiritual” if they get nothing out of the celebration of the 
feasts – and if the Lord puts it in your heart to celebrate the 
feasts, then be blessed in that celebration.

 (Source: What Do Jewish People Think About Jesus? -  Michael L. 
Brown, Chosen Books, Baker Publishing Group – www.chosenbooks.com)

Should Christians observe the biblical Jewish holy days?
By Dr. Michael Brown

Early Sukkot preparations
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For many Christians over the centuries 
the city of Jerusalem was not that 

important at all. They were more focussed 
on the ‘ New Jerusalem’, Revelation 21:2, 
the ‘Jerusalem that is above’, Galatians 
4:26, the Heavenly Jerusalem’, Hebrews 
12:22. Earthly Jerusalem – except for the 
holy places that reminded the Christian 
pilgrims of the life, death and resurrection 
of Jesus – was not important. There was 
no future, theologically speaking, for this 
city and this land of Israel. The church had 
replaced Israel and the Promised Land was 
Heaven with its heavenly city of Jerusalem. 
It was even dangerous to contemplate too 
much on prophecies, on Israel, on the Jewish 
people, on Jerusalem. It was considered to 
be ‘judaizing’, it was dangerous, and it was 
carnal, not spiritual. 

Especially one passage from the letter 
of the apostle Paul to the Galatians seems 
to end all hope for the earthly Jerusalem 
and for the Jewish people who have not 
yet come to faith in Christ. It is frequently 
used as evidence of God’s rejection of 
the Jews. However, in a close study of the 
text we will find that the very antithesis is 
true. Paul begins by calling these Gentile 
believers in Galatia “little children” in 
understanding, and expresses his desire for 
their development into full true Christ-like 
maturity, Galatians 4:19-31.

Paul uses Abraham’s two sons as an 
illustration Ishmael by Hagar the bondmaid, 
and Isaac by Sarah the free woman. He 
uses Abraham, Sara, Hagar, Isaac, Ishmael, 
Mount Sinai and Mount Zion – Jerusalem – 
as an allegory to explain certain principles 
of the Christian faith. Let’s read the passage 
first. We will follow Elmer A. Josephson.

‘Galatians 4:22-31 NIV: “… Tell me, you 
who want to be under the law, are you not 
aware of what the law says? For it is written 
that Abraham had two sons, one by the slave 
woman and the other by the free woman. 
His son by the slave woman was born in 
the ordinary way; but his son by the free 
woman was born as the result of a promise. 
These things may be taken figuratively, 
for the women represent two covenants. 
One covenant is from Mount Sinai and 
bears children who are to be slaves: This is 
Hagar. Now Hagar stands for Mount Sinai 
in Arabia and corresponds to the present 
city of Jerusalem, because she is in slavery 
with her children. But the Jerusalem that is 
above is free, and she is our mother. For it 
is written: “Be glad, O barren woman, who 
bears no children; break forth and cry aloud, 
you who have no labor pains; because more 
are the children of the desolate woman than 
of her who has a husband.”

Now you, brothers, like Isaac, are children 
of promise. At that time the son born in the 
ordinary way persecuted the son born by 
the power of the Spirit. It is the same now. 
But what does the Scripture say? “Get rid 
of the slave woman and her son, for the 
slave woman’s son will never share in the 
inheritance with the free woman’s son.” 
Therefore, brothers, we are not children of 
the slave woman, but of the free woman…”

Let’s go verse by verse.

Vs. 23; Ishmael was born of the natural 
human strength of his ‘maid mother’ Hagar, 
while Isaac’s birth of Sarah was by a divine 

supernatural act of God that Paul calls “by 
promise”. 

Hebrews 11:11-12: “…By faith Abraham, 
even though he was past age—and Sarah 
herself was barren—was enabled to become 
a father because he considered Him faithful 
who had made the promise. And so from 
this one man, and he as good as dead, came 
descendants as numerous as the stars in 
the sky and as countless as the sand on the 
seashore…” 

Romans 4:16-21: “…Therefore, the 
promise comes by faith, so that it may be 
by grace and may be guaranteed to all 
Abraham’s offspring—not only to those who 
are of the law but also to those who are of 
the faith of Abraham. He is the father of 
us all. As it is written: “I have made you a 
father of many nations.” He is our father in 
the sight of God, in whom he believed—the 
God who gives life to the dead and calls 
things that are not as though they were. 
Against all hope, Abraham in hope believed 
and so became the father of many nations, 
just as it had been said to him, “So shall 
your offspring be.” Without weakening 
in his faith, he faced the fact that his body 
was as good as dead—since he was about a 
hundred years old—and that Sarah’s womb 
was also dead. Yet he did not waver through 
unbelief regarding the promise of God, but 
was strengthened in his faith and gave glory 
to God, being fully persuaded that God had 
power to do what He had promised…”

Vs. 24; Paul states that this is an allegory 
of two covenants (not of two people as 
some may distort this illustration); the one 
covenant “of the law” from Mount Sinai, 
the law represented by Hagar – the other 
the ‘Abrahamic Covenant’ “of promise” 
from God, the promise represented by Sarah 
(that was “…confirmed before of God in 
Christ…”, Galatians 3:17 KJV). “The Law” 
(given on Mount Sinai) which was 430 
years after, cannot disannul (or make void) 
and make “the Promise” of none effect. 
Galatians  3:17-18: “…What I mean is this: 
The law, introduced 430 years later, does not 
set aside the covenant previously established 
by God and thus do away with the promise.  
For if the inheritance [salvation]  depends  
on the law [Hagar], then it no longer  
depends on a promise; but God in His  
grace gave it to Abraham [through Sarah 

and his seed as the context shows] through 
a promise…”  

Vs. 25; Paul states that this Hagar can be 
compared with Mount Sinai, which he likens 
to the Jerusalem in his day, which was not free 
because it was under bondage to Rome. In 
Greek it reads: “…It corresponds to the NOW 
Jerusalem (Paul’s time) for she served as a 
slave (to Rome) with the children of her…” 

Vs 26 reads in the original: “…But the 
above Jerusalem [Greek ανω, anoo, the 
same thought: grace and promise given by 
God from above, and are more and better 
than works of man and law and flesh here 
below] …is the mother of us all…” This of 
course can never also mean that Jerusalem 
in ‘heaven’ would be replacing God’s plan 
with the ‘earthly’ Jerusalem as the following 
context clearly shows, but because of 
Jerusalem’s magnificent past and more 
glorious future is far above its then present 
deplorable political bondage. It was and 
will be God’s capital city. He had “…put His 
Name there forever…” 1 Kings 9:3, 8:29; 
Deuteronomy 12:11. There the Redeemer 
must come, world salvation be purchased 
and the Messiah reign and “…the Word of the 
Lord come from Jerusalem…” Isaiah 2:3.

Vs 27; Completely punctures any thought 
of this Jerusalem referring to ‘heaven’, “…
FOR it is written (in Isaiah 54), Rejoice 
Thou barren that barest not. Break forth and 
cry thou that travailest not, for the desolate 
hath many more children than she that hath 
a husband…” Such things do not go on in 
heaven. The reference is to Sarah who was 
barren over 70 years; 40 years since the 
promise came and now finally according to 
God’s Word, she miraculously bore Isaac, as 
we read:

Vs 28; KJV “…Now we brethren, AS 
ISAAC was, are the children of promise…” 
The children “of promise” are Isaac and his 
family tree. And likewise are the children of 
the New Covenant, the children of ‘promise’ 
and ‘grace’.

Vs 29; KJV “…As then he that was born 
after the flesh [Ishmael] persecuted him that 
was born after the spirit [Isaac] even so it is 
now…” (So even today by and large, apart 

from those among the Arabic people  who 
have come to a knowledge of this salvation 
through the Redeemer, those born of Ishmael 
still persecute those born of Isaac, that is 
Israel, the Jewish people.) These represent 
the two covenants as Paul stated in verse 24. 
One (‘Hagar’) of the natural seed seeking 
to lift oneself by his own boot straps, and 
the other (‘Sarah’) knowing an everlasting 
eternal covenant attachment with God that 
He has made with His people, because of 
“…the lamb of God that was slain from the 
foundation of the world…” Revelation 13:8 
KJV. 

Vs 30; KJV So Paul concludes: “…
Nevertheless what saith Scripture? Cast 
out the bondwoman and her son…” who 
as it were endeavoured to earn salvation by 
climbing and conquering Mount Sinai, ‘the 
Law’. “…for the son of the bondwoman 
shall not be heir with My son Isaac…” This 
was to be a supernatural act of God bringing 
His people in the New Covenant into an 
everlasting relationship with Himself by His 
promise.

Vs 31; KJV conclusion: “…So then, 
brethren, we are not children of the 
bondwoman but children of the free…” 
Recall, Paul is writing to Gentile Galatian 
Christians as he emphasized in closing 
chapter 3, and that we former pagans have 
been brought into this salvation promise 
through Christ “…and if ye are Christ’s then 
ye are Abraham’s seed and heirs according 
to the promise…’ (Galatians 3:29)

They are in gross error who teach that 
this passage means the casting out of God’s 
own people Israel, the Jews – of Isaac, the 
real ‘children of promise’ – and replacing 
them with the ‘children of the flesh’, the 
Gentiles. Or replacing the earthly Jerusalem, 
the city of God, by heaven. Or denying 
the implications of the historical struggle 
between the descendants of Isaac – the 
Jews – and the descendants of Ishmael – the 
Arabs. Or denying the glorious future that 
Jerusalem still is heading for. The whole 
passage simply deals in an allegory with 
the matter of salvation by works (by ‘the 
law’) or salvation by grace (by ‘promise’). 
It is about “the Law” versus “the Promise”, 
about “Flesh” and “Spirit”, about “Works” 
and “Faith”, about “Self-righteousness” and 
“Grace”. And of course concludes that it is 
by grace, by faith, by promise.

Galatians 4: 19-31 has nothing to do with 
God rejecting Israel and the Jewish people 
– and rejecting the earthly Jerusalem as the 
City of the great King - and replacing them 
with the Church and a heavenly Jerusalem. 
Paul knows about the ‘mystery’ that Israel 
is. And he knows how one-day “…all Israel 
shall be saved…”, Romans 11:25-29.

The whole passage reads:  
“…I do not want you to be ignorant of 

this mystery, brothers, so that you may 
not be conceited: Israel has experienced 
a hardening in part until the full number 
of the Gentiles has come in. And so all 
Israel will be saved, as it is written: “The 
deliverer will come from Zion; He will turn 
godlessness away from Jacob. And this is 
My covenant with them  when I take away 
their sins.”  (Isaiah 59:20,21; 27:9; Jeremiah 
31:33,34) As far as the gospel is concerned, 
they are enemies on your account; but as far 
as election is concerned, they are loved on 
account of the patriarchs, for God’s gifts and 
His call are irrevocable…”

Jerusalem and Galatians 4
By Rev. Willem J.J. Glashouwer

Willem Glashouwer
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I read the following on the weblog of Hirsi 
Ayaan Ali, a famous Dutchwoman:
“One day In 1994, living in Ede, a small 

town in Holland, I got a visit from my 
half-sister. She and I had applied for asylum 
in Holland. I was granted one, she was 
denied. The fact that I got asylum gave me 
the opportunity to study. 

I needed to pass three courses: language, 
civics and history. 

It was in this preparatory history course 
that I, for the first time, heard of the 
Holocaust. I was 24 years old; my half-sister 
was 21.

On the day that my half-sister visited me, 
my head was reeling from what happened to 
6 million Jews in Germany, Holland, France 
and Eastern Europe. I learned that innocent 
men, women and children were separated 
from each other. Stars pinned to their 
shoulders, transported by train to camps, 
they were gassed for no other reason than 
for being Jewish. 

I saw pictures of masses of skeletons, even 
of kids. I heard horrifying accounts of some 
of the people who had survived the terror of 
Auschwitz and Sobibor.

I told my half-sister all this and showed 
her the pictures in my history book. What 
she said shocked me more than the awful 
information in my book.

With great conviction my half-sister cried: 
“It’s a lie! Jews have a way of blinding 
people. They were not killed, gassed nor 
massacred. But I pray to Allah that one day 
all the Jews in the world will be destroyed.”

Growing up as a child in Saudi Arabia, I 
remember my teachers, my mom and our 
neighbors telling us practically on a daily 
basis that Jews were evil, the sworn enemies 
of Muslims whose only goal was to destroy 
Islam. We were never informed about the 
Holocaust.”

Anti-Semitism

What is the origin of anti-semitism?
In the Greek-Roman antiquity it almost 

was absent.
Some people like Cicero and Tacitus wrote 

nasty things but that was all, it was the voice 
of the conservative, xenophobic circles in 
Rome, that were afraid of the increasing 
popularity of Judaism that took the shape of 
a universal religion more and more.

But it was nothing more than a few 
incidents.

On the contrary Jews were held in great 
esteem. They were appreciated because 
of their religion, of which the roots were 
so old, a sign of truth and reliability, and 
which was also very ethical. Some thought 
that the Jewish people were a nation of 
philosophers and legislators. Some thought 
that Moses laid the foundation of Sparta. 
The synagogues were full of people who 
were attracted by the Jewish religion, the 
so-called God-fearers.

That changes in Alexandria, the large 
hellenistic metropole, where hundreds of 
thousands Jews live.

Alexandria hates Rome, especially after 
the defeat of Antony and Cleopatra. The 
hatred of the Greeks and the Egyptians 
against Rome finds its way out by attacking 
the protege of Rome. 

One accuses that the Jews have caught 
a Greek young man and fattened him for a 
year and than sacrificed him to their God and 
ate his entrails. The message is clear: This is 
bestial behaviour, the Jews are an inferior 
people and it is right that they are persecuted 
and being killed. They are a plague for every 
right-thinking human being. 

It is the first account of the so-called blood 
fairytale that later on will turn up in the 
church everywhere and anytime nowadays 
in the Arabic world. 

The argument that the anti-Semitism of the 
church is just a heritage from the Roman-
Hellenistic world is not defendable. It is no 
more than an attempt to diminish the guilt of 
the church.

The Anti-Semitism of the Church

Within the church the roots of 
anti-semitism are different. It has to do with 
rivalry, competition. 

The young church had to deal with two 
severe attacks.

On the one hand there was Gnosticism, the 
docetism from the Greek world: The Greeks 
said: Jesus …was actually not a real human 
being, he only appeared in a human shape. 

On the other side there was the attack of 
Judaism.

The Jews told the gentile Christians: 
If you really want to be a full member of 

God’s elected people, you need more. You 
need circumcision, observing the dietary 
laws, Sabbath. Everything. 

That was really a threat for the young 
church, because in this way the law would 
function not as a gift of grace but as a 
necessary way to redemption and would 
diminish the importance and unity of Jesus. 

You can say that the church repelled the 
pressure from Judaism with a great portion 
of docetism:

They began to teach:
But it is not about the body, but about 

the spirit, not about Jerusalem, the land, a 
people and the earth, it is about heaven and 
the soul and our spiritual life.

Salvation is not material, but spiritual. (1 
Cor.15: We receive a spiritual body. What 
does that look like, a ghost? No, it is a new 
body made by the Holy Spirit, the power of 
God).

And there was something else: 
- Jews and Christians were fishing the 

same fishing pond.
- And, very important in those days: 

Christianity was a newcomer on the religious 
market and could only uphold/maintain itself 
if she could prove that in fact she was very 
old and was actually Judaism in a new and 
better form.

Especially after the Jewish Revolt of 
132-135 C.E., the church presents herself to 
the same public as the new Israel, with the 
attractive part of Judaism: the morality, the 
scriptures, the age, her monotheism; and 
without the offensive: the autonomy of the 
land, the dietary laws, circumcision and her 
strong identity as an exclusive nation.

More and more we discover that the 
top of the church was so sharp against the 
Jews, because the Jews had apparently 
still an enormous attractiveness towards 
Christians. The fact is that in Caesarea and 
probably also in other cities, like Rome, 
Christians observed Sabbath and the feast 
of tabernacles together with their Jewish 
neighbours.

In fact there were a lot of different streams 
in Christianity and some of them were 
closely connected to Judaism and they came 
very close to the way Jesus believed with his 
observance of the Law.

When you study, for example, the 
so-called Pseudo-Clementines, the epistle 
of Peter, the sermons of Peter you can see a 
very Jewish form of Christianity.

After Christianity became the official 
religion of the Roman Empire under the 
emperor Constantine at the beginning of the 
fourth century, the theological anti-Judaism 
led to severe and strong measures, the 
emperor wanted unity and uniformity. That 
would separate the church totally from the 
synagogue.

There was no place anymore for Jewish-
Christian streams or groups. Within a year 
a huge council was held in Nicea with the 
proclamation of the true and only faith of 
the Church.

When you wanted to believe in Jesus 
as a Jew, you had to leave Judaism, leave 
the laws of your ancestors, abolish your 
observance of the Sabbath etc. If one 
accuses Judaism nowadays of the fact that 
they say that if a Jew believes in Christ, he 
has left Judaism, one must realize that this 
was the message of the church for centuries 
and centuries. 

The anti-Jewish laws had to show that the 
church of Rome was superior. Jews were 
supposed to be outdated, a people of an old 
and inferior history, doomed to disappear 
and it was only very inconvenient that 
Judaism had not disappeared and was still 
very vital and still very much alive.

In the fourth century A.D. a debate 
emerged about the question if one should 
kill all the Jews or that one should let them 
live as a living example of the truth of the 
church.

But the real reason of that discussion and 
all those measures was that the church did 
not conquer Judaism at all.

Luther (and we have arrived suddenly 
in the late middle ages), writes a most 
horrifying anti-Jewish scripture: About the 
Jews and their lies: 1543:

In the beginning the reformer is still mild, 
he hopes that the Jews will follow him now 
he exposes the failures of the church.

But if they refuse to do so, he becomes 
very sharp and then you get frightened at the 
stereotypes that in the meantime have come 
alive and that he strengthens.

‘Jews are bloodthirsty. They are objects 

of the wrath of God. They are revengeful, 
stingy, if one encounters a Jew alive and 
well, one must quickly cross oneself, 
because the devil himself stands before you.

The anti-Judaism and the anti-Semitism 
proceeds, enlightenment or not, it has 
poisoned the spirit and the mind of Europe. 
At the end of the nineteenth century the 
so-called Protocols of the Elders of Zion are 
published, actually written by the Russian 
secret service of the Tzar, in which the Jews 
reveal that they conspire against humanity 
with the goal to take possession of the power 
in the world. 

It leads to pogroms, countless Jews seek 
their refuge in the United States and in the 
promised land, which, it must be told, was 
certainly not crowded with other inhabitants 
from times immemorial, but a desolate 
corner of the Ottoman empire. It didn’t even 
get a name. It was owned by a few landlords 
who resided in Cairo and Damascus.

In this way the Christian church was 
one of the main forces together with the 
cancerous tumour of the nationalism 
that formed the breeding ground for the 
holocaust, that in fact also could have taken 
place in England or in France.

There the vibrant anti-Semitism was not 
less.

Taking another step. Prof.Hans 
Jansen, well-known for his book about 
the theological and clerical roots of 
anti-Semitism, has made a report of 1500 
cartoons published in the last few years in 
newspapers in the Arabic world and Greece 
and has made a study with his institute in 
Brussels of the schoolbooks for teenagers 
that are used in the territories that are 
governed by the Palestinian Authority.

He explains:

1. Israel is not present on any map.
2. Israel has no religious and historical ties 

with Palestine.
3. Jews are bloodthirsty monsters
4. Jews happen to be unreliable
5. Jews are stingy and greedy
6. Jews conspire against God and against 

humanity
7. The end of the world will only be 

reached after the destruction of Israel and 
the Jewry is completed

8. Everyone who stands up against the 
Jews gives mankind a benefaction and will 
be rewarded.

This is not Hamas as many expect, this is 
PA.

With other words the anti-Semitism of the 
church has been passed on to Islam.

And still for a lot of people in the church 
it is obvious:

The Jews are an inferior people with a 
wrong religion.

Remarkably:
She consists of less than 1/1000 of the 

population of the world, but is good for 28% 
of the total amount of Nobel prize winners 
for science, and 27% when it concerns 
medicine. Add to that record the jeans, the 
microphone, the traffic light, the telephone 
and the well-known processors of computers 
‘Intel’ that are from Jewish origin or make 
and you cannot deny that the Jewish people 
have blessed humankind.

In the field of agriculture it has developed 
drip-irrigation and one of the newest 
discoveries is the massive raise of the 
St-Peters fish, the Tilapia which has great 
significance for third world countries. And 
on a list of philanthropists the American 

The Anti-Semitism of the Church
By Rev. Henk Poot

Henk Poot

Hirsi Ayaan Ali



5August 09 opinionanalysis August 09

magazine Newsweek Jews don’t make a 
poor figure with 44% of the names.

At the same time the Jewish state is 
surrounded by a sea of hatred and in the 
course of years I cannot mention a people 
that is more oppressed and persecuted than 
the Jewish people.

2000 years without land, without a state, 
without an army with generals, without 
wars, without colonies to mention and still 
accused of pursuing the power of the world 
and of being vermin, a plague for the human 
race.

That can only happen in this sinful and 
broken world to God’s chosen people.

That brings us anew to the roots of 
anti-Semitism.

First
1. Religious annoyance.
In fact the church said: You shouldn’t have 

been here anymore. That’s what both the 
church and Islam has said: You are outdated, 
an anachronism. 

The origin of anti-Semitism is jealousy, 
unconscious jealousy.

God had elected the children of Abram 
and Isaac and Jacob. He could have chosen 
the French, the Russians or the Moroccans, 
the Belgians if you like, but He didn’t. And 
He is not obliged to discuss or to explain 
this. He is sovereign in his choices.

He only says: Jeremiah 31:20
‘Ephraim is my dear son, My darling 

child, For as often as I speak against him, 
I remember him still. My heart yearns for 
him.’

That evokes envy, aversion among the rest. 
Israel is the sweetheart of the schoolteacher 
and so the rest of the world again and again 
has the tendency to treat Israel as the pariah 
of the world, as something that cannot do 
anything right, an obstacle for world peace. 

And when you read history, you see an 
immense row of empires and nations that 
ignore, or hate and oppress Israel:

Egypt, Amalek, the Philistines, Moab 

and Ammon and Edom, Syria, Nineveh 
and Babylon, Persia and Greece, Rome and 
Europe and Nazi-Germany and the world of 
Islam.

And Israel survives them all and they 
know that and if they don’t know, they feel it 
and if they don’t feel it, the spiritual powers, 
angels behind those nations do. 

Because behind Israel is the one and only 
God of the Universe, the God of Israel.

Anti-Semitism is irrational, it seems. Why 
can’t we talk quietly about Israel and about 
the Jews just as we can speak about Iran or 
North Korea or Afghanistan? When I begin 
to speak about the Taliban during a nice 
birthday visit everyone is interested, but 
you’d better be silent about the Jews.

Why is Israel accused of disproportional 
violence?

I tell you: The day when the Lord comes 
with the army of his heavenly warriors, that 
will be disproportional.

Read, Ps.108, 109 and Ezra 38.
Why is Israel then accused of conspiring, 

of pursuing world power? 
Because that is the truth! 
And the powers of darkness know it!
I saw them walking during the 

Gaza-Operation, the crowd, like a pack of 
hounds, marching through the streets of 
the capital city of the north, marching and 
screaming against the Jews, like the SA in 
the thirties.

And why so irrational, so disproportional? 
Because there was another spirit in them, a 
spirit of evil, a spirit who knows how late it 
is on the clock of the History of Salvation.

When the Lord gathers the children of 
Abraham and Isaac and Jacob and brings 
them back from the exile, when Jerusalem, 
the eternal city is restored and rebuilt, then 
the days of God taking over the power of the 
world are so near.

These are the days of Noah, these are  
the days of Lot, these are the days that 
every knee will bow before the Lord  
and his Messiah, these are the days in which 
the Satan, the old Snake will be bound  

for 1000 years,
But the biggest point of all is this:
Anti-Semitism is a secret rebellion, 

resistance against God Himself. Psalm 2 
declares loudly...It is not against you, Israel, 
not against you my people, but against me 
and My Messiah. The nations and the powers 
behind those nations resist the coming of the 
Kingdom.

No doubt you can tell me what places, 
what areas are the main issue in the conflict 
in the Middle-East. It is not Haifa, it is not 
Ashkelon, it is not Tel Aviv in the first place.

It is all about Jerusalem. The place of the 
temple. The Mount of Olives, where the feet 
of the Messiah will stand on that day.

It is about Hebron, the burial place of 
Abraham and Isaac and Jacob, about Elon 
Moreh, where Abraham entered the land, 
about Gilgal where the nation of Israel 
entered the land, about Shiloh the place 
of the tabernacle for 400 years. It is about 
the mountains of Israel, the area with an 
enormous prophetic significance. It is the 
region Caleb and Joshua received, the only 
two spies who didn’t believe in politics but 
in the promises of God.

The return of the Jewish people means 
indeed, only in the most wonderful and 
beautiful manner that Jerusalem will gain 
the power of the world. The coming of our 
Messiah, the King of Israel means the end 
of the United Nations, the end of a unified 
Europe, the end of Islam, the end of whoever 
and whatever has power in this world.

Of course, nobody can touch God, what 
you can do is touch His protégé.

At least it seems to be so. But the Lord 
said: Who curses you, I will curse.

At the end anti-Semitism is a certain way 
to self destruction.

But there is another way too.
He who lives through the spirit of Jesus, 

receives in his soul, in his mind the love of 
Christ for Israel. There is no other way. 

If you live with the King of the Jews, 
sooner or later the love for Israel will enter 
your heart.

The clouds that normally obscure events in the Middle 
East start to recede when Khaled Abu Toameh begins 

talking about the future of Palestinians and Israelis. This 
relationship, the key to his future life as an Israeli Arab, 
has been the subject of his journalism for more than two 
decades. What he’s learned contradicts beliefs held by much 
of the world, and differs sharply from what we expect from 
someone with his background.

He was in Toronto recently, talking to a few journalists. 
He’s a Muslim-Arab, son of an Israeli-Arab father and a 
Palestinian-Arab mother. When he was studying at Hebrew 
University in Jerusalem, he went to work for Al- Fajr (“The 
Dawn”), the Palestine Liberation Organization newspaper. 
He left when he realized it would never print anything but 
propaganda.

“I am an Arab Muslim and the only place I can write 
honestly is in a Jewish newspaper.”

Hoping to be a real journalist, he began working with 
foreign reporters covering Israel. Eventually, he produced 
TV documentaries and wrote for Britain’s Sunday Times and 
other papers. For the last eight years, he’s been the Jerusalem 
Post’s specialist in Arab affairs. “I am an Arab Muslim and 
the only place I can write honestly is in a Jewish newspaper,” 
he says. Other Arab journalists envy his freedom.

He believes the so-called “peace process,” begun with the 
Oslo Accords of 1993, has been a tragic failure and holds 
little promise of success. Over 16 years, the peace process 
has brought war -- and plenty of it. It has disillusioned both 
Arabs and Jews -- Arabs because they haven’t acquired the 
independence and honest self-government they wanted, Jews 
because security has become more elusive than it was two 
decades ago. Even so, the United States and others believe 
the virtue of the peace process is self-evident.

The Palestinians are now divided between two bloodthirsty 
sects -- Fatah, which holds fragile power in the West Bank, 

and Hamas, which controls Gaza. Their conflict has cost 
nearly 2,000 Palestinian lives and shows no sign of abating. 
At the moment, Fatah has 900 alleged Hamas operatives 
imprisoned in the West Bank without charge. Some of them 
may well be Hamas sympathizers, Abu Toameh says, some 
not. In any case, Fatah has arrested them mainly to show 
foreign governments that it is “cracking down.”

Fatah, of course, is considered the “moderate” Palestinian 
force, as opposed to radical Hamas. Abu Toameh thinks 
neither of them could be called moderate by any sensible 
Arabic speaker. Fatah makes moderate sounds in English 
but in Arabic sounds as anti-Semitic and anti-American as 
Hamas. Abu Toameh sees no moderates on either side. Both 
factions suppress moderate opinion wherever it raises its 
head, which is apparently not often.

“This is not a power struggle between good guys and bad 
guys,” he said in a recent speech. “It is a struggle between 
bad guys and bad guys.” He wishes they were fighting 
over what would be best for Palestinians. “But they’re only 

fighting over money and power.”
The West spends a fortune propping up Fatah, in return for 

its relatively benign rhetoric. But Fatah remains unpopular. 
West Bank Arabs take its corruption for granted and now 
suspect that it’s controlled as well as backed by the Americans. 
Anyone who listens to Abu Toameh has to consider that U. S. 
President Barack Obama is now part of the problem.

Great fortunes stolen by Fatah officials are only 
occasionally reported in the West. When Abu Toameh 
first suggested foreign journalists tell this story, he was 
asked by some of them if he was paid by the Jewish lobby. 
Other reporters explained that information on Palestinian 
corruption simply didn’t fit into the stories their editors 
wanted, about Palestinians oppressed by Israelis.

“The real obstacle to peace is not a Jew building a 
settlement but the failure of the Palestinians to have a 
government.”

Most of the world believes, often with passionate 
intensity, that Jewish settlements on land claimed by Arabs 
limits the chances for peace. Abu Toameh disagrees. “I wish 
the settlements were the problem,” he says, because it can 
be solved by the Israelis. If settlements were the problem, 
he argues, then Gaza would now be at peace. After all, the 
Israelis pulled out in 2005. But the result has been war -- war 
among the Palestinians, war with Israel. “The real obstacle 
to peace is not a Jew building a settlement but the failure of 
the Palestinians to have a government. Is there a partner on 
the Palestinian side for peace talks? No.”

What is to be done? He thinks Israel should simply wait 
until the Palestinians stop killing each other and create a 
credible political entity that can make a deal. Peace will then 
become possible.

(Robert Fulford is a Toronto author, journalist, broadcaster, and editor, 
and writes a weekly column for The National Post)

An Arab Journalist in Jerusalem
By Robert Fulford

Khaled Abu Toameh

Continued from page 4
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For one Hungarian family, being Jewish was a 
curse. Then basketball changed everything.

Susan Horvath was surrounded 
by hundreds of thousands 

faces of murdered children who 
exposed her family’s buried 
secret. She could have been one 
of them. Standing rooted to the 
floor in the Children’s Memorial 
in Jerusalem’s Yad Vashem, Susan 
could not control her sobbing. All 
her life, her mother had denied 
any connection to these children 

by denying her Judaism. Her mother had broken the curse 
that was the Jews’ lot in Hungary.

Susan’s son, Josef, was raised with no knowledge to the 
family’s Jewish past. How could Susan have ever imagined 
that he would lead her here to confront her mother’s 
suppressed history?

Jewish Rumblings

Josef Horvath, age 24 and 6-foot-6, was playing in the 
Hungarian basketball league when someone asked him 
whether he wanted to play in the 1993 Maccabiah games. “It 
would be two weeks of fun,” they said.
A dormant connection to Jews rumbled at the back of his 
mind. He had heard that his maternal grandmother, Aranka 
Lowinger, had been born Jewish and that all her eight 
siblings married Jews. But he also learned that as World War 
II raged, the “lucky ones” among them were first crowded 
into the Budapest ghetto; the less lucky were sent directly 
to Baden Baden concentration camp. Aranka, the only one 
in her family married to a non-Jew -- and isolated from her 
family -- hid in a cellar throughout the war. In 1942 she gave 
birth to her daughter, Susan. By the time Aranka crawled out 
of the cellar, she was forever claustrophobic of small spaces 
and fearful of being a Jew. She discovered that all but one 
sister had been murdered.

When she crawled out of the cellar, she was forever fearful 
of being a Jew.

She wished to forget it all, to disassociate herself from 
anything that would ever again make her a victim of such 
hatred, from anything that would threaten her infant daughter 
with the fate of the Jews. She wished for a new, just world.

Enter the Communists, the allies who fought the Nazis, 
her family’s persecutors. The Communists offered a vision 
of a fair and impartial world, one which she was grateful 
to embrace. In the coming years, Aranka raised Susan to 
share her belief in the Communist ideology and secularism. 
Years later, when Susan decided to marry a non-Jew, Aranka 
supported her choice that would further obliterate track-
marks that might surface one day and bring disaster.

Fall of Communism

Until Josef was 18 years old, there had never been a 
discussion of anything Jewish in his household. A chance 
visit to the Jewish cemetery in Budapest made him wonder 
for the first time about the Jews of his city -- past and 
present -- and about his grandmother’s deceased family. He 
was sickened by the notion of the dozens of cousins he could 
have had; Aranka’s only sister to survive the war was no 
longer alive. A rumor that one sister, once believed dead, was 
now living in Israel could not be verified from behind the Iron 
Curtain that isolated Hungary under Communist rule.

The synagogue’s strange, foreign language left him 
perplexed.

As a student at the university at Budapest, Josef found 
himself drawn to fellow students who identified themselves 
as Jews and he began to read about Jewish history. Once, he 
ventured into a synagogue, but the strange, foreign language 
left him perplexed, only emphasizing the divide between 
himself and the Jews.

In 1992, when asked to play in the Maccabiah Games 
the following year, that stirring of interest mixed with his 
sense of Jewishness, and finally his sense of adventure and 
youthful curiosity propelled him to go.

Nothing had prepared him for the experience of marching 
into the Ramat Gan stadium in a sea of Jews. And here he 
was, a part of a historical turning point, as 1993 was the first 
time Hungary participated in the Maccabiah Games after 
the fall of Communism. Seventy athletes marched under 

the Hungarian flag -- all Jewish, all proud. Within days, 
competing against Jews of all nations, Josef was seized by a 
transformative sensation of coming home. While he dribbled 
the basketball, an important piece of himself clicked into 
place. His spirit soared higher than any scored basket.

Back home after the Games, the basketball team decided 
to stay together in the Hungarian League. More significantly, 
as Josef played, socialized and toured with his Jewish 
teammates, he found himself soaking up knowledge. Bonded 
to his new friends by the Maccabiah experience, he no 
longer felt awkward returning to the synagogue for Shabbat 
services.

Late-Life Brit

Soon, the then-chairman of the Maccabi Hungary, Andras 
Bleyer, recognized Josef’s leadership skills and began 
assigning him official roles, including attending the yearly 
Maccabi World Union Plenum in Israel. In 1998, Josef 
was elected as the chairman of the 100-year-old Maccabi 
Hungary Fencing and Athletic Club. The organization, 
insular under Communism, “had neither fencing nor athletic 
programs,” Josef quips, his brown eyes twinkling. But it was 
this assignment that made him feel he was finally reclaiming 
his “Jewish soul.”

His powerful transformation had to be matched by the final 
act of accepting the covenant with his new-found people. In 
2000, at age 32, Josef had a Brit Milah, circumcision. “In 
one week, I was all better,” he comforts those who wince at 
the idea. “And I was so much more complete.”

While building a career as a civil construction engineer 
and a consultant to Israeli investors in Budapest, Josef 
searched for a soul-mate. He found his match in Henriette, 
a lively woman whose inner strength and commitment to 
establishing a Jewish home equaled his own.

But the family’s tale of lost-and-found Judaism did not 
end here.

Josef’s sister, Judith, was 18 months older and a runner. 
She had no interest in her brother’s process of reclaiming 
his Jewish heritage, when, in 2001 she was diagnosed with 
advanced thyroid cancer. The disfiguring surgery removed 
glands and tissues from chin to collar bone. Six months later, 
in remission from cancer, Judith accepted Josef’s suggestion 
to begin training as a long-distance runner for the 2005 
Maccabiah Games.

As she started practicing 5 to 15K tracks, she started 
asking questions, and soon joined Josef for Friday night 
services at the synagogue. Before long, Shabbat dinner at 
the Horvath family became a festive ritual that also included 
Josef’s father, a non-Jew who watched with amusement 
and respect as his children sang and prayed over a feast of 
Jewish delicacies.

In 2003, for the first time in her life, Josef’s mother, Susan, 

attended a Passover Seder at the Jewish Community Center 
in Budapest. Yet she could not shake her apprehensions. 
She was frightened of this new path her children followed, 
vulnerable to unimagined persecution and suffering that has 
too frequently been the lot of the Jews. The following year, 
when Josef’s wife gave birth to their first son, Aron, she 
objected when Josef decided to mark Aron -- and possibly 
doom him -- with circumcision.

Little Aron did receive a Brit Milah on the traditional 
eighth day. “At the right age,” Josef remarks.

Walking Tall

In 2005, Susan’s phone rang. The young woman from 
Israel identified herself as Julie, the daughter of Aranka’s 
sister whose whereabouts had dissolved into the miasma 
of the family’s tragic demise. Unable to resist meeting her 
only cousin, the following year Susan braced herself for 
emotions she had always kept under wraps and joined Josef 
and Henriette for the annual Maccabi Congress in Israel. 
She met Julie and her Argentina-born husband and three 
Israeli-born children. Neither spoke Hungarian, but the bond 
was instantaneous and clear. Susan and they belong to the 
same clan.

She watched one evening as her son Josef strutted with 
little Aron perching on his shoulders. The boy’s wide, 
grayish-blue eyes were full of wonder at a world in which 
he would grow walking tall as his father did at that moment, 
a confident and secure Jew.

At Yad Vashem, she finally faced the horrors of her 
mother’s life.

It was on the following day, during Susan’s visit to Yad 
Vashem, that she journeyed into a dark tunnel of history and 
to a world lost to her in more ways than she could count. For 
the first time she faced the horrors of her mother’s life -- and 
her mother’s choices.

On the bus ride back to Tel Aviv, salty tears were still 
lodged in Susan’s throat as she stared out the window at the 
strange land of rocks and low shrubs, of bluish mountains 
framed by pine groves. This was a land where her ancestors’ 
presence forced itself back into her life. To ignore her family 
history had ceased to be an option: her daughter Judith wore 
a large Star of David necklace resting against her neck scar, 
representing the faith she believed had saved her life.

When Josef prepared to bring the Hungarian team to Israel 
for the 18th Maccabiah in July 2009, Susan watched with 
trepidation as anti-Semitism is on the rise in Hungary, an 
alarming prelude to the annihilating force that she and her 
mother always feared. But having been to Israel, Susan’s 
fear for the fate of her Jewish grandchildren has abated. 
For Jews around the world, the thriving Land of Israel is a 
bastion of promise and hope.

The Maccabiah’s Ripple Effect

Yad Vashem Holocaust History Museum

Josef Horvath

By Talia Carner
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Survivors of the genocides in Rwanda 
and Darfur spoke in Geneva recently at 

the parallel conference on human rights to 
counter the UN Durban II event. Listening to 
them describe how they were systematically 
demonized by the killers made it clear that 
genocide does not happen in a vacuum. The 
hate condition of a population willing and 
anxious to commit genocide needs nurturing. 
Genocide must be framed positively to get 
the necessary broad public support.

Common to the framing of all genocide 
is a very specific kind of demonization. In 
Rwanda, the Hutus taught that the Tutsis 
were cockroaches and snakes. Tutsi women 
were portrayed as cunning seductresses who 
used beauty and sexual power to conquer 
the Hutus. In Bosnia, a fictitious news report 
said Muslims were feeding Serb children to 
animals at the Sarajevo zoo. Radio Rwanda 
repeatedly broadcast a warning that Hutus 
were about to be attacked by Tutsis, to 
convince the Hutus that they needed to 
attack first to protect themselves.

This demonization included two specific 
components. First, the victims had to be 
perceived as a clear and present threat, so 
that the killers were convinced they were 
acting in self-defense. Second, the victims 
were dehumanized, so that the killers 
convinced themselves that they were not 
destroying real human beings.

A decent person will not join in a murder 
of innocents, but a decent person might 
join in the killing of a subhuman who is 
threatening his very existence. Framing 
genocide as self-defense can turn decent 
people into killers. Protection of children 
and family can turn a calm neighbor into a 
passionate murderer, because self-defense is 
always justified.

In Darfur and Rwanda, all that was 
necessary to turn a society of ordinary 
people into killers was to convince them 
that they were in danger, and that the people 
endangering them were less than human.

Looking back on Jewish history, it is clear 
that the method used to foment violence 
against Jews has always involved the same 
framing of “self-defense,” with only the 
details changed.

So when Jews were falsely accused of 
poisoning wells in the Middle Ages, causing 
thousands of deaths, even decent people 
joined in the killings. They did not perceive 

themselves as murderers because they were 
defending themselves and their families.

When Jews were believed to be using 
blood of children for Passover matzot, even 
decent people felt comfortable massacring 
Jews, as they were defending their children 
from horrific torture.

Even Hitler used this argument of 
self-defense in Mein Kampf: “In this case 
[given the Jews` threat to the German 
people] the only salvation remaining was 
war, war with all the weapons the human 
spirit, reason, and will could muster... If the 
Jew... is victorious over the peoples of this 
world, then his crown will be the funeral 
wreath of humanity... Thus I believe today 
that I am acting according to the will of the 
almighty creator: When I defend myself 
against the Jew, I am fighting for the work 
of the Lord.”

Hitler, too, packaged his genocide as 
legitimate self-defense. The details may 
change in each society, but the framing is 
always the same.

Examining Palestinian hate promotion 
today, it is especially striking and 
disconcerting that these components of the 
past genocides against Jews are prominent 
elements of the hate promotion of the 
Palestinian Authority and Hamas against 
Jews and Israelis.

Two items on Hamas TV earlier this 
month clearly document this.

Hamas TV broadcast a skit featuring 
actors playing a Jewish father and son, in 
traditional hassidic garb, discussing the 
hatred of Muslims that their Jewish religion 
mandates. The father even revives the 
age-old libel that Jews drink the blood of 
Muslims: “Shimon, look, my son, I want to 
teach you a few things. You have to hate the 
Muslims... we want to kill the Muslims, we 
Jews want to drink the blood of Muslims.” 
He later criticizes his son for washing his 
hands in water before prayer: “We have to 
wash our hands with the blood of Muslims” 
(Al-Aqsa TV, April 3). Ironically, the 
Hamas accusation that Jews drink Muslim 
blood came the week before Passover, the 
anniversary of many horrific blood libels.

That same day, a Hamas religious leader 
ended his sermon with the promise of 
eventual genocide of the Jews. But to frame 
it properly, he opened with a depiction 
of Jews as the enemies of humanity: The 
Jews are inherently evil, seek to rule the 
world and are a threat to Muslims and all of 
humanity.

This is how Ziad Abu Alhaj framed it: 
“Hatred for Muhammad and Islam is in their 
[Jews`] souls, they are naturally disposed 
to it... Israel is a cancer that wants to rule 
the world.” He concluded that the Jews are 
destined to be annihilated: “The time will 
come, by Allah`s will, when their property 
will be destroyed and their children will be 
exterminated, and no Jew or Zionist will be 
left on the face of this earth” (Al-Aqsa TV, 
April 3).

This demonization and dehumanization 
of Jews is not limited to Hamas. Although 
hesitant to call for explicit murdering of 
Jews while seeking Western money, the 
PA continues its unrelenting framing of 
genocide as self-defense and for the common 
good.

In the PA-Fatah media today, Jews and 
Israelis are demonized through malicious 
libels, including such lies as the assertion 
that Israel intentionally spreads AIDS 
and drugs, conducts Nazi-like medical 
experiments on Palestinian prisoners and is 
planning to destroy the Al-Aqsa Mosque.

Says the Palestinian chief religious 
justice, Tayseer al-Tamimi: “The AIDS 
issue needs to receive due attention... since 
we neighbor a society [Israel] where the 
disease is widespread and which acts to 

transmit [AIDS] to Palestinian society. 
The occupying authorities, especially in 
Jerusalem, are working to spread drugs and 
drug addiction, without a doubt” (PA radio, 
February 17, 2008).

And this from Dr. Mutawakil Taha, head 
of the Palestinian Writers` Union and former 
PA deputy minister: “We saw how they 
[Zionists] stab bellies of pregnant women, 
slaughter infants and eat life in cold blood. 
They targeted children and the wombs of 
women so this people won`t reproduce” (PA 
TV, March 4, 2008).

A July 2008 article in Al-Ayyam 
accused Israeli settlers of releasing rats in 
Jerusalem`s Old City “to turn the [Arab] 
residents` life into a living hell, forcing 
then to leave...” (July 17, 2008). A PA TV 
video clip juxtaposes scenes of a real Israeli 
tank with fictitious scenes of a child actor 
being shot, creating the fiction that Israelis 
deliberately target and shoot Palestinian 
children (PATV, May 15, 2008).

Just as the Tutsis were described as 
cockroaches and snakes, both Hamas and the 
PA have described Jews as loathsome and 
dangerous animals, including cockroaches, 
spiders, scorpions and alligators.

While each libel is somewhat different, 
their essence is the same: The Israelis and 
the Jews are dangerous, they are not human, 
we need to defend ourselves from them and 
we are clearly justified in doing so.

It is tragic that this framing of genocide as 
necessary self-defense has been so chillingly 
successful.

A poll after last year`s murders of eight 
teenage yeshiva students found that “84 
percent of Palestinians support the terror 
attack killing eight young students in a 
Jerusalem yeshiva on March 6, 2008” (Poll 
by Palestinian Center for Policy and Survey 
Research, The New York Times, March 19, 
2008). How can an entire Palestinian society 
support the murder of children? Clearly, the 
framing of Jews and Israelis as mortally 
dangerous to Palestinians has been totally 
successful.

Israel now faces a society that is very 
possibly past the stage of genocide framing 
and at the point of seeing the killing of 
Israelis, even teens, as justified. All that 
would be necessary for the population to go 
along with the final script, detailed so many 
times by its leaders, would be the means.

There’s a sleeper in the two-states-living-side-by-side 
scenario now tantalizing the Mideast peace process. The 

Israelis have offered a perfectly sensible five-point plan that 
takes into account their need for future security:

•  Explicit Palestinian recognition of Israel as the national 
state of the Jewish people.

•  Demilitarization of a Palestinian state in such a manner 
that all of Israel`s security needs will be met.

International backing of these security arrangements in the 
form of explicit international guarantees.

A solution to the Palestinian refugee problem that must be 
outside the borders of Israel.

Acceptance of the agreement as a final end to the conflict. 
Palestinians would not be able to raise additional claims 
following the signing of a peace agreement.

Although a hopeful theme threads through current 
conversations, proposals, and counter proposals, a specter of 
former days still taints the process. It is the sleeper, as we 
say: the remnant of the infamous Khartoum Resolution of 
September 1, 1967. Leaders of eight Arab countries joined 
hands in a policy declaration based on three specifics: No 
peace with Israel. No recognition of Israel. No negotiations 

with Israel.
The situation has changed somewhat, mainly because 

Egypt and Jordan have peace agreements with the Jewish 
state. Also, after the October 1973 Yom Kippur War, it was 
pretty well settled that the Arab states could not deliver a 
military knockout blow to Israel. Thus Palestinians decided 
another strategy was needed. It involved dialoguing and 
rhetorical zigzagging and hornswoggling to persuade the 
Western countries to enter the game as mediators. The result 
was the Road Map two-state solution framed by the United 
States, European Union, United Nations, and Russia.

While professing loudly that it is not meddling, the 
international community is on the verge of imposing a 
settlement to its liking. For their part, the Palestinians 
and their Muslim and Arab mentors are making sounds of 
qualified approval, titillating the would-be framers into 
thinking things are moving ahead and that a solution is just 
around the corner.

But there is an almost unspoken agenda under the table 
that would deliver an Arab victory in the war against Israel 
without firing a shot. If you`ve been listening, you have 
heard Palestinian negotiator Mahmoud Abbas and company 
holding the line on three basics: (1) No recognition of a 

Jewish state. (2) No concessions on the refugees` return to 
Israel proper. (3) No surrender to the Palestinian claim on 
Jerusalem, which is another way of saying the war will go 
on until Israel is destroyed. Different tactic, same endgame.

Why so? Because if Israel is not a Jewish state, it is open 
to occupation by anyone. It is fair game for an invasion 
of millions of refugees, thus becoming merely one more 
Muslim-dominated entity with a subservient minority of 
stateless Jews. Islamic dominance of the Temple Mount and 
Old City of Jerusalem would be seen as certifying the claim 
of the supremacy of Allah and his followers.

Should such become the case, all of Israel`s other 
requests would be null and void. Why, for instance would 
a Palestinian state need to be demilitarized? Or why 
should there be a need for secure and recognized borders? 
Everything would, in fact, become Palestine. This is nothing 
less than war by demographic revolution.

A major component in diplomatic negotiations is always 
the nuance factor. Consequently, much is made about how 
words and phrases are used and interpreted. So far the big 
word is Jewish. We will all do well to watch what is done 
with that word and whether it will become the death knell 
for the Palestinians accepting a state of their own.

The Genocide Mechanism

How to win a war without firing a shot

By Itamar Marcus

By Elwood Mc Quaid

Itamar Marcus
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Continued on page 9

The following is the full text of Caroline Glick`s speech 
after accepting the `Guardian of Zion` award.

For nearly as long as I can remember, the image of the 
watchman on the gates of Jerusalem has been the 

singular image of Jewish strength for me. It is has always 
been to the Jewish watchmen, ever vigilant, to whom we 
have owed our lives, and our survival as a people.

Today these watchmen preserve our freedom in our land. 
For 50 generations in exile, it was the memory of those Jewish 
Centurions, manning the barricades that inspired us to keep 
faith with our traditions, our God, our law and our land.

It is an honor beyond measure that Bar Ilan University and 
the Rennert Center would deem it proper to cast me among 
the ranks of our greatest defenders and champions. I know 
I do not deserve the distinction. I certainly do not believe 
that I have earned it. But I do know that since childhood I 
have strived to emulate the image of the watchman - or 
watch-woman - on the walls of Zion. And I pledge that I will 
continue throughout my life to strive to earn the distinction 
you bestow on me tonight. The “Watchman” at the gates is 
a powerful image. But of course the defense of Jerusalem 
cannot begin at the gates. And guarding Jerusalem is not 
simply a matter of physical strength. It requires spiritual 
commitment and wisdom as well. Indeed, defenders of Zion 
require a greater mix of physical and spiritual strength than 
any defenders of any spot on earth.

Both our recent and ancient history as a people is one 
continuous testament to this truth.

And it is this aspect of Jerusalem - the eternal and 
temporal front line of the Jewish people - that I wish to 
discuss with you.

If you drove to Jerusalem this evening from Tel Aviv, as 
the coastal plain suddenly ended 25 kilometers from the city 
at Sha`ar Hagai or Bab el Wahd, you reached the starting 
point of the siege of Jerusalem from 1947. It was from this 
gauntlet that the British-commanded Jordan Legion sought 
- with the help of the Arabs of Jerusalem and surrounding 
villages - to cut the Jews of the city off from the rest of the 
country and so to conquer the nascent Jewish state.

As you began ascending through the hills to Jerusalem 
you could see the remnants of some of the most fearsome 
and bloody battles of the war. They came in the form of 
the reverentially preserved hulks of armored personnel 
carriers used by Haganah and Palmach units sent in front 
of the Jordanian snipers in a continuous attempt to bring 
reinforcements and food to the besieged Jews of Jerusalem.

As the hills - covered on both sides by JNF forests - rose 
to meet you, you passed the Latrun fortress on your right. It 
was the British decision to transfer control over Latrun - with 
its command over the road below - to the Jordan Legion, 
that all but guaranteed the fall of Jerusalem by preventing 
reinforcements from aiding its undermanned defenders.

Wave after wave of Jewish soldiers threw themselves 
against the guns of the Jordan Legion in a desperate attempt 
to break its chokehold on Jerusalem.

If you came to this hotel from the center of town, you may 
have gone by Davidka Square. There you would have passed 
by one of the primitive mortars used by the Harel Brigade in 
the battle for Jerusalem.

The Davidka was grossly ineffective as a killing machine. 
But between its thunderous noise and the rumor mill, it 
proved an effective tool of psychological warfare against 
the enemy. Even more than in traditional conflicts, the 
psychological aspect of the War of Independence played a 
pivotal role in determining its outcome.

The Jews, who just three years before had been incinerated 
in European crematoria, were an object of wonder no less 
than hatred for our enemies. Like the phoenix rising from 
the ashes, for many Arabs there was a sense that supernatural 
powers were at work as the new Jewish state rose from the 
ruins of Jerusalem.

If you came this way from the Old City, you most likely 
walked through the Jewish Quarter. It was to the 1,700 
Jews who lived there in 1948 and their 150 defenders that 
the eyes of the citizens of nascent Jewish state were turned. 
The future security of the country was dependent on their 
ability to withstand the Arab siege. They had to be assisted 
and they had to hold their ground if the war was to end in a 
resounding victory for the Jews.

Tragically, the spiritual strength that sustained us 61 years 
ago was not matched by sufficient physical strength to hold 

the city.
As Jerusalem commander Dov Yosef instructed the 

starving and desperate Jews within the walls about the 
nutritional benefits of various leaves that they could eat 
in the absence of food, and as wave after wave of Jewish 
fighters fell to their deaths on the roads ringing the city - 
at Latrun, the Castel, Har Adar and Gush Etzion - in their 
bid to relieve the Jerusalemites - the British-commanded 
Jordanians delighted in our suffering. Arab snipers picked 
off any Jew within range.

In the end, the Jews of the Old City held out for six 
months. Last week marked the 61st anniversary of the fall 
of Jerusalem on May 27, 1948. Of the Jewish Quarter`s 150 
defenders, only 43 survived until the Hurva synagogue was 
destroyed by the Jordan Legion. It was the destruction of the 
venerable old synagogue that finally forced the hands of the 
rabbis within the walls. After the Hurva was destroyed, the 
rabbis began negotiating the surrender of the Old City to the 
Arabs.

If you walked to the King David Hotel today from the Old 
City, and exited through the Jaffa Gate, you certainly took 
note of the gentrified neighborhood of Mamilla. Today, as 
you walk through the new upscale shopping plaza, it is hard 
to believe that from May 27, 1948 through June 7, 1967 
Mamilla was Israel`s frontline. It was the Sderot and Kiryat 
Shmona of its time.

The Jews of the neighborhood lived in constant fear of 
Jordanian snipers who took pot shots from the walls of the 
conquered city at the Jews down below. The buildings you 
passed were once surrounded by sandbags. The Jews who 
lived inside them would run, not walk across the street. Any 
hesitation could spell their death.

But then, on the third day of the Six Day War, their long 
nightmare ended. After 19 years, the IDF succeeded in 
liberating the capital city. Paratroopers from kibbutzim 
danced with yeshiva buchers as they stood in awe before 
the remnant of the Second Temple. In June 1967, the proper 
balance between our spiritual and physical defenses had 
finally been struck.

After 2000 years, we were again a free people. Eighteen 
years ago, on May 27, 1991, the 43rd anniversary of the 
fall of Jerusalem, and the 24th anniversary of its liberation, 
tens of thousands of Jews from Ethiopia were airlifted to the 
Jewish state. As then prime minister Yitzhak Shamir said, 
the Ethiopian aliyah marked the first time in history where 
Africans were liberated from slavery by being taken out of 
Africa.

The entire country celebrated the arrival of these Jews, 
who had maintained their allegiance to Zion for thousands of 

years often in complete isolation from the rest of the people 
of Israel.

The next day, May 28, 1991, I stepped off an El Al plane at 
Ben Gurion Airport, and before reaching the passport check, 
I walked up the stairs of the old terminal building to the 
Ministry of Absorption`s offices and officially made aliyah. A 
friend picked me and my massive immigrant suitcases up and 
a few hours later, I began my new life in Jerusalem.

The Jerusalem that greeted me 18 years ago was almost 
entirely free from fear. It was hard for me to imagine that the 
city had ever been endangered as I rode the buses, walked 
along the streets, sat in cafes, hiked in the forests, shopped 
in supermarkets and clothing stores.

As I moved without fear through Arab neighborhoods, and 
traversed the old and new city, it rarely occurred to me that I 
was walking on contested ground. The Palestinian uprising, 
which had begun in 1988 and had instigated a period of 
self-segregation and renewed hostility towards Israel among 
the city`s Arab residents, had been defeated in the wake of 
the Gulf War.

But unbeknownst to me and to my fellow Jerusalemites, 
all of this was set to change just two years later. When, as 
part of the implementation of the Oslo peace process with 
the PLO, the government of Israel allowed for an Arab 
armed force to be deployed on the outskirts of the city, fear 
returned to Jerusalem.

Within just a few weeks of the establishment of the 
Palestinian Authority in 1994, Jerusalem again became the 
front line of the country as terrorists from Ramallah, Hebron, 
Beit Lehem and beyond converged on Jerusalem to terrorize 
its people in shooting attacks and suicide bombings. What 
the people of Sderot experience today was first suffered by 
residents of Gilo.

I moved away from Jerusalem at the end of 1991, after I 
joined the army. I returned to the city in 2002. By that time, 
the sense of safety I had felt here during my first months in 
the country had been obliterated. Every day brought a new 
atrocity or attempted atrocity. My own street became the 
scene of carnage, as a bus was bombed just a half a block 
from my front door. My neighbors` mangled bodies were 
strewn before me as I ran out of my home with some vague 
notion that I could help someone.

It was only after the government finally unleashed 
the Israel Defense Force in Judea and Samaria that a 
semblance of normality returned again to the city. It was 
only after Operation Defensive Shield returned our soldiers 
to the streets of Ramallah, Beit Lehem, Shehem, Jenin, 
Kalkilya and Hebron, and vastly curtailed the powers of 
the Palestinian armed forces, that we could feel safe going 

Jerusalem: The eternal front line
By Caroline Glick
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out to dinner and riding the bus again. During the years 
that Jerusalem came under physical threat, it also became 
politically threatened. Israel`s acquiescence to the PLO`s 
military presence on the outskirts of the city began a process 
of unraveling Israel`s own claim to the city. As Yasser 
Arafat ordered his forces to march on Jerusalem, and denied 
that the Jewish people have any rights to the city, successive 
Israeli governments found themselves on the diplomatic 
defensive.

Just as our leaders allowed Jerusalem`s physical wellbeing 
to be threatened, so they enabled its political unity to come 
under assault. Rather than insist that the world recognize 
our sovereign rights to our capital, at best, our leaders spoke 
of the strategic importance of Jerusalem to our physical 
security.

The element of metaphysical power embodied by the 
tactically worthless Davidka was absent from discussions of 
how Israel needed Tzur Bahar and Jabel Mukaber to defend 
Armon HaNatziv or how our control over Shuafat and Beit 
Hanina is necessary to defend Ramot, Neve Yaakov and 
Pisgat Zeev.

Happily today Isreal transformed. In 1967, the 
convergence of Jerusalem as our frontline of physical 
security and spiritual security was palpable. Binyamin 
Netanyahu and Jerusalem Mayor Nir Barkat have abandoned 
this defensive posture and are waging strident campaigns 
against all who demand that we again surrender our eternal 
capital.

But for much of the past 15 years, the full expanse of 
Jewish history and identity was narrowed to a discussion of 
isolated neighborhoods, as if they were what this is all about.

Jerusalem`s importance is far greater than the sum total of 
its neighborhoods. In ignoring this basic truth, our leaders 
did more to imperil the city`s neighborhoods than legions of 
our enemies could hope to accomplish.

Even more devastating than what we said to the world is 
what we said to ourselves. For much of the past 15 years, 
our national leaders scornfully and contemptuously worked 
to limit our expectations and accused us of being greedy for 
assuming we had a right to our capital.

“When did King David live in Abu Dis?”, they sneered. 
“Why were we needlessly upsetting the Arabs by moving 
back to Ir David?”, they hissed. The underlying message 
was clear. We were provoking our enemies by asserting our 
rights, which we were told, were unimportant.

In general, since 1994, to greater and lesser degrees, our 
leaders abandoned Jerusalem as our metaphysical frontline 
and reduced the rationale of our control over our eternal 
capital to a security argument.

This argument is fine for as far is it goes. We explained 
- correctly - that without Israeli control over Jerusalem, the 
entire country would be under threat. And this is true. Indeed 
it has always been true.

Among other reasons, King David chose Jerusalem as his 
capital city because of its strategic importance. Were foreign 
forces to take control over Jerusalem and surrounding areas 
today, everything from Ben Gurion Airport to Tel Aviv to 
Beersheva to Tiberias would be placed under threat.

As Shaar Hagai in 1948 and Beit Jalla in 2000 showed, 
with foreign forces on the outskirts of the city, Jerusalem 
is cut off from the rest of the country. To secure the city is 
to secure the country. And to abandon the city - whether 
by surrendering control of the road to Tel Aviv or by 
relinquishing Judea and Samaria - is to imperil the country.

Specifically, placing foreign forces in Jerusalem or on its 
doorstep would mean importing Gaza into the heart of the 
country.

Jerusalemites would find themselves living in bomb 
shelters like our brothers and sisters in Sderot. Tel Aviv 
would find itself, like Ofakim, within range of enemy 
rockets. Terrorists with simple portable weapons could sit 
on the hills of Jerusalem and shoot down civilian jetliners 
landing at Ben Gurion airport. In wartime, terrorists with 
primitive artillery could shut down the country`s vital traffic 
arteries, preventing reservists from reaching the fronts to 
defend the state.

Although inarguably accurate, Israel`s security arguments 
for its sovereignty over Jerusalem have fallen on deaf 
ears. Neither the Americans - who demand that we cease 
asserting our sovereignty over eastern, northern and southern 
Jerusalem, not to mention Judea and Samaria - nor the Arabs 
consider Jerusalem primarily a military issue.

The Americans prefer to ignore the metaphysical and 
spiritual aspects of the city`s frontline status as they push 
for an Israeli retreat to the indefensible 1949 armistice lines. 

For them, the issue of Jerusalem is no more than a petty real 
estate squabble.

But our enemies know better. For them the question of 
who controls Jerusalem is rightly recognized as the core 
issue - as the issue upon which Israel rises or falls as a state 
and as a people. Earlier this month, this point was made 
clearly by one of Israelís sworn enemies.

In a television interview on May 7, the PLO`s Ambassador 
to Lebanon Abbas Zaki explained that from the PLO to the 
Iranian mullahs, Jerusalem is seen as the metaphysical key to 
Israel`s wellbeing. As he put it, “With the [implementation of 
the] two-state solution, [involving an Israeli relinquishment 
of Jerusalem], in my opinion, Israel will collapse, because 
if they get out of Jerusalem, what will become of all the talk 
about the Promised Land and the Chosen People? What will 
become of all the sacrifices they made - just to be told to 
leave? They consider Jerusalem to have a spiritual status. 
The Jews consider Judea and Samaria to be their historic 
dream. If the Jews leave those places, the Zionist idea will 
begin to collapse. It will regress of its own accord. Then we 
will move forward.”

As a wayward Jew once said, “The truth will set you free.”
We owe the likes of Zaki - and the Iranians who call their 

most prestigious terrorist unit the Jerusalem Brigade - a big 
thank you for reminding us of who we are and what we need 
to survive. For even as our leaders tried to forget what we as 
a people have always known, our history - both ancient and 
modern - is testament to the truth of Zaki`s statement. We 
mark the end of Jewish control over the Land of Israel as 
having occurred not with the Roman invasion in 63 BCE, nor 
from the defeat of Bar Kochba`s rebellion 182 years later in 
135. We mark the hurban, the destruction of our sovereignty, 
as having occurred with the fall of Jerusalem in 70 CE.

And why is this the case? It is because people do not fight 
for strategically significant hilltops. They fight for ideas like 
freedom. They fight for symbols, for abstractions like flags. 
They fight for their beliefs. They fight for their way of life.

They do not fight for strategic advantage.
We Jews know this better than any other people. We 

were the first people to self-consciously define ourselves at 
Mt. Sinai as a nation committed to an abstract principle of 
an invisible God, an abstract code of law, and an abstract, 
yet-to-be-seen promised land.

Josef Trumpeldor is not remembered as a great hero for 
having said, “It is good to die for strategically significant 
hilltops” - although that is what he died defending. 
Trumpeldor is remembered as a great hero for declaring, “It 
is good to die for our country.”

Just as Zaki, Arafat, Nasrallah, and Ahmadinejad remind 
us every day, from the outset of our nationhood here in Israel 
4,000 years ago, throughout the centuries of our dispersion 
and to this day, our fate as a nation - both physically and 
spiritually - has always been tied directly to our control, or 
lack of control over Jerusalem. Jerusalem has always been 
our front line both physically and spiritually.

Rabbi Akiva knew, as he gazed at the destroyed Temple 
from Mt. Scopus, that one day our control over the city 
would be restored and so our national wellbeing would 
be renewed. This is why he laughed as he watched foxes 
entering and exiting the Holiest of Holies.

Perhaps if he had known then that it would take nearly 
2,000 years for that to happen, he would have joined his 
colleagues in their tears instead of shocking them with his 
laughter and gaiety. But still, today we know that Rabbi Akiva 
was right. Our return to Jerusalem did presage our national 
rebirth with the renewal of our sovereignty in 1948 and 1967.

The modern Zionist movement, which officially began 
with Hovevei Tzion in 1882, came after the Jewish 
repopulation of Jerusalem. By 1850, Jews again comprised 
the majority of the city`s population. And it was our strong 
presence here that emboldened the early Zionists to believe 
that a mass return to Zion was finally possible. It was 
because we had returned again to Jerusalem that our hope 
and so our strength were finally renewed after 2000 years 
of stateless wandering and persecution. Let us return for a 
moment to 1967.

In June 1967, Israel was transformed from a threatened, 
vulnerable Jewish statelet into a mighty state to be reckoned 
with. But who celebrated - then or since - the conquest of 
Gaza and Kalkilya? Who remembers the great battles in the 
Sinai or even the Golan Heights?

The images of that war that have entered our collective 
consciousness - never to leave - are the images of our 
paratroopers on the Temple Mount, of Mota Gur crying “Har 
Habayit b`Yadeinu!” “The Temple Mount is in our hands!,” 
of our young soldiers praying at the Western Wall.

The convergence of Jerusalem as our frontline of physical 
security and spiritual security was palpable in those days.

In honor of Yom Yerushalayim this month, a documentary 
was aired on Israel Television about the signals battalion in 
the Paratroopers Brigade. The battalion played a major role in 
the fighting - first taking over the Rockefeller Museum, then 
the Temple Mount, then the Kotel, then the walls of the city.

In the documentary, the heroes who liberated Jerusalem 
were brought together 40 years later to celebrate its renewal 
and to recall their fight. They told a stunning story.

After the city was liberated, they situated themselves in the 
abandoned Jordanian police station just inside the Jaffa Gate. 
The same station now houses the Israel police. In one of the 
rooms, they found a large quantity of musical instruments. 
Apparently, the Jordanian police band was stationed at the 
site and stored its instruments there.

The men took one of the drums and climbed up the walls 
of the Old City overlooking Mamilla. There the Jews had 
been huddled beneath the streets in their bomb shelters for 
several weeks.

As they ascended the walls, the paratroopers began 
pounding the drum. It must have been a terrifically strange 
noise since they all claimed to have had no idea how to play 
the drums.

As the men told it, and as a woman who had been hiding 
in the shelters with her family recalled, the civilians became 
perplexed at the new sound that replaced the familiar staccato 
pop of gun bursts and cannon fire. Slowly, they began 
emerging from the shelters to find out what was happening.

There above them, they saw the flag of Israel flying. They 
saw Jewish watchmen on the walls, beating the drums of 
victory in a half-mad boom, boom, boom.

And at the site of the Guardians of Jerusalem above them, 
the Jews of Mamilla began to dance as in times of old. They 
danced and danced, and walked to the walls, first tentatively, 
and then with a massive convulsion of joy and relief, of 
hope and ecstasy as for the first time in 2,000 years the city 
was secured. The Jews were free of fear as we returned to 
the Temple Mount, to Mt. Zion, to Jerusalem from whence 
our strength was renewed. Our enemies are right in choosing 
their targets. They are right because they know who we are. 
We are the children of Jerusalem, of Zion. Our physical and 
spiritual survival is dependent on our willingness to dedicate 
our lives in every generation to guarding both the physical 
and spiritual walls of this city. It is only by guarding Zion, 
that we guard its people.

I am humbled and honored beyond words to have been 
chosen from among so many of my fellow Jews for this 
singular honor of being named a “Guardian of Zion.” For 
me, more than anything, what this means, is that people I 
respect for their defense of our people accept me as a loyal 
daughter of this eternal city. It is all I have ever wished to 
be. It is all I wish for my children to become.

And with God`s help, it is something I will be blessed to 
remain all the days of my life.

Thank you. God bless the people of Israel and our eternal 
capital city. 

(Caroline Glick is an American-Israeli Journalist and is the deputy 
managing editor of Jhe Jerusalem Post. She is also the Senior Fellow 
for Middle East Affairs of the Washington, DC-based Center for Security 
Policy) 
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“One night in early January 1973, I was 
in prayer before I went to sleep. As I was 
praying, I sensed the Lord was going to 
touch me in a special way. I went to the 
study room and waited upon the Lord. The 
presence of the Lord came upon me and 
I found myself beginning to praise and 
worship Him in an unknown tongue. It was 
a very definite and real encounter with the 
Lord as I found myself initiated into this 
experience of being filled with the Holy 
Spirit. I did not seek the gift of tongue. I was 
seeking strength and power from the Lord 
for my ministry as a new pastor. Yet the Lord 
Jesus Christ baptized me with His Spirit, 
filled me with His power and gave me the 
boldness to overcome my fears and to serve 
Him faithfully.”

HK: That was the beginning of James 
Wong’s journey of faith, and it sparked a 
tremendous Spiritual Renewal in Singapore, 
resulting in church growth, evangelism, 
church-planting and marketplace ministries 
over the last 25 years.

James Wong (JW): I believe Singapore 
has been prophesied to be the Antioch of 
Asia. Over the last 20 to 30 years, there 
has been a spiritual renewal in Singapore 
churches and there is a close correlation 
between economic/political stability and 
spiritual growth of churches. I see the 
prosperity of the nation as a sign of divine 
favor of God’s blessing upon the nation. 
When the nation is righteous and blessed, 
God’s blessing and favor will rest upon the 
people because righteousness will exalt a 
nation and I believe Singapore has been 
experiencing this for we have a righteous, 
hardworking and stable government. There 
is a freedom to preach the gospel, freedom 
to worship God and freedom to proclaim and 
advance the Gospel of Jesus Christ. 

But with the blessings of God, we also 
have responsibilities. To whom much is 
given much more is also required. God 
blesses us; we are to be a blessing to the 
nations.  So Singapore is increasingly active 
in missionary work, in raising support for 
mission organizations, and in sending more 
missionaries from the church of Singapore 
to all parts of the world.

HK: It is wonderful the Lord is blessing 
the churches so that it can fulfill the mandate 
to advance the Gospel and transform 
Singapore for Jesus Christ. However, can it 
be that for a real transformation of Singapore 
and other countries in South East Asia a 
point on God’s agenda is the relationship 
between the Church and Israel?

JW: To be very honest, the church in 
Singapore is still by and large very ignorant 
about Israel. There is no real awareness what 
God is doing there. I believe this needs some 
kind of correction. If the church is going 
to be strong and favored by God then our 
understanding of Israel has to be increased 
and changed remarkably.  

I believe there are 3 things we have to do:
1) Encourage and facilitate more Pastors 

to visit Israel at least once in their lifetime, 
so they will have a deeper appreciation for 
Israel and gain understanding of what God is 
doing in Israel in the light of the Scriptures.

 2) Theological Seminaries and Bible 
Colleges, which train future pastors, need to 
include in their curriculum a course on the 
subject on Israel and the nations, and God’s 
plan for Israel to be taught to these students 
who will become future pastors. 

3) Increase the knowledge of Israel by 
spreading DVDs and books.  And Christians 
for Israel International can raise up a fund 
whereby we can buy these books to give 
to these churches. There are about 500 
churches in Singapore so if we can give 
these resources to the church it will be a 
blessing to them and help to overcome the 
ignorance and correct the situation.

HK: Can Singapore be seen as a friend 
of Israel? If so, what triggered this close 
relationship with the Jewish people?

JW: We have to go back some 40 years 
ago, when Singapore became independent 
from the British in 1965. One of the things 
that we had to do quickly was to build 
our defense force because prior to that 
Singapore depended on Britain for the 
Army. And so we were asking for friends in 
the western nations to help us build up our 
army. Unfortunately, none of these western 
allies responded to our request. To our great 
surprise however, Israel, the Jewish nation, 
responded to our request and were able to 
send us their military personnel to help to 
train our local Singapore army.  

From that moment on, Singapore is very 
grateful to Israel and when several years ago 
the President of Israel wanted to pay a visit 
to South East Asia, some of our neighboring 
countries did not welcome him and that 
brought a lot of tension. In spite of that, 
Singapore took a bold step to welcome him. 
We are a sovereign nation and we dared to 
openly identify ourselves with Israel. So, 
Singapore has a close friendship with Israel 
and we want to continue to be a blessing to 
Israel at all times. 

The churches are the first group of people 
that organize trips to Israel.  Over the last 
30 years, thousands of Singapore Christians 
visited Israel and have come to appreciate 
the nation of Israel as a sovereign country 
and its right to exist

Unfortunately, Singapore being a secular 
society, it has no religious preferences. 
All religions are welcome in Singapore. 
There used to be a big Jewish community 
in Singapore and so Judaism was viewed as 
one of the religions. I believe in the Inter-
Religious Organization, which is recognized 

by our Government. The Jewish Rabbi is 
always invited to participate in its activities. 
So the society in Singapore view the Jewish 
people as a blessing to the world in some 
way and we want to welcome the Jewish 
people and invite them to participate in the 
religious harmony and share with our people 
about their community.

HK: Christians for Israel International has 
helped about 95,000 Jewish people from the 
former Soviet Union to go back to Israel. 
Isn’t that really strange? Israel doesn’t seem 
to be a safe place to live?

JW: Yes, from the political point of view, 
Israel is always under threat. There is not 
much peace there. But from God’s point 
of view it is prophesied in Scripture, both 
in the Old and New Testament. The New 
Testament particularly, in Romans ch. 9-11, 
where it says that Israel will be restored and 
will return to God. So the Jews returning 
to the Promised Land is initiated by the 
Holy Spirit and organized not by man but 
by God himself. The Bible says especially 
in the book of Ezekiel that God will bring 
HIS covenant people from the north, south, 
east and west. And it is in our present time, 
right before our own eyes, that we see His 
promises and prophecies being fulfilled. 
Many Jews from Russia are returning 
to Israel, also from Ethiopia, even from 
China and Europe, from Australia, New 
Zealand from the south, and from North and 
South America.  So we are seeing all these 
migrations going back as a fulfillment of 
prophecies.

HK: What is the significance of Jerusalem 
to Jews, Christians and Muslims? Should 
it be divided to bring peace with the 
Palestinians?

JW: I believe Jerusalem is a very sacred 
city and God has a special purpose for Israel 
and Jerusalem right from the beginning of 
time. The 3 great monotheistic religions are 
Islam, Judaism and Christianity. And it is in 
Jerusalem where Christianity is birthed forth 
on the day of Pentecost when 3000 were 
added to the church through the preaching 
of the Apostle Peter.  Ever since then, the 

Gospel has reached out from Jerusalem. It 
is out of this Jerusalem that Christianity was 
founded.  

Of course the Jews in the Old Testament 
times have claimed Jerusalem as a special 
city of David. God’s special plan for Israel is 
linked up with the fate of Jerusalem. It was 
in Jerusalem that the 1st and 2nd Temple were 
being constructed and it was in this Temple 
that the people came to worship the Living 
God and hear the Word of God.

I believe that Jerusalem is still a sacred 
place, not only to the Jews and Christians, 
but also to the Muslims.  So our prayer is 
that the Jews, Christians and Muslims live 
in harmony and peace with one another. And 
no one race should claim prerogative rights.  
Jerusalem should be an open city of God, 
for God loves all people regardless their 
nationality, race or even their religion. 

Jerusalem is a place of peace, where the 
presence of God and the favor of God and 
the grace of God is wonderfully poured out 
on all the peoples that go up to Jerusalem.  
And I believe it should not be divided.  It 
should be open to all nations of the world to 
come and worship God and find peace and 
grace with the Lord Jesus Christ. 

HK: Should Christians keep the Sabbath 
instead of the Sunday? And what about 
celebrating the Jewish Feasts?

JW: Let me answer the first question.  
First, I suppose the Sabbath means Saturday, 
the Jewish Sabbath from sunset Friday to 
sunset Saturday. Of course the Seventh 
Day Adventist will keep that as a legalistic 
requirement under the old covenant law, but 
we are not under the old covenant. We are 
set free from the keeping of the Jewish law. 

So originally the intention of Sabbath day 
was a day of rest whereby we cease from 
our ordinary work and devote that day unto 
the Lord to worship and enjoy God and have 
family time together.  

We cannot be too legalistic on the timing 
of the Sabbath. Suppose you find yourself in 
an Arab country where Friday is the rest day, 
so as Christians living in the Arab country, 
you may have to keep the Sabbath as Friday. 
On the other hand, should you be living in 
Israel, the Sabbath day is Saturday where 
all society comes to a standstill. So we have 
to observe the Sabbath day as Saturday in 
Israel.  

Then in other free democratic counties, 
Sunday is regarded as a rest day. We call 
it not the Sabbath day but the Lord’s Day, 
whereby our purpose is to commemorate 
the resurrection of Jesus Christ as the 1st day 
of the week.  The 1st day is not Monday but 
Sunday. Just as we ask Christians to give the 
tithe as the first fruit to the Lord, so likewise 
we ask Christians to keep aside Sunday as 
a day of rest to devote the time to the Lord 
for worship and fellowship and to read the 
Bible.  

Therefore Christians are not bound to 
keep legalistically just one day of the week 
or a Saturday as our Sabbath, but any day 
according to your customs, according to 
the culture of your country and the legal 
requirement of the society they live in.

The second question is “Should Christians 
celebrate the Jewish feast?” The answer is 
according to your faith. Whatever we do it, 
we do it unto the Lord.  Not for legalistic 
reasons, but by grace we can worship God. 
Not only the Jewish feasts but also all the 
other festivals like Easter, Pentecost Sunday, 

Rev. Dr. Canon James Wong – What Israel means to me

Dr. Canon James Wong and Henk Kamsteeg

By Henk Kamsteeg

Continued on page 11
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If we could say that there was a bright 
spot in the gloomy and somber history 

of the holocaust, perhaps we could point to 
the uprising in the Warsaw ghetto. 

If in all the dark and disgusting annals 
of recent history, when Jews were led to 
murder like sheep let to slaughter, when 
Jews were tortured for fun, it was the revolt 
in the Warsaw ghetto.

This alone stands out as a monument 
to the Jewish ability to resist the Nazi 
onslaught. Yet I believe that it is precisely 
in the story of the uprising that the deeper 
cause of the holocaust can be seen. 

Adolf Hitler was elected Chancellor of 
Germany in 1933. His plans were obvious 
from his speeches and his book, Mein 
Kampf, first published in, yet we find that 
the Jews did not seem to be particularly 
worried or anxious at that time. As Hitler 
became stronger and bolder and began 
instituting his laws against the Jews, and 
allowing atrocities to take place against 
the Jews, most German Jews felt that this 
would pass. After all, was not Germany an 
enlightened country; wasn’t Germany one 
of the first countries to give Jews equal 
rights; didn’t Jews serve in the German 
Parliament, the Bundestag, and distinguish 
themselves in the first World War? Jews 
enjoyed equal rights in Germany from the 
mid 1800’s and participated fully in the 
nation’s affairs. 

Yet with all of this goodness bestowed 
upon them from the previous German 
governments, 1933 saw the beginning of 
the oppression of the Jews in Germany. 
Jewish stores and offices were officially 
boycotted; Jews were refused work and 
fired; Jewish children were not welcome in 
public schools. As the years progressed, the 
oppression increased. In 1938 Kristallnacht 
increased the persecution and began a 
series of wanton killing and confiscation 
of Jewish properties. It was not until 1941 
that Auschwitz was chosen to be the first 
extermination camp. 

Let us now look at Warsaw: Germany 
invaded Poland on September 1, 1939 
and by October 6th the country was under 
German control. One year later, on October 
2, 1940, the Warsaw Ghetto was created. 
It was an area surrounded by a wall three 
meters high which was topped by broken 
glass and barbed wire. By April 1941 the 
ghetto population exceeded 500,000, many 
refugees deported by the Germans from 
towns in surrounding areas. 

People lived in sub-human conditions. 
Starvation and death on the streets of 
homeless children was not an uncommon 
sight. Round ups by Germans and summary 
executions became common in the streets. 
Disease was common amidst the filth. 

The uprising did not begin until January 
18, 1943 when the Germans began a 
planned deportation of the Jews. The bulk 
of the rebellion took place from April 19 
until May 16, 1943 when the German 
successfully destroyed the armed resistance 
movement. 

Although the ghetto had been created in 
October of 1940, it took over two years for 
the Jews to begin a resistance movement 
against the Nazis. Although knowledge of 
mass murders circulated amongst the Jews, 
no action was taken. What caused such 
a long delay for Jews to begin to fight? 
Rumors had come into the ghetto as to the 
true intentions of the Nazis and the ghetto 
population had seen clearly with their own 
eyes how brutal they were treated, starved, 

tortured and executed, yet, resistance came 
late. Why? 

At that time there were much divergent 
opinions amongst the Jews in political 
ideology and religious matters. Jews were 
Bundists, (a socialist leaning Russian 
workers party member) who had close 
links with the Polish Socialist Party. The 
communist Jews sympathized with Stalin 
who had distrusted the Polish Communist 
Party and ordered that it be disbanded in 
1938. The left wing Zionists were basically 
the most militant Jewish group. They 
believed in fighting against the Nazi threat 
by organizing massive resistance. The left 
wing Zionists included HaShomer HaTzair, 
Dror and the Hekhalutz movements. Also 
there was the Right Poale Zion and the 
Left Poale Zion groups. There were the 
various religious groups and there were 
assimilated Jews. There were even Jews 
who had converted to Christianity but were 
considered Jews by the Nazis and put in 
the ghetto. However most Jews fell into 
the category of being non-affiliated – but 
just plain and simply Jewish - who could 
influence them? And then there were the 
criminals who would sell information or 
steal material just to survive. 

In order to have an armed revolt it 
required co-operation and planning. It 
required trust and training. It necessitated 
working together and sharing resources 
which were indeed very few. It required a 
conviction that one Jew could depend upon 
the other. 

It was March 1942 that the leaders 
of the Communists and the left-wing 
Zionist first came together in a meeting 
in Warsaw. They wanted to unite all the 
organizations to actively resist the Nazis 
however the Bund leaders refused to join 
to any group that did not have the same 
interests of the international Bund party. 
It decided to have its own fighting group 
and refused to co-operate with the others. 
In addition, there were Jews who belonged 
to the Nazi-run civilian administration of 
the ghetto and also Jewish policemen who 
were in the employ of the Nazis and then 
there were those who (generally because 
of desperation) believed the Nazi lies of 
resettlement. 

The religious Audath Israel party 
believed that a rebellion would bring 
destruction to the ghetto and believed that 
a miracle would take place. The others 
argued that they were all doomed anyway; 
let them die fighting. The difficulty of 
organizing a rebellion under circumstances 
when cooperation was at best a minimum 
and mistrust from group to group instilled 

a desire to shun the other made a successful 
rebellion almost a impossible goal. 

By the time the Jewish groups organized 
themselves it was late. Their efforts to 
contact other underground Polish groups 
were met with suspicion and sometimes 
anti-Semitic feelings; never the less, 
they tried to acquire weapons from the 
Polish partisan movements. The Polish 
underground movement was anti-Semitic 
and had no desire to help Jews. 

It is my opinion that the animosity 
between the various groups especially 
among the Jewish groups kept them from 
working with one another. As one of the 
Bund members said as he sat down to 
negotiate with the representatives of the 
Zionists, that if it were not for the accursed 
ghetto conditions they should not be sitting 
at the same table.

 The difficulty of each group accepting 
the other coupled with the chasm created 
by the differences in political and social 
outlook make co-operation extremely 
difficult. I believe that one of the greatest 
contributions that caused Jews to be lead 
to death with no resistance. It seems to 
me that from the side of the Jews that 
their inability to put aside their own petty 
priorities and work for the good of the 
general caused many more deaths than 
if the Jews had put down their group 
isolation and smug superiority and worked 
together from the beginning. It was not 
until it was too late, and too little when the 
various sides decided to work together, but 
when they did, the few determined fighters 
caused many casualties in the Nazi army 
and interfered with the carrying out of 
death camp deportations. 

We are living in a post holocaust period. 
Yet the threats to the Jews living in the 
land of Israel are now coming from a 
fanatical and tyrannical Iran. Yet no one 
seems overly concerned. We Jews seem to 
be living in our wonderland, the political 
leaders can not seem to get together to 
make a stand against Ahmadinejad and 
the Iranian nuclear program. The Israeli 
parliament can’t agree on any method of 
ending the increasing terror on its border 
and seems each day coming closer to giving 
the (Arabs) their own government with out 
seeing any concessions from them. 

Are we falling into the trap that the Jews 
in Europe did some sixty-seventy years 
earlier? 

Why do we not learn from history 
the horrors that crazy dictators like 
Ahmadinejad can bring?

(http://www.jewishmag.com)

The Warsaw Ghetto Uprising
By N. Shuldig

Ascension Day and Christmas whereby we 
commemorate the birth of Jesus Christ. So 
we set aside the time and season whereby 
we give thanks to God for the coming of our 
Lord Jesus Christ. And all these celebrations, 
including the Jewish feasts like Passover, 
Tabernacle and other festivals are unto the 
Lord. And the Bible tells us that everyday is 
holy unto the Lord.  

HK: Jesus spoke to His disciples about 
the signs of the end of the age. How do you 
view recent events in our modern world in 
light of Jesus prophecy?

 JW: In 1948, Israel as a nation was 
re-gathered together and became a modern 
state. This is very significant. I believe 
that this was the turning point, not only for 
Israel but also for the world. Why? Because 
in that period from 1948–1950, God has 
wonderfully raised up many outstanding 
Christian Evangelists like Billy Graham, 
Oral Roberts, Demos Shakarian and 
even an organization like the Full Gospel 
Businessman Fellowship. Also many of 
the healing evangelists were raised up in 
that period – to be a sign of the coming of 
Jesus Christ, because it was prophesied in 
the Gospel of Matthew, Chapter 24: “ This 
gospel of the Kingdom shall be preached 
and witnessed to all the nations of the world 
and then the end will come.”  

You can see that there is a correlation 
between the rise of the modern missionary 
and evangelistic movements in the world 
over that period of time and the formation 
of Israel as a nation. It is not a coincidence. 
So Israel and the worldwide evangelization 
is a sign of the soon coming of Jesus Christ.  
There is a movement whereby the whole 
gospel is to be preached to every unreached 
people’s group. This is increasingly 
gathering momentum all over the world and 
we rejoice in this fact.  

Of course there are other signs, like 
nations rising up against nations. Violence 
like terrorism is seen all over the world. 
Just as ‘good’ will prevail, ‘evil’ will also be 
multiplied. 

We see in the natural world earthquakes, 
floods, droughts and disasters as well as 
terrorism, wars, conflicts and worldwide 
accidents, pestilence, and the plagues that 
we see surrounding us such as H1N1, Evian 
Flu, bird flu, and HIV.  All these are signs 
that we are moving towards the end times.  

Another sign is the increase in knowledge. 
The world through Technology has rapidly 
evolved in a very fast pace. It is almost 
impossible to keep up with the growth and 
explosion of knowledge in so many realms 
in the political, military, in the scientific, 
educational and medical world.  All these 
add to the increase of the knowledge that 
these are signs of the coming of Jesus very 
soon.  

My plea to Christians is to be aware that 
we are living in the end times.  Let us be 
ready for the return of Jesus Christ and not 
be complacent how we live our Christian 
life and witness for Him. Let us be the ‘salt 
and the light’ in the world.

(Rev Canon Dr James Wong has been in active 
Christian service for 50 years. He has served on the 
board of many Christian organizations which include 
the Scripture Union, Graduates Christian Fellowship, 
the National Council of Churches, the Evangelical 
Fellowship of Singapore and the Lausanne Committee 
on World Evangelization. He is also the Founder-
President of the annual Festival of Praise since 1986. 
He has planted several churches both in Singapore 
and Indonesia. Currently he serves as the Honorary 
National Director for Crown Financial Ministries and 
the Crusade for World Revival which was founded by 
the late Selwyn Hughes).

Continued from page 10
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Sixty-one years after the birth of the State 
of Israel, the Jewish state continues to 

be assailed by its enemies. From the halls 
of the United Nations to the classrooms of 
major universities and in the pressrooms of 
major newspapers and magazines, attacks on 
the legitimacy of every move by Israel – and 
even of the state’s existence itself – continue 
to be made.

What lies behind the calumnies and 
canards that are constantly thrown at the one 
Jewish state on the planet? In the Arab and 
Islamic world, the notion that any portion 
of the Middle East could be placed under 
Jewish sovereignty is anathema. Elsewhere, 
some of the brickbats thrown Israel’s way 
stem from prejudice and hatred rooted in 
classic anti-Semitism.

The reasons for much of the slanted 
commentaries about the Middle East and 
biased news coverage has less to do with the 
ancient hatreds based in Europe than it does 
with sheer ignorance.

For all too many members of the press 
(as well as others who like to think of 
themselves as being informed about the 
great issues of the day), lack of knowledge 
about the underlying facts of the Middle 
East conflict is commonplace. Myths about 
the State of Israel, its origins and its actions 
have found their way into general discourse 
in the academy and the media. Those who 
seek to stand up for Israel need to recognize 
that many of the problems that Israel has in 
getting its case across stem from a failure 
to debunk these myths and to answer them 
with the truth.

So here is a list of the top ten myths about 
Israel and the Middle East conflict. This list 
is by no means comprehensive, but it is a 
good start to understanding the heart of the 
problem.

Myth #1: Jews have no historic 
connection to Israel/Palestine.

A key element of Arab and anti-Zionist 
attacks on Israel is the notion that the Jewish 
presence in the country is a remnant of 19th 
century imperialism in which Europeans 
colonized and exploited parts of the third 
world. But far from being outsiders there, the 
Jewish ties date back 4,000 years to the very 
beginning of Jewish history recounted in the 
Bible and verified by much of the evidence 
of archaeology that has been discovered.

Though the Romans expelled most of the 
Jewish population from the country, Jewish 
settlement continued without interruption 
throughout the last 2,000 years. In all 
this time, the Land of Israel remained a 
constant in thoughts and the hearts of Jews 
throughout the world, as it was remembered 
in their daily prayers and in their dreams.

Myth #2: Jews have no unique claim to 
the ancient and holy city of Jerusalem.

Though both Christianity and Islam 
have holy sites in the city, the Jewish ties 
predate that of any other existing religion. 
King David made Jerusalem the capital of 
Israel 3,000 years ago -- 1,700 years before 
Islam was even founded. Jerusalem never 
served as even a provincial capital during 
the centuries of Muslim rule. The entire 
city is sacred to Jews; only the Dome of the 
Rock has religious significance to Muslims. 
Moreover, in the modern era, Jews have 
been the majority of the population of the 
city since the 1840s.

As for freedom of worship, the only 
period during which all faiths have been 
free to worship in peace has been since 1967 
when the city became unified under Israeli 
sovereignty.

Myth #3: The Zionist movement was 
never prepared to share the land.

From the very start of the Jewish return 
to their historic homeland in the late 19th 
century, it has never been the goal of the 
Zionist movement to uproot the Arab 
population or to create a state where only 
Jews could live. In 1922, the League 
of Nations’ Mandate for Palestine was 
partitioned by Britain, with the east bank of 
the Jordan River reserved for Arab rule (it 
eventually become the Kingdom of Jordan), 
and the area between the Mediterranean and 
the Jordan being designated as the Jewish 
National Home. Dating back to the 1930s, 
every subsequent peace plan that has been 
proposed involved some sort of partition of 
the Western portion of Palestine. Though 
all of these schemes involved painful 
concessions for the Jews, the leadership of 
the Zionist movement and subsequently the 
Jewish state always accepted this principle 
of sharing the country.

Myth #4: The lack of an independent 
Palestinian Arabs state is the fault of the 
Zionists.

In 1947, the United Nations approved 
the partition of Palestine between a Jewish 
state and an Arab state. The response of the 
Palestinian Arabs, as well as the rest of the 
Arab and Muslim world, was a categorical 
rejection of any scheme that allowed a 
Jewish state on any part of the land, no 
matter what its borders might be. No effort 
was made to set up an independent Arab 
state in the part of Palestine allotted for 
that purpose. In the aftermath of Israel’s 
War of Independence, in which it repelled 
the invasion by five Arab armies, the West 
Bank, Gaza and half of Jerusalem, were left 
in Arab hands. But for the next 19 years 
when these territories remained under Arab 
control, there was never any consideration 
given to creating an Arab state there. On the 
contrary, the focus of the Arab world was 
on extinguishing the fledgling state of Israel 
that existed in the truncated borders left by 
the 1949 armistice lines.

In the years after the 1967 war, Israel 
has maintained a willingness to negotiate a 
peace deal based on the concept of “land for 
peace.” Indeed, at Camp David in July 2000 
and the following January at Taba, Egypt, 

Israel offered the Palestinians a state in 
these lands as well as part of Jerusalem. The 
answer from Palestinian leader Yasser Arafat 
was “no,” and he followed up that refusal 
by launching a terrorist war of attrition that 
resulted in over a thousand Jewish deaths 
and even more suffering on the part of his 
own people.

Myth #5: The plight of Palestinian 
refugees is a special case of dispossession 
that must be redressed by international 
action.

In the aftermath of World War II, millions 
of refugees were created by the partition 
of India, the re-drawing of the map of 
Europe, as well as by the war brought on 
by the Arab refusal to accept the UN’s 
partition of Palestine. Only in the case of 
Palestinians who fled their home during 
the course of Israel’s War of Independence, 
was there a failure to re-settle the refugees. 
The Palestinian refugees, whose exit from 
the country was caused more by a general 
fear of the war sweeping over the land than 
by any action on the part of the Israelis, 
were the only refugees who were kept in 
camps and not allowed to integrate into 
the populations of the Arab countries that 
received them. They were kept homeless 
as a means of maintaining the illusion that 
the creation of Israel could be undone. 
Subsequent generations of this population 
have been raised in these camps and 
inculcated in an irredentist ideology whose 
premise is the rejection of any Jewish state. 
They remain the wards of a UN agency (the 
United Nations Relief Works Agency) that 
is devoted to perpetuating their status as 
refugees at a cost of billions of dollars on 
international aid.

On the other hand, several hundred 
thousand Jews living in Arab countries were 
evicted from their homes during this same 
era and forced to flee to safety in Israel or 
the West -- where they were integrated into 
society.

Myth #6: The occupation of eastern 
Jerusalem, the West Bank, Gaza and the 
Golan Heights in 1967 was the result of an 
Israeli war of aggression.

In May 1967, Egypt launched a blockade 
of Israel’s southern port of Eilat. Egyptian 

and Syrian forces massed on Israel’s 
borders. Egypt demanded, and got, the UN 
peacekeeping force that separated their 
army from Israel in the Sinai, to withdraw. 
Egyptian dictator Gamal Abdul Nasser 
and other Arab leaders told their peoples 
that they would soon launch a battle of 
annihilation that would result in Israel’s 
destruction. When international diplomacy 
failed to get the Arabs to back down, Israel 
decided that it would not wait to be attacked 
and launched a defensive war to forestall the 
Arab assault.

After the war ended in a sweeping Israeli 
victory, Israel stated its willingness to make 
peace, but an Arab summit conference a 
month later answered with three no’s. No 
peace. No recognition. No negotiations.

Myth #7: Jewish settlements are the 
main, if not the sole, obstacle to peace in the 
Middle East.

Though many legal sources claim that 
Jewish settlements in the West Bank are 
illegal, the fact remains that the right 
of Jewish settlement in those lands was 
guaranteed by the Mandate for Palestine of 
the League of Nations. This territory was 
never part of any other sovereign state and 
its final legal status is subject to negotiations 
that must be concluded between the 
competing parties. Until such time as there 
is a peace accord, which gives one side or 
the other sovereignty in this territory, it is 
inaccurate to refer to this land as belonging 
to one side or another.

Twice before, Israel has shown a 
willingness to uproot Jewish communities 
for the sake of peace: in the Sinai (given 
back to Egypt in the 1979 Peace Treaty) 
and in Gaza (from which Israel withdrew 
unilaterally in 2005). The existence of 
settlements in these areas is no bar to a peace 
deal under which they might be withdrawn.

Myth #8: The failure of the Oslo peace 
process was the result of actions by hard-line 
Israeli governments.

The Oslo process was embraced by Israel 
in the hope that an offer of land would be 
met with genuine peace. However, the result 
of years of negotiations and various Israeli 
withdrawals has not been peace. From the 
start of Palestinian Authority rule in the 
West Bank and Gaza in 1994, Palestinian 
leadership has encouraged terrorism against 
Israel and fomented hatred against the 
Jewish state -- while “peace education” is 
promulgated in Israeli schools. Throughout 
the 1990s as Israel signed several agreements 
that gave the Palestinians more autonomy, 
the corrupt PA leadership continued to 
tolerate and even fund terror groups. In 
2000, Yasser Arafat refused Israel’s offer of 
a Palestinian state in virtually all of the West 
Bank and Gaza as well as part of Jerusalem 
-- and launched the terror offensive known 
as the Second Intifada.

Though all Israeli governments have, at 
times, been forced to reply with force to 
terrorist attacks from Gaza, Lebanon and 
the West Bank, all have stated a willingness 
to negotiate a peace. Today the Palestinians 
are split between the Palestinian Authority  
led by Mahmoud Abbas which is too weak 
to make peace and Hamas, the rulers of 
Gaza, who reject it under any circumstances. 
Both factions reject the legitimacy of a 
Jewish state.

(Jonathan S. Tobin is executive editor of Commentary 
magazine, the premier monthly journal of opinion, 
ideas and literature. He can be reached via e-mail at: 
jtobin@commentarymagazine.com)

Top Myths about the Middle East Conflict
By Jonathan S. Tobin
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After President Obama’s Cairo speech, 
many of my Middle Eastern Arab 

readers reacted with bewilderment. As one 
of them expressed; “Who should we believe, 
Obama or you?” – in particular his statement 
that “America and Islam overlap and share 
common principles, the principles of justice, 
tolerance and dignity for human beings”.

True, reading the Arab press’s reaction 
to his speech it is clear that many Muslims 
now love Obama. After all, he introduced to 
them a narrative that affirms their conspiracy 
theories and their identity as victims of the 
West. Hence, the Arab media expressed their 
confidence that the speech will provide a 
“new stance towards Islam and the Muslims, 
after centuries of aggression and hostility.” 

More than anything, I am reminded of a 
story by  Nizar Qubbani, the famous Syrian 
poet.  His young son was a physician and 
suffered from an acute heart problem. 
When Nizar asked his son about his heart 
condition, the son drew a red heart. Being 
a poet, the father interpreted the drawing 
as a sign of a vibrant and healthy heart 
and took great comfort in believing this 
to be a sign of recovery. After his son’s 
passing, Nizar wrote a poem describing 
his feelings as a heartbroken father. He felt 
unbearably saddened as he realized he had 
misinterpreted the drawing. Obviously, the 
son’s sketch of a red heart was meant to 
convey no hope for his profusely bleeding 
heart, while the father’s understanding of the 
symbol as a hopeful one was wrong. 

The poet and the physician perceived 
reality in totally different ways; similar to the 
dichotomy between President Obama’s view 
of the Islamic world and mine. The truth is, 
however, that only one reality exists. 

Mr. Obama is a politician, and a very 
astute one. However, his speech revealed 
that his view is unduly influenced by naïve 
desire. His perception of Islam and the 

reality of Islam need to be synchronized. I 
am a physician and a realist who has lived 
and experienced the effect of my Arab 
culture and Islamic religion since childhood. 

The president pandered to Muslims: 
praised their accomplishments, commiserated 
with their grievances, and apologized for 
injustices done to them by centuries of 
colonialism – without once mentioning 
the history of rampant and violent Arab 
colonialism.  He avoided any mention of 
Jihadi tenets, or of the Islamic political 
ideology of supremacy over non Muslims – 
principles embedded in Sharia law. These are 
taught and sanctioned openly by Al-Azhar, 
the university that hosted him, the foremost 
center of Sharia studies. Obama underscored 
the supposed American mistreatment 
of terrorists and apologized for torture 
in Guantanamo, forgetting that Islamic 
regimes are brutal to their own people. 
The president also repudiated significant 
U.S. contributions in both the lives of its 
soldiers and humanitarian aid to Muslims 
across the globe made throughout history 
– despite Muslim attacks against America 

and Americans.  In short, parts of his speech 
sounded like a new Pan-Arab messiah come 
to usher the Arab world back into its rightful 
world dominion.  Most disturbing was the 
president’s call to defend Muslims against 
negative stereotypes. A dangerous precedent 
is set when freedom of speech is silenced 
and ideological criticism forbidden. This, 
again, is the stuff of nightmarish totalitarian 
regimes. The beauty of the US Constitution 
is its balance, and the wisdom it embraces 
by distinguishing between that which 
should be protected and defended and that 
which should be prosecuted and decried. 
Encouraging laws to make criticism of Islam 
an offense punishable by law is troubling. 

Since arriving in the US, I have enjoyed 
the freedom to educate my Arab brothers 
and sisters in the Middle East, who yearn for 
real freedom – and I have seen successes. 
Mr. Obama calls these very successes into 
question rather than championing freedom. 

As the president embarks on his new 
task to defend Muslims “against negative 
stereotypes,” does this mean he will 
somehow interfere and undermine that 
message? Or, perhaps it means he may 
join with the Organization of Islamic 
Conference, the 57 Muslim countries that 
work relentlessly to promote a United 
Nations resolution to suppress voices of 
dissent against Islam? I am confident we 
would all come to regret this. 

Obama sidesteps the acute state of affairs 
in the Islamic world with flattery, failing 
to encourage accountability for rhetoric, 
practices and the behavior that feed 
stereotypes.  I did not hear an exhortation to 
the Islamic world to open itself to diversity, 
to accept women as equal citizenswith 
the same rights and protection under law 
as men. I did not hear a challenge to the 
Muslim world to accept other religions 
and their ability to practice openly within 

the Islamic world – where the practice of 
Christianity, Judaism and other religions 
could cost an individual his or her life. I did 
not hear a call to erase for all time, Dhimmi 
racism – the Sharia law-based dictate that 
Christians and Jews are inferior and should 
be suppressed.  Are these “…the principles 
of justice, tolerance and dignity for human 
beings”? 

In contrast, I see my people’s heart 
bleeding and know the pressing need for 
self-correction and honest examination for 
the sake of urgent repair.  Obama dangles the 
carrot but shies away from the imperative 
issues boiling beneath the surface. 
Obama’s reality makes my work and that 
of others who speak up against intolerant 
Islamic doctrines more challenging.  He 
undermines this mission by placating 
abusive, xenophobic policies and enabling 
those within the Islamic world to subjugate 
others, to coerce others to its beliefs, and to 
continue these pursuits with his blessing.  

The president failed to join freedom-
loving individuals, liberated Arabs like 
myself. He failed to lead the Muslim world 
into modernization and vital reform. 

Rather than calling out, “The house is 
on fire,” Obama smiles and tells us how 
beautiful the house is as it burns out of 
control and threatens to destroy us. 

To the question I received on my email, 
“Who should we believe, Obama or you?” 
I elaborated to my Moroccan reader that 
Obama is a politician who wishes to use 
sweet talk and to whitewash reality to make 
amends with Muslims. 

I, on the other hand am a pragmatic Arab 
woman who escaped the prison of Islam to 
the free world and now devotes her life to 
expressing views freely and pressing for a 
genuine difference in Islam. We cannot have 
it both ways. Intolerance never tolerates 
freedom.

Who should we believe?
By Wafa Sultan

Wafa Sultan

The Jewish problem has always been around. When 
Jews lived in their homeland, Assyrians, Babylonians, 

Greeks, Romans, Arabs, Crusaders, and then Arabs again, 
swept through Israel with the sword and the torch. Over and 
over again, the Jewish population of Israel was murdered 
and enslaved, the land was emptied and renamed, new 
populations were imported to take their place. Then the 
subjugating empire would fall, the Jews would return, 
reclaim their holy places, build new homes, plant vineyards 
and cultivate fields. And the cycle would begin again.

In exile, the Jewish problem did not go away. Islamic Arab 
rulers barred the Jews from even approaching the site of the 
Temple. Medieval Europe penned Jews into Ghettos. Czarist 
Russia had the Pale of Settlement. The liberals of the French 
Revolution proclaimed that the Jews were to assimilate and 
cease to be a separate people. As the counterrevolution, Nazi 
Germany began with plans to expel the Jews and ended with 
wholesale genocide.  Jews fleeing the Nazis found the gates 
to Western nations barred on the ground that they all had 
enough Jews already, and to Israel, on the grounds that the 
British authorities did not want to upset the Arabs, who were 
already sympathetic to Nazism.  

The year is now 5769 or 2009. And the Jewish problem 
still persists today, because for those who see the existence of 
Jews as the problem there will always be a Jewish problem.   

Barely was the modern State of Israel rebuilt, that the 
world decided that the Jewish refugees of Nazism were 
the oppressors, and the Palestinian Arabs under Mufti 
Mohammad Amin al-Husayni who worked with Hitler on 
the Holocaust, were their victims.   

This would become the conventional narrative of the latest 
phase of the “Jewish Problem”. The Jewish problem being 
of course that there are Jews. The greatest threat to peace in 
the Middle East today, the world declares, is that there are 
Jews living in towns in Judea and Samaria. These towns are 
called “settlements” and they “prejudice the outcome” of the 

peace process, in a way that apparently all the Arabs towns 
and villages in parts of Israel do not.  

If an Arab builds a house, his rights to do so are defended. 
If a Jew builds a house, he’s a threat to peace. Never mind 
that there is no peace and no peace process, for the simple 
reason that the Hamas and Fatah terrorists that the world 
wants to hand a state too, keep trying to kill Jews.  

To a diplomat however that only demonstrates that this 
is a Jewish problem. After all the terrorists are trying to kill 
Jews. Clearly the Jews are the problem.  

The Obama Administration’s two big overseas agendas are 
to keep Jews from living where he doesn’t want them to in 
their own country, and to keep Israel from defending itself 
against Iranian nuclear attack. As usual it is not the Islamic 
Arab terrorists trying to kill Jews nor Iran’s nuclear weapons 
program that is the problem-- it is the attempts by Jews to 
not be killed by them that is the threat to peace.  

And of course there are always Court Jews who rush to 
their aid, not the aid of the Jews, but the aid of those who 
keep plugging away at the Jewish problem. Alan Dershowitz 
repurposed a suggestion from Yousef Munayyer, of the 
pro-Hamas American Arab Anti-Discrimination Committee 
that Jews in settlements be forced to build only vertically, 
up instead of out. “Let them vertically” or piled one on top 
of the other, in a truly postmodern architectural vision of a 
ghetto as skyscraper. 

100 story glass and steel ghettos are not likely to solve 
the Jewish problem. They only make for a better target. The 
problem is not the settlements, because it is not a settlement 
problem, but a Jewish problem.   

Hitler’s problem was not that there were Jews living in 
Germany, but that there were Jews living, period. When 
the Jews left Germany, Hitler’s armies followed them to 
the West and to the East. Even to the Middle East, as Hitler 
vowed to the Mufti of Jerusalem, that his goal in the region 
would be to wipe out the Jews in Israel.  Islam’s problem is 

not that there are Jews living in parts of Judea and Samaria. 
Neither Hamas nor Fatah are prepared to recognize the rights 
of Jews living in any part of Israel, or the right of Israel to 
exist. Not even with the settlements gone.   

The Jewish problem cannot be solved by moving Jews to 
ghettos, vertical or horizontal. Because it is not a problem 
caused by where Jews live, but by living Jews.  Fatah and 
Hamas, and their ancestor the Mufti, have worked hard to 
solve the problem of living Jews. Obama is helping them 
solve that problem by once again viewing it as a “Jewish 
problem”, rather than the problem of those who hate Jews 
too much to live and let live. 

 Diplomacy has tried to replace “the cycle of violence”, with 
“the cycle of appeasement”, but one naturally enough feeds 
the other. Israel has spent a generation since the Yom Kippur 
War trying to appease its enemies, only to learn that not even 
turning over land several times its own size, is appeasement 
enough.  Jews in the West have worked hard to appease every 
minority with a grudge against them, and have still failed to 
learn that no amount of appeasement is ever enough.   

A century of rhetoric, philosophy, debate and angst boils 
down to one simple fact. There is no way to solve a problem 
if you fail to define it. The Jewish problem is a problem 
not of Jews, but of those who want to kill Jews. There is 
no solution to the problem except to prevent them from 
accomplishing that task.   

While some plan skyscraper ghettos and are convinced 
that the solution is some tough love from Obama to stop 
Jews from being such a problem-- the simple answer is that 
there is no answer, but that we go on living. Life is not such 
a complex equation, it can be understood in simple enough 
terms. When people consider you a problem, preventing 
them from doing whatever they can to “solve that problem” 
is your solution.

(Daniel Greenfield is a New York City based writer and freelance 
commentator – sultanknish@yahoo.com)

The Jewish Problem
By Daniel Greenfield
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Israel and the church, Jews and Christians, 
do exist side by side in the world today, 

as clearly differentiated entities. And there 
are nations in which Christianity is the 
‘established’ religion as there is now a 
nation in which Judaism is, though neither 
is exclusively monofaith, as in some Muslim 
countries. No-one can deny the existence of 
Israel, either as a national state or a dispersed 
people. The question we are discussing is not 
the existence of Israel, which is self-evident, 
but whether Israel has been supplanted by 
the church as God’s chosen people on earth, 
virtually reducing Israel to the status of a 
Gentile nation, with no special privileges or 
responsibilities in God’s sight. This is the 
downside of ‘supersessionist’ theology, a 
downgrading of God’s ancient people.

However, the real question is not the 
continued existence of Israel, but whether 
the significance of Israel has also continued. 
Are they still God’s chosen people? Are they 
still part of God’s purpose for the world? Do 
they have a divine future?

Stephen Sizer and his like have laid down 
the axiom that God cannot possibly have 
two peoples on earth at the same time. Of 
course, when this statement is accepted, 
it inevitably follows that the church has 
superseded Israel as God’s people on earth 
and that settles the whole debate. But is it 
true to Scripture?  Is it true at all? Before we 
look at Scripture itself, it may be helpful to 
ask why the proponents of ‘one people at a 
time’ are so adamant.

I believe it is because they are jealous 
to preserve the New Testament truths of 
salvation, which is found in Christ alone, 
as the way, the truth and the life. With this 
motivation I can wholeheartedly agree. They 
fear that acknowledging Israel is still God’s 
people in some way compromises the fact 
that salvation is exclusively found in Christ, 
introducing an element of flesh into what is 
a matter of faith alone.

Such a fear is not entirely groundless. 
Some Zionists, with more enthusiasm than 
understanding have slipped into the error 
called ‘dual covenant’ the idea that Jews 
are saved by their own ‘old’ covenant and 
Christians are saved by the ‘new’, through 
Moses and Jesus respectively.

But anti-Zionists need to be aware of 
another danger that of Israel’s ‘calling’. 
What was Israel chosen for? It must be 
stated emphatically that they were chosen 
for service, not salvation. They would be the 
channel through which salvation would be 
made available to a lost world. And this was 
fulfilled, through their prophets, priests and 
kings first, then through the prophet/Priest/
King Jesus, the Jewish Messiah and His 
Jewish apostles, to say nothing of the Jewish 
Scriptures, the major part of our Bible. Truly, 
‘salvation is from the Jews’ (John 4:22).

But all this never meant that an Israelite 
or later a Jew was ‘saved’ because he was 
a descendant of Jacob. From Abraham 
onwards they were ‘justified’ by faith, just 
as he was (Genesis 15:6). In that respect 
Israel was on the same basis as any other 
nation. Only those who believed and went 
on believing were accepted by God. Those 
who never believed or fell back into unbelief 
were rejected (Romans 11:20). Of course, 
their faith was in the words and promises 
already spoken to them, long before they 
knew that Jesus was the Word (John 1:1) and 
that all the promises would be ‘Yes’ in Him 
(2 Corinthians 1:20). But it was saving faith. 
And God can use unbelieving, and therefore 
unsaved, nations to demonstrate His power 
and fulfill His purposes.

We have just quoted a verse from Romans 

11. That whole chapter, by itself, is enough 
to refute the notion that Israel is no longer 
the chosen nation of God, their special 
relationship with Him unchanged, even by 
their rejection of His Son, their Messiah. 
God has not rejected them; they are still ‘His 
people’ (11:1). They were ‘His’ in the past, 
are ‘His’ in the present and will be ‘His’ in 
the future!

Even anti-Zionists acknowledge that some 
Jews are Hi, that ‘at the present time there 
is a remnant chosen by grace’ (11:5), as true 
today as in Paul’s day. Paul himself was part 
and proof of that faithful minority. Now, of 
course, their faith is in Jesus, the Son, as 
well as the father, and they are regarded as 
part of the church.

But what about ‘the others’ (11:7), 
the majority then and now, who are not 
believers? Have they not kissed their 
opportunity and forfeited their right to be 
God’s special people? The rest of chapter 11 
is all about ‘them’, even though it is addressed 
to ‘you’ Gentile believers. They are still being 
dealt with by God, though in a negative 
rather than a positive relationship, their 
hearts judicially ‘hardened’, as Pharao’s had 
been (9:17-18). In both cases the hardening 
had been on the human side; the divine side 
had followed, confirming and reinforcing 
the voluntary choice involuntary. Jews are 
among the hardest people to save, but this 
did not discourage Paul from trying (11:14; 
cf. 9:3 and 10:1) and should not dishearten us 
either (though nit must be admitted that some 
Zionists do not share Paul’s yearning or make 
evangelism a priority).

The hardening is neither total nor 
permanent. The situation is not beyond 
redemption. They are still ‘His people’ and 
God has not given up on them. They are 
‘broken off’ but can be grafted back in again 
and will take place in their own olive tree 
more readily that the ‘wild’ Gentiles that 
have taken their place.

Astonishingly, Paul not only affirms 
they can be but seems to assume that they 
will be, anticipating such a blessing for the 
whole world as they resume their calling 
(11:12 and 15). No less than the gifts God 
gave to the ethnic Israel, chief of which was 
their own land. The calling still belongs to 
them as well (11:29), and God has future 
plans for the faithless rump of Israel just as 
much as the faithful remnant. Both parts are 
still ‘His people’. To deny this is to be guilty 
of arrogant contempt (11:18,20,25), the very 
opposite of an appropriate attitude of faith in 
and fear of the Lord (11:20).

All this is building up to a statement, the 
importance of which cannot be exaggerated 
in this whole debate, namely 11:25-27. So 

crucial is the interpretation of it that we must 
take great care and much time to unpack it.

Paul calls it a ‘mystery’. Two mistakes 
in unpacking this word are common. One 
is taken from English usage and is akin to 
‘mysterious’, something beyond human 
comprehension, inexplicable, contrary to 
reason, to be blindly accepted. None of this 
is in Paul’s mind, in spite of many sermons 
and preachers! For him, a ‘mystery’ is a 
secret that can now be made public; a divine 
intention which human reason could not 
have discovered, but which has now been 
revealed and may be repeated.

The other mistake is to assume that 
whenever Paul uses the word ‘mystery’ 
he is referring to the same revealed secret, 
particularly the one that incorporates 
Gentiles in His purposes (Ephesians 3:16). 
But here in Romans it is not about Gentiles 
but about Israel. And the essence of it is that 
some day in the future ‘all Israel will be 
saved’ (11:26). Each word is important so 
we must take it step by step.

‘Saved’ always means for Paul salvation 
from sin’s penalty, power and pollution; 
justification, sanctification and glorification, 
by grace and through faith, all exclusively 
in the Lord Jesus Christ. This is what it 
means in this whole letter to the Romans 
and in this particular section of it about the 
Jewish people (see 10:1 and 11:14). It is 
the salvation which some Jews and many 
gentiles have already found by calling on the 
name of the Lord, believing in their hearts 
and confirming with their mouths (10:9-
13). The verb is in the future tense so this 
had not yet happened when Paul wrote. Nor 
indeed has it yet happened in our day. While 
an increasing number of Jews are coming to 
Christ for salvation, it is still only a small 
minority, by no stretch of the imagination 
could it be called ‘all Israel’.

‘All’ – what does it mean? It cannot mean 
all Jews who have ever lived. Had it done 
so, Paul would not have suffered such pain 
over their state (9:1-3), nor prayed so much 
for their salvation (10:1), nor such an effort 
to win them (11:14). He clearly believed 
many of his ‘brothers of his own race’ were 
facing a lost eternity. He was even willing to 
be banished from Christ if it would get them 
to heaven. Zionists need to be constantly 
reminded of this.

Nor does it necessarily mean all Jews still 
living when it happens. It may indicate this, 
but a precedent for the phrase ‘all Israel’ 
exists in the Old Testament, forty-eight times, 
to be exact. Sometimes it is a reference to the 
general spiritual and moral state of a nation. 
At other times it refers to a large assembly 
representing every part of the nation, all 
twelve tribes or all elders. In neither case 
does it mean every single Israelite, every 
man, woman and child. We may therefore 
translate the New Testament phrase as ‘Israel 
as a whole’ or ‘Israel en masse’. We may add 
that Israel is the only nation on earth that can 
claim a biblical promise of a national revival 
(even though many Christians today try to 
claim 2 Chronicles 7:14 as a promise for 
‘their land’).

‘Israel’ has been taken so far in its ethnic 
sense, referring to physical Israel and 
especially its unbelieving majority, which 
has been in view since verse 7. And ‘Israel’ 
means exactly this at the beginning of the 
statement we are examining: ‘Israel has 
experienced a hardening…’(11:25).  It would 
be strange indeed if a word was to change so 
radically in meaning within the confines of a 
single sentence, to say nothing of the fact that 
every other time ‘Israel’ is used throughout 
this section of Paul’s letter (chapter 9-11) it 
is always used in an ethnic way.

‘So all Israel will be saved.’ Zionists are 
prone to think and even quote as if the word 
is ‘then’. That is, after the full number of 
Gentiles is in, then all Israel will be saved.  
But their critics are right to point out that 
the word is ‘thus’ rather than ‘then’. The 
Greek word houtos certainly means ‘thus’ or 
‘in this way’ or ‘just so’ or ‘as a result’, and 
relates to a previous statement as the cause 
of the result (it is also the word translated 
‘so’ in John 3:16; it does not mean ‘so much’ 
but ‘inn the same way’, referring back to 
verses 14 and 15, and ‘so’ should really 
come before “God’).

So what is the cause that has resulted in 
‘all Israel’ being saved? Those who rule 
out a national revival of ethnic Israel point 
to the preceding clause, arguing that the 
fullness of the Gentiles (nations), together 
with any converted Jews has completed the 
church, the spiritual Israel. Israel as a whole, 
all Israel. But the clause about the Gentiles 
dullness is a subsidiary clause of the whole 
sentence, qualifying the main clause, which 
states that the judicial hardening of ethnic 
Israel is both partial and temporary, to be 
removed when all Gentiles are in. It is 
the removal of this hardening by the God 
who imposed it, that will cause the ready 
acceptance of salvation by Israel ‘as a 
whole’, who are so much more easily grafted 
into their own olive tree as ‘natural’ branches. 
‘So’ makes entire sense in this way.

It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that 
God can and does have two peoples on earth 
at the present time – His church, made up of 
some Jews and more Gentiles, all of whom 
believe in Jesus, and His people ’Israel’, still 
in an unbelieving state. The former are the 
fruit of the gospel, having received the mercy 
of God. The latter are foes of the gospel, yet 
to receive His mercy. Their spiritual salvation 
is intertwined, each affecting the other, both 
negatively and positively (11:30-31). Both 
are loved by God.

But their separate identity is temporary. 
It is the divine plan ‘to bring all things 
in heaven and on earth together under 
one head, even Christ’ (Ephesians 1:10, 
and ‘even’ is not kai, but en = in). This 
consummation includes Israel and the 
church, together having found salvation in 
Him. Surely this is what Jesus meant when 
He said: ‘I have other sheep which are not 
of this fold. [Gentiles outside Israel.] I must 
bring them also. They too will listen to My 
voice, and there shall be one flock and one 
shepherd’ (John 10:16). Then, and only then, 
will it be possible to use ‘church’ and ‘Israel’ 
as interchangeable synonyms. Until then we 
should keep them separate and distinct.

(Source: Defending Christian Zionism, by David Pawson, 
Terra Nova Publications, ISBN 978-1-901949-62-9)

Two Peoples
By David Pawson
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Elena Bonner, wife of the late Andrei Sakharov, speech 
before a conference in Oslo.

In his invitation to this conference, the president of the 
forum, Thor Halvorssen, asked me to talk a bout my life, 

the suffering I have endured and how I was able to bear it 
all. But today all that seems to me quite unnecessary. So I 
will say only a few words about myself.

At the age of 14, I was left without my parents. My father 
was executed, my mother spent 18 years in prison and exile. 
My grandmother raised me and my younger brother. The 
poet Vladimir Kornilov, who suffered the same fate, wrote: 
“And it felt that in those years we had no mothers. We had 
grandmothers.” There were hundreds of thousands of such 
children. Ilya Ehrenburg called us “the strange orphans of 
1937.”

Then came the war. My generation was cut off nearly 
at the roots by the war, but I was lucky. I came back from 
the war. I came back to an empty house. My grandmother 
had died of starvation in the siege of Leningrad. Then came 
a communal apartment, six half-hungry years of medical 
school, falling in love, two children and the poverty of a 
Soviet doctor. But I was not alone in this. Everyone lived 
this way. Then there was my dissident period followed by 
exile. But Andrei [Sakharov] and I were together! And that 
was true happiness.

Today, summing up my life (at age 86, I try to sum up my 
life every day I am still alive), I can do so in three words. 
My life was typical, tragic and beautiful. Whoever needs the 
details - read my two books, Alone Together and Mothers 
and Daughters. They have been translated into many 
languages. Read Sakharov Memoirs. It’s a pity his diaries 
haven’t been translated; they were published in Russia in 
2006. Apparently, the West isn’t interested now in Sakharov.

The West isn’t very interested in Russia either, a country 
that no longer has real elections, independent courts or 
freedom of the press. Russia is a country where journalists, 
human rights activists and migrants are killed regularly, 
almost daily. And extreme corruption flourishes of a kind 
and extent that never existed earlier in Russia or anywhere 
else. So what do the Western mass media discuss mainly? 
Gas and oil – of which Russia has a lot. Energy is its only 
political trump card, and Russia uses it as an instrument 
of pressure and blackmail. And there’s another topic that 
never disappears from the newspapers - who rules Russia? 
[Vladimir] Putin or [Dimitry] Medvedev? But what 
difference does it make, if Russia has completely lost the 
impulse for democratic development that we thought we saw 
in the early 1990s. Russia will remain the way it is now for 
decades, unless there is some violent upheaval.

During the years since the fall of the Berlin Wall, 
the world has experienced incredible changes=2 0in an 
exceptionally short period. But has the world become better, 
or more prosperous for the 6 billion 800 million people who 
live on our small planet? No one can answer that question 
unambiguously, despite all the achievements of science 
and technology and that process which we customarily call 
“progress.” It seems to me that the world has become more 
alarming, more unpredictable and more fragile. This alarm, 
unpredictability and fragility are felt to some extent by all 
countries and all individuals. And civic and political life 
becomes more and more virtual, like a picture on a computer 
screen.

Even so, the picture of life, formed by television, 
newspaper or radio remains the same - there is no end to 
the conferences, summits, forums and competitions from 
beauty contests to sandwich-eating ones. They say people 
are coming together - but in reality, they are growing apart.

And that isn’t because an economic depression suddenly 
burst forth, and swine flu to boot. This began on September 
11, 2001. At first, anger and horror was provoked by the 
terrorists who knocked down the Twin Towers of the World 
Trade Center and by their accomplices in London, Madrid 
and other cities, and by the shahids, suicide bombers who 
blew themselves up at public spaces like discotheques and 
wedding parties whose families were rewarded $25,000 each 
by Saddam Hussein. Later, [George W.] Bush was blamed 
for everything, and as always, the Jews - that is, Israel. An 
example was the first Durban Conference, and the growth 
of anti-Semitism in Europe, noted several years ago in a 
speech by Romano Prodi. Then there was Durban-2; the 
main speaker was [Mahmoud] Ahmadinejad proposing to 
annihilate Israel.

So it is about Israel and the Jews that I will speak. And 
not only because I am Jewish, but above all because the 
Middle Eastern conflict since the end of World War II has 
been a platform for political games and gambling by the 
great powers, the Arab countries and individual politicians, 
striving, through the so-called “peace process,” to make 
a name for themselves, and perhaps win a Nobel Peace 
Prize. At one time, the Nobel Peace Prize was the highest 
moral award of our civilization. But after December 1994, 
when Yasser Arafat became one of the three new laureates, 
its ethical value was undermined. I haven’t always greeted 
each selection of the Nobel Committee of the Storting 
[Norwegian parliament] with joy, but that one shocked me. 
And to this day, I cannot understand and accept the fact that 
Andrei Sakharov and Yasser Arafat, now posthumously, 
share membership in the club of Nobel laureates.

In many of Sakharov’s publications is spoken about Israel. 
I have a collection of citations of his writing on this topic. If 
it were published in Norway, then many Norwegians would 
be surprised at how sharply their contemporary view of 
Israel differs from the view of Sakharov.

Here are several citations from Sakharov: “Israel has an 
indisputable right to exist”; “Israel has a right to existence 
within safe borders”; “All wars that Israel has waged have 
been just, forced upon it by the irresponsibility of Arab 
leaders”; “With all the money that has been invested in the 
problem of Palestinians, it would have been possible long 
ago to resettle them and provide them with good lives in 
Arab countries.”

Throughout the years of Israel’s existence there has been 
war. Victorious wars, and also wars which Israel was not 
allowed to win. Each and every day – literally every day - 
there is the expectation of a terrorist act or a new war. We 
have seen the Oslo peace initiatives and the Camp David 
handshake and the road map and land for peace (there is not 
much land - from one side of Israel on a clear day you can 
see the other side with your naked eye).

Now, a new motif is fashionable (in fact it’s an old one): 
“Two states for two peoples.” It sounds good. And there is no 
controversy in the peacemaking Quartet, made up of the US, 
the UN, the EU and Russia (some great peacemaker, with 
its Chechen war and its Abkhazian-Ossetian provocation). 
The Quartet, and the Arab countries, and the Palestinian 
leaders (both Hamas and Fatah) put additional demands to 
Israel. I will speak only of one demand: that Israel accept 
back the Palestinian refugees. And here a little history and 
demography are needed.

According to the UN’s official definition, refugees are 
considered those who fled from violence and wars, but not 
their descendants who are born in another land. At one time 
the Palestinian refugees and the Jewish refugees from Arab 
countries were about equal in number – about 700,000-

800,000. The newly created state Israel took in Jews (about 
600,000). They were officially recognized as refugees by UN 
Resolution 242, but not provided with any UN assistance. 
Palestinians, however, are considered refugees not only in 
the first generation, but in t he second, third and now even in 
the fourth generation. According to the UN Works and Relief 
Agency’s report, the number of registered Palestinian refugees 
has grown from 914,000 in 1950 to more than 4.6 million20in 
2008, and continues to rise due to natural population growth. 
All these people have the rights of Palestinian refugees and 
are eligible to receive humanitarian aid.

The entire population of Israel is about 7.5 million, of 
which there are about 2.5 million ethnic Arabs who call 
themselves Palestinians. Imagine Israel then, if another 
5 million Arabs flood into it; Arabs would substantially 
outnumber the Jewish population. Thus created next to 
Israel will be a Palestinian state cleansed of Jews, because 
in addition to the demand that Palestinian refugees return to 
Israel, there is also the demand that Judea and Samaria are 
cleansed of Jews and turned over to Palestinians – while in 
Gaza today there is not a single Jew already.

The result is both strange and terrifying, because Israel 
will essentially be destroyed. It is terrifying to see the short 
memory of the august peacemaking Quartet, their leaders 
and their citizens if they let this happen. Because the plan 
“two states for two peoples” is the creation of one state, 
ethnically cleansed of Jews, and a second one with the 
potential to do the same. A Judenfrei Holy Land – the dream 
of Adolph Hitler come true at last. So think again, those who 
are still able, who has a fascist inside him today?

And another question that has been a thorn for me for a 
long time. It’s a question for my human rights colleagues. 
Why doesn’t the fate of the Israeli soldier Gilad Schalit 
trouble you in the same way as does the fate of the 
Guantanamo prisoners?

You fought for and won the opportunity for the 
International Committee of the Red Cross, journalists and 
lawyers to visit Guantanamo. You know prison conditions, 
the prisoners’ everyday routine, their food. You have met 
with prisoners subjected to torture. The result of your efforts 
has been a ban on torture and a law to close this prison. 
President Obama signed it in the first days of his coming to 
the White House. And although he, just like president Bush 
before him, does not know what to do with the Guantanamo 
prisoners, there is hope that the new administration will 
think up something.

But during the two years Schalit has been held by 
terrorists, the world human rights community has done 
nothing for his release. Why? He is a wounded soldier, and 
fully under the protection of the Geneva Conventions. The 
conventions say clearly that hostage-taking is prohibited, 
that representatives of the Red Cross must be allowed to 
see prisoners of war, especially y wounded prisoners, and 
there is much else written in the Geneva Conventions about 
Schalit’s rights. The fact that representatives of the Quartet 
conduct negotiations with the people who are holding 
Schalit in an unknown location, in unknown conditions, 
vividly demonstrates their scorn of international rights 
documents and their total legal nihilism. Do human rights 
activists also fail to recall the fundamental international 
rights documents?

And yet I still think (and some will find this naïve) that the 
first tiny, but real step toward peace must become the release 
of Schalit. Release, and not his exchange for 1,000 or 1,500 
prisoners who are in Israeli prisons serving court sentences 
for real crimes.

Returning to my question of why human rights activists 
are silent, I can find no answer except that Schalit is an 
Israeli soldier, Schalit is a Jew. So again, it is conscious or 
unconscious anti-Semitism. Again, it is fascism.

Thirty-four years have passed since the day when I came 
to this city to represent my husband, Andrei Sakharov, at 
the 1975 Nobel Prize ceremony. I was in love with Norway 
then. The reception I received filled me with joy. Today, I 
feel Alarm and Hope (the title Sakharov used for his 1977 
essay written at the request of the Nobel Committee).

Alarm because of the anti-Semitism and anti-Israeli 
sentiment growing throughout Europe and even further 
afield. And yet, I hope that countries, their leaders and 
people everywhere will recall and adopt Sakharov’s ethical 
credo: “In the end, the moral choice turns out to be also the 
most pragmatic choice.”

(From a speech to the Freedom Forum in Oslo on May 19, 2009)

Lament in Oslo
By Elena Bonner
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& Christians A message of hope for Israel and the Church

Our mission 
Christians for Israel exists to bring biblical 

understanding in the Church and among the 
nations concerning God’s purposes for Israel, 
and to promote comfort of Israel through 
prayer and action.

Our vision
Our vision is to establish a global 

“Christians for Israel” network having 
effective national impact, for the blessing of 
the nation of Israel, the Jewish people, the 
church and the nations.

Our history and values – Christians for 
Israel was established in 1979 in Holland and 
Jerusalem. We have 25 years’ experience as 
a European-based ministry, which has grown 
out of the rich soil of the long and deep 
tradition of friendship between Holland and 
the Jewish people. We have a very deep and 
close bond with many people and institutions 
in Israel, at all levels of society. 

Christians for Israel have branches in the 
following countries: Netherlands; Belgium; 
Germany; UK; Austria; Switzerland; Italy 
(West Europe); Hungary; Romania; Ukraine 
Central/Eastern Europe); Cameroon (West 
Africa) and Kenya (East Africa); Singapore 
(South East Asia); Australia and New Zealand 
(Pacific); Canada and USA (Americas).

Non-denominational – Christians for 
Israel is a non-denominational Christ-
centred Spirit-led movement. We represent 
Christians from all traditions. We seek to be 
truly ecumenical: to engage the hearts and 
minds of all members of the one body of 

Christ, regardless of denomination or Church 
affiliation.

Serving the Church – We strive to be 
a servant ministry. We seek to serve the 
Church, Israel and the nations in an attitude 
of humility, having the mind of Christ. “In 
essentials unity, in non-essentials liberty, in 
all things charity”. 

Biblical understanding – Christians for 
Israel International’s primary goal is to bring 
a new understanding amongst Christians on 
the unique identity and true calling of Israel, 
the Church and the nations in God’s plan 
of creation and redemption, as revealed in 
God’s word. as well as the prophetic “signs 
of the times” that point to the Coming of the 
Messiah - understanding God’s Word in the 
light of the return of the Jewish nation to the 
land, and other current developments in the 
world, such as: the growth of fundamentalist 
Islam, increasing (Christian) anti-Semitism 
and anti-Zionism, the spirit of lawlessness 
in Church and society, and the conflict in 
modern Israel. 

Educational Resources – Through a 
range of multi-language, multi-level, multi-
media educational materials and programs, 
Christians for Israel assists Christians to 
better understand God’s love and purposes 
for Israel, the nations, the Church and the 
world, for instance: Why Israel? book in 
over 15 languages; Why Israel? DVD 8 
unit teaching series; Why Israel? CD series; 
Jerusalem in Focus DVD series; Israel: 
A Journey Through Time DVD 6 unit 
Documentary series, filmed entirely in Israel. 

Christians for Israel (C4I) representatives 
are available to speak in Churches, schools 
and other groups who want to know more 
about God’s purposes with Israel, and C4I 
organises conferences and seminars, as 
well as tours to Israel for youth, pastors/
church leaders, and other groups - a unique 
opportunity to meet the people, see and feel 
the land, experience God’s love for Israel, 
and learn of His promised blessings for the 
Arab nations

Newspaper – The newspaper Israel & 
Christians Today is distributed to more than 
200,000 addresses worldwide, and is available 
in 5 languages (English, Dutch, German, 
Russian and Italian)

Help the Jews come home
Christians for Israel International keep on 

helping Jews in the diaspora to make ‘aliya’. 
In the last 10 years C4I have assisted over 
85,000 Jews to return to the land. 

Help the Jews at home
Christians for Israel International supports 

a variety of organisations and projects in 
Israel, so that the Jewish people can become 
truly rooted in the land: assisting immigrants 
to become settled in the land; building 
caring communities; promoting Arab-Jewish 
humanitarian co-operation; fighting poverty 
and hunger; providing therapy and support 
for survivors of terror; educating the children 
of Israel; supporting Jewish communities 
in Samaria and Judea; supporting and 
encouraging Arab Christians in Israel. 

“For Zion’s sake I will never be silent, for Jerusalem’s sake I will not remain quiet, till her righteousness shines out like the dawn, and her  
salvation like a blazing torch.” (Isaiah 62:1)

“Even so, when you see all these things, you know the time is near, right at the door” (Matthew 24:33) 

“Watch therefore, and pray always” (Luke 21:36) 


