
Israel’s destiny has always been 
intertwined with God’s purposes for every 

other nation. In fact, the Bible states that 
God has established a relationship between 
the location of Israel and the inheritance of 
every other nation.

When the Most High divided their 
inheritance to the nations, When He 
separated the sons of Adam, He set the 
boundaries of the peoples.

According to the number of the children 
of Israel. For the LORD’s portion is 
His people; Jacob is the place of His 
inheritance.

(Deuteronomy 32:8-9)

According to the Bible, Israel’s portion of 
land on the earth in some way influences the 
inheritance of every other nation. Therefore, 
it is a very serious matter for the nations 
to exert pressure on Israel to give up land 
to her enemies. In the book of the prophet 
Joel, God says that He will judge the nations 
that divide the land of Israel. Most people 
long for peace in the Middle East with an 
end to terror and bloodshed. However, real 
peace is the result of changed hearts and not 
necessarily changed borders. There is a great 
danger in trying to put a political “band aid” 
on a deep spiritual wound. This is a biblical 
warning to political leaders of world powers 
in our day:

For behold, in those days and at that time,
When I bring back the captives of Judah 

and Jerusalem, I will also gather all nations, 
And bring them down to the Valley of 
Jehoshaphat; And I will enter into judgment 
with them there. 

On account of My people, My heritage 
Israel, Whom they have scattered among the 
nations; They have also divided up My land.

(Joel 3:1-2)

The great tsunami of God’s purposes 
throughout the nations will reach its 
conclusion in Jerusalem. That’s where the 
gospel began, the great prophets spoke, and 
King David set up his throne. That’s where 
Jesus died and rose from the dead and 
that’s where the Lord will return at the end 
of history. Spiritual watchmen in Israel are 
prophetically holding up a banner to be seen 
by all believers in every nation. The banner 
reads, “Finish Line.” Israel is prophetically 
positioned at the end of the long race to bring 
the gospel to all the world, and at the end of 
the Jewish people’s prolonged wandering 
among the nations. The massive currents of 
God’s redemptive plans are converging on 
Israel and the city of Jerusalem. Who will 
catch the flow of these events and ride them 
toward their fulfillment? The turbulence of 

these final waves is daunting. The Nation 
of Israel is destined to be a part of the rise 
and fall of many as we progress into the 
end-times.

“Behold, I will make Jerusalem a cup of 
drunkenness to all the surrounding peoples, 
when they lay siege against Judah and 
Jerusalem. And it shall happen in that day 
that I will make Jerusalem a very heavy 

stone for all peoples; all who would heave it 
away will surely be cut in peaces, though all 
nations of the earth are gathered against it” 

(Zechariah 12:2-3)

According to the prophet, the Spirit of the 
Lord will reach out to the Jewish people with 
the testimony of Jesus the Messiah. God will 
bring them to great repentance followed by 
national revival.

“And I will pour out on the house of David 
and on the inhabitants of Jerusalem the 
Spirit of grace and supplication; then they 
will look on Me whom they have pierced; 
they will mourn for Him as one mourns 
for his only son, and grieve for Him as one 
grieves for a firstborn”

(Zechariah 12:10)

In the future, the nations will be drawn 
to Jerusalem, accepting God’s choice of 
Israel and rejoicing together in the feast of 
the final harvest! Rain is essential for crops 
to survive and grow. It will be given to 
obedient nations that come to worship the 
God of Israel. In the Bible, rain is a symbol 
of the Holy Spirit which is poured out by 
God in order to bring a rich spiritual harvest

“And it shall come to pass that everyone 

who is left of all the nations which came 
against Jerusalem shall go up from year 
to year to worship the King, the LORD of 
hosts, and to keep the Feast of Tabernacles. 
And it shall be that whichever of the families 
of the earth do not come up to Jerusalem to 
worship the King, the LORD of hosts, on 
them there will be no rain”

(Zechariah 14:16-17)

The great end-time tsunami of God’s 
purposes is more than worldwide revival. 
It is the power of God’s presence sweeping 
through all the nations in order to fulfill His 
purposes which were set in place before the 
world was made. The fulfillment of God’s 
prophetic plans for Israel and the nations 
brings glory to Him among all the peoples 
of the world. When the tidal wave of God’s 
purposes completes its circling of the globe 
and reaches its conclusion in Israel, the 
whole earth will see the glory of God.

“I bring My righteousness near, it shall 
not be far off; My salvation shall not linger. 
And I will place salvation in Zion, For Israel 
My glory”

(Isaiah 46:13)

(Source: God’s Tsunami – Peter Tsukahira)
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U.S. President Barack Obama met with Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas 
at New York’s Waldorf Astoria hotel. It was very much a ‘businesslike’ meeting were each side presented their point of view. President 
Obama was said to have expressed his impatience with both Israel and the Palestinians. However, if President Obama really wants to make 
significant headway in making the world a safer place to live, Israel should not be his first port of call...

(For more information see “Israel – The Showdown Approaches” on page 12 & 13, and Benjamin Netanyahu’s United Nations Speech on page 6)
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How do you define “revival”? To some, 
revival means longer, louder, emotionally 

packed services complete with signs and 
wonders. To others, revival is a semiannual, 
Sunday through Wednesday, camp-meeting 
style service that includes a guest speaker. 
Still others see it as an evangelistic campaign 
in which salvations and rededications are the 
only thing that matter.

While the intellectuals and religious 
pundits sort it out, I wonder what revival 
means to God.

To me, the answer is simple: Revival is 
God’s people wholeheartedly returning to 
Him. Revival occurs when God’s chosen 
ones can no longer be distracted from 
their commitment to Him, don’t need to 
be entertained to remain interested in Him 
and find deep satisfaction in a world that is 
centered on Jesus alone. Camp meetings and 
evangelical campaigns have their place, but 
unless the focus becomes all about Jesus and 
not about us, we have not seen revival.

A typical service in most churches is more 
like looking in a mirror at your own face than 
seeking the face of Jesus. We are hypnotized 

by the “gospel of self.” Each week, 
humanistic sermons continue to make God 
look more like us. Sunday morning is more 
similar to “group therapy” with Sigmund 
Freud than to the gospel of Jesus Christ.

Today’s modern believer wants to be 
a consumer rather than to be consumed. 
Nevertheless, only a consuming revival 
fire can save us now. We need God’s fire to 
burn up our self-centered ways, our love for 
money and entertainment, and our need-of-
nothing attitudes. Where are the preachers 
who can diagnose our symptoms and tell us 
why we are sick? Where are the prophets 
who are not afraid to announce that God has 
left the building?

I believe that Jesus, right now, has both 
hands outstretched to us. In one hand is 
revival, and in the other is correction. If we 
ignore the hand of revival, there is only one 
hand left - the hand of correction. Correction 
can bring revival too, but who in their right 
mind would choose that method?

So, if correction comes, who will we 
blame? Will we blame Hollywood, adult 
entertainment, abortionists and the gay 

community? Probably. We always do. 
However, from God’s perspective, it’s 
inaccurate for His people to blame others 
when the faults lie with them: Both John the 
Baptist and Jesus began their public ministries 
by calling for God’s people to repent.

Jesus was well aware of the Roman 
lifestyle, the Roman baths and the Roman 
pornographic statues in Israel. Yet, He did 
not preach one sermon to those sinful, vulgar 
Romans.

Rattling our sabers at the world will do 
no good. Our carnality may be cleaner than 
theirs is, but we are still carnal, and it’s still 
the spirit of the world influencing us.

Neither the blessings nor the curses of God 
can ever be activated because of the world 
or some alternative lifestyle community. The 
future is in the hands of those who have a 
covenant with God. Will we repent? Will 
we be revived to live a committed, set-apart 
lifestyle?

What about Israel? What about revival in 
Israel? Paul said the church is to make Israel 
jealous and lead the nation to salvation. 
What do we Christians have that could 

make anyone jealous of? Our divorce rate? 
Our suicide rate? Our depression rate? What 
about our mega-churches, bus ministries, or 
outreaches to the poor? Can we impress the 
Jewish community with our various abilities 
to raise money or build buildings?

I know one thing that could make Israel 
jealous: the glory of God! Yes, the same 
glory that stood among the ancient Israelites 
as a pillar of fire by night and a cloud by 
day. The same glory that parted the Red Sea, 
fed them in the wilderness, brought down 
the walls of Jericho, fell on Mount Carmel, 
silenced the storms, raised the dead and 
shook the place where they were praying. 
Yes, I believe that would do it. We need a 
revival of the glory and presence of God on 
the earth today. Who is the King of glory? 
It’s Jesus, the Lord, strong and mighty!

True revival is God’s “stimulus package” 
to the world. If you can hear, then act: 
Respond by joining me in the fight for 
revival. Or perhaps I should say the fight for 
your own country’s survival.

(Steve Gray is co-pastor with his wife, Kathy, of World 
Revival Church – worldrevivalchurch.com – in Kansas 
City, Missouri)

Revival, the Church and Israel
By Steve Gray
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Week by week, if not day by day, international pressure 
and hatred grows stronger against the nation, the 

people and the government of Israel. I believe what Israel 
really needs at this time is a Messianic Prime Minister. 
However I am not volunteering for the job.  I do not relish 
the thought of being the person with the responsibility of 
leading the nation of God, particularly at this point of time 
- it is as close to “mission impossible” as you can get!  This 
tiny country, locked in by the Mediterranean Sea on the 
west, and a sea of 280 million Islamic enemies on the east, 
is in great turmoil, as it has been ever since God called 
Abraham into a covenant relationship.

The current prime minister of Israel, Benjamin Netanyahu 
or Bibi as he is called here in Israel, is a very strong man. 
He comes from a strong background. His brother Yonatan 
led the IDF rescue mission that freed the 100 plus Jewish 
hostages after hi-jacked Air France flight landed at Uganda’s 
Entebbe airport in 1976.  Yonatan was the only one of the 
rescue team members to be killed during the mission - he 
gave his life to see the hostages released.  Bibi’s name has 
an incredibly prophetic meaning.  Benjamin (son of the right 
hand) and Netanyahu (a gift from God), and thus we believe 
he is God’s man to lead Israel at this extremely strategic time.

The fact that God has destined Bibi to be the leader of the 
nation that He is preparing to establish His Kingdom in, does 
not mean it will be easy.  In fact the opposite is true. When 
God calls someone to do something, the Devil usually gets 
involved also.  That is true for Israel and it is true in most 
of our lives - when God calls us, the Devil comes against us 
in every way he can, in the hope of aborting our destiny and 
our calling. 

Not only does PM Netanyahu have the Israeli left wing 
and right wing camps pressuring him to carry out their 
demands, he has the president of the USA and his State 
Department puppets, applying enormous pressure to 
manipulate him into carrying out their demands for a ‘ Two 
State Solution ‘ in the false hope of seeing peace established 
between the Arabs and the Jews in the Middle East. Then 
there is the UN, the EU & Russia who also bring pressure 
on the Israeli leaders.

The reality is that Bibi, whether he realises it or not, 
is caught up in the very centre of the spiritual battle that 
broke out in Heaven millennia ago, (Rev. 12:7) over the 
establishment of the Kingdom of God on the earth.  It has 
caused millions of violent deaths because of the bitterness 
and hatred between the sons of Jacob and the sons of 
Ishmael for 3500 years.  It has caused tensions and wars 
between the sons of Greece and the sons of Zion for 2500 
years. (Zech 9:13) and as this age old conflict that broke 
out in Heaven rapidly approaches its climax, it is engulfing 
almost the entire world.

However, because it is impossible for PM Netanyahu,  
it is not impossible for God. In fact nothing is impossible  
for God!!!

God’s plans and purposes will prevail and Yeshua will 
soon return to planet Earth to re-establish the Kingdom of 
YHVH and He will reign as King of Kings and Lord of 
Lords from the Throne of David which will sit exactly where 
the Ark of the Covenant sat in the Temple on the summit of 
Mt Moriah in the very heart of Jerusalem, the undivided 
capital city of the nation of Israel, which will extend from 
the Nile to the Euphrates.

The Islamic world may not like it. Mr. Obama, the UN and 
the EU may not like it; your political leaders and even your 
church leaders may not like it, but God likes it.  And if God 
likes it, then we must like it too. He has called us to be His 
co-laborers (1 Cor. 3:9) and His ambassadors (2 Cor. 5:20) 
and He is calling us to hasten the day that Yeshiva returns  
(2 Peter 3:12), so we need to get on with the task we have 
been given.  Let us stand with Israel. Let us stand up for Israel. 
Let us pray and intercede for Israel and the Jewish people. 

Let us support PM Netanyahu by lifting his arms (in prayer) 
as Aaron and Hurl did for Moses long ago, and victory will 
once again come for Israel.  Let’s also pray that the Lord will 
anoint him to indeed be the son of His right hand, that He will 
protect Bib, and that He will strengthen the PM’s backbone 
so that he can stand against the pressure that is coming 
against him. 

The Lord bless you as you bless Israel by standing in 
defense of her right to exist on the land given to the Jewish 
people by the God of Israel.  Lets pray that Israel will turn 
back to their God.  Do not be silent, but share this with 
your fellow Christians, share it with your pastors, and with 
anyone you have a chance to speak to. Lets also pray for that 
breakthrough to the Muslims, and please remember to pray 
for all of the soldiers in the IDF – they are defending and 
fighting for the Kingdom of God.

(New Zealand-born David Silver and his wife Josie moved 
with their two sons to live and minister in Israel in 1992  
– www.out-of-zion.com)

“Mission Impossible” for PM Benjamin Netanyahu 
By David Silver

Watchmen on the walls of Jerusalem
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Many Jews who looked for the Messiah 
refused to believe in Him when He 

came. The prophet Isaiah concerning Israel 
says, “All day long I have held out my 
hands to a disobedient and obstinate people” 
(Romans 10:20,21). Does that mean God 
fully and definitively rejected Israel? 

No. Look at me, Paul says. God gave 
me the revelation about Jesus, and I am an 
Israelite myself, a descendant of Abraham, 
from the beloved tribe of Benjamin. And 
look at the days of Elijah. This prophet 
thought that he was the only one left who 
really served the Lord. But there were 
another 7000 reserved by God for Himself, 
who did not bow their knee for Baal. “…So 
too (says Paul), at the present time there is 
a remnant chosen by grace (according to the 
election of grace, KJV)…” (Romans 11:5) 
Only the elect did get the revelation. The 
others were hardened, as it is written (again 
fulfilment of prophecy!): “…God gave 
them a spirit of stupor, eyes so that they 
could not see and ears so that they could not 
hear, to this very day…” (Romans 11:7-8, 
Deuteronomy 29:4, Isaiah 29:10) Jesus 
acknowledges the same fact when He enters 
Jerusalem. In Luke 19:41-42 we read: “…
As He approached Jerusalem and saw the 
city, He wept over it and said, “If you, even 
you, had only known on this day what would 
bring you peace – but now it is hidden from 
your eyes…”

But this stumbling by the majority of the 
Jewish people over the stumbling stone 
Jesus, does that mean that they have fallen 
beyond recovery? That they are rejected 
forever? Not at all! Because all this serves 
a deep, prophetically foretold purpose! 
Because of their transgression salvation 
has come to the Gentiles! (To make Israel 
envious, Romans 11:11). Their loss means 
riches for the Gentiles, Romans 11:12. Their 
rejection is even the salvation of the world, 
Romans 11:15! 

But there will not only be hardening of 
the heart, deafness of the ears, transgression, 
loss and rejection, but there will also be: 
Fullness and Acceptance. And when that 
happens it will be like ‘life from the dead’ 
and even much ‘greater riches for the 
Gentiles’! (Romans 11:12/15)

I have already started to make them 
envious, says Paul, in order to save some of 
them. And I am absolutely sure that this is a 
guarantee that one day they all will be saved, 
because “…If the part of the dough offered 
as firstfruits (comp. Leviticus 23:10,17; 
Numbers 15:18-21) is holy, then the whole 
batch is holy; if the root is holy, so are the 
branches...” (Romans 11:17) The pure fact 
that I and some of my Jewish brothers and 
sisters have received the Revelation about 
Jesus is the guarantee that one day they all 
will see, Paul says. Then all Israel shall be 
saved. 

What is the root? Abraham, or: Abraham, 
Isaac and Jacob – the patriarchs – or Israel, 
or faithful Israel, or Messianic Israel, or 
Jesus Himself, or the Church, or the elect, 
or…? Again, in my opinion it is the New 
Covenant relationship with God - made with 
the House of Israel and the House of Judah, 
of which are the signs the broken body and 
the spilt blood of the Lamb of God - and 
this was already included in the Abrahamic 
Covenant, when God promised that in him 
all the nations of the earth would be blessed. 
Through faith in Jesus now Gentiles also can 
enter into this new relationship with God. 

In Romans 9:2-3 Paul had said, “…I have 
great sorrow and unceasing anguish in my 
heart. For I could wish that I myself were 

cursed and cut off from Christ for the sake 
of my brothers, those of my own race, the 
people of Israel…” Paul’s hearts desire is for 
Israel to get the revelation about Jesus. He 
considers himself an early-born child, ahead 
of time, before the rest of his Jewish people. 
And he does not like to be alone, with only 
0,001% of the Jewish population worldwide 
sharing this revelation about Jesus with him. 
The existence of the ‘remnant according 
the election of grace’ – Paul himself and all 
the other messianic Jews - is the guarantee 
that this one day will happen. ‘Firstfruits’, 
pointing towards - and the guarantee of - a 
big harvest to come!

Yes, some Jewish branches have been 
broken off, and we Gentiles have been 
grafted in among the others as wild olive 
shoots and now share in the nourishing 
sap from the olive tree. But remember this, 
Paul says: “…You are not the root, Gentile 
Church! You do not support the root, but the 
root supports you…!” (Romans 11:18) 

By the way, are these ‘broken off 
branches’ lost forever? Or even, is Pharaoh 
lost forever and ‘rotting in hell’? And the 
Israelites that died in the desert – God was 
not pleased with most of them; their bodies 
were scattered over the desert, 1 Corinthians 
10:5 – were they lost forever? Or could there 
be temporarily judgements executed by God 
during our lifetimes in order to ‘display 
His power’, and are judgements that will 
decide about our state in eternity matters 
that are still pending and waiting for His 
final decisions? We should not too hastily 
draw our own conclusions in matters that are 
completely His, and draw straight lines from 
this life into the next by our logic reasoning 
and dogmatics. This final judgement is His 
and His alone.

Broken off branches because of unbelief, 
and engrafted branches because of faith. And 
faith is not something we can give ourselves. 
Saving faith is not on the basis of someone 
willing, not depending on ‘man’s desire or 
effort’, but on God’s mercy, Romans 9:16. 
So be not arrogant, but fear. For if God did 
not spare the natural branches, He will not 
spare you Gentile believers either, Romans 
11:21. And you had better continue in His 
kindness, otherwise you also will be cut 
off, Romans 11:22. And when they do not 
persist in their unbelief (and one day they 
will not, Zechariah 12:10-14!), they will 

be grafted in again. That is easy to do for 
God. “…After all, if you were cut out of an 
olive tree that is wild by nature (Compare: 
Ephesians 2:11-13), and contrary to nature 
were grafted into a cultivated olive tree, how 
much more readily will these, the natural 
branches (Romans 9:4-5), be grafted into 
their own olive tree…!” Romans 11:24! The 
New Covenant was made with the House of 
Israel and the House of Judah. So it is their 
own Covenant, their own root and tree!

And then follows the conclusion, the 
climax of this chapter. This apparently 
is the big plan. But that plan is not fully 
understandable. It is a mystery. Why God 
did it and does it this way is not fully 
comprehensible. But He did it, and He is 
God and He can and will do like it pleases 
Him. “…I do not want you to be ignorant 
of this Mistery, brothers, so that you may 
not be conceited: Israel has experienced 
a hardening in part until the full number 
(fullness, KJV) of the Gentiles has come 
in…”

Hardening in part

Why a hardening ‘in part’? For two 
reasons.

First: there has always been this ‘remnant 
according to the election of grace’, the 
firstfruits, the root, the messianic Jews, or 
Christian Jews, or Jewish Christians, or 
believers from the circumcision, or whatever 
these Jewish believers are called. They are 
not many, and their number should not be 
exaggerated. Of the 15.000.000 Jews that 
are left in the world after the persecution and 
slaughters of the past centuries, 5.000.000 
live in Israel. Very serious reports tells us 
that about 5.000 of them are ‘messianic’ 
Jews, Jews who believe in Jesus, although 
not all of them are ‘full-Jews’, some of 
them are married to non-Jewish husbands 
or wives. So 0.01% believes in Jesus! In the 
United States of America another 5.000.000 
Jews are living. Of those Jews about 50.000 
are ‘messianic’ Jews, so about 0.1%. 
Sometimes the percentage of ‘full-Jews’ who 
attend these messianic congregations is only 
15%. The other 85% are Gentile Christians 
who love the Jewish style of the services. So 
about 99,9% of the Jews today don’t believe 
in Jesus. But they are those who do – and 
over the centuries God always gave to some 

Jews the revelation about Jesus. ‘Firstfruits’ 
as a guarantee of a great harvest that one day 
will come.

Secondly: in part, because Jews are not 
without God, but they have a blind spot for 
Who Jesus is. Again, compare Romans 9:4-5 
with Ephesians 2:11-13.

But when the fullness of Gentiles has 
come in, then ALL ISRAEL shall be saved. 
On the basis of the promised New Covenant 
in Jeremiah 31:31-34, established by Jesus 
in Luke 22:20, and opened for Gentiles in 
Acts 10.

How will that happen?

“…The Deliverer will come from Zion; 
He will turn godlessness away from Jacob 
- Israel. And this is My covenant with them 
when I (the Lord will do this Himself) will 
take away their sins…” All Israel will be 
saved. (Romans 11:26-27)

For the time being they are enemies of the 
Gospel. Why? For your sake, Gentiles!

But as far as election is concerned, they 
are beloved of God (these “unbelieving 
Jews”, beloved of God!), for the sake of 
the patriarchs, and God’s unbreakable, 
eternal covenants with them. For God’s 
gifts and His calling is irrevocable. God is 
no liar that He should break His word and 
His promises. They, the Jews, have become 
‘disobedient’ in order that we could receive 
mercy. One can only praise God, knowing 
that all these things are true, although not 
fully understanding or comprehending them. 
Paul does so in Romans 11:33-36. Then he 
continues in Chapter 12 to conclude that 
therefore we simply should give ourselves 
as living sacrifices to serve Him. (Romans 
12:1-2)

Israel’s hardening-in-part is guilt and fate. 
Salvation was offered to them, but most of 
them declined it and refused to accept it. But 
it was also fate. There was this plan of God. 
To get the Gentiles saved and engrafted. 
When the Church would have realised that 
it was because of us, Gentiles, that Israel 
was hardened in part, in order that we could 
come into this New Covenant relationship 
with God, she at least could have tried to 
comfort Israel instead of persecuting and 
blaming the Jews throughout the centuries. 
Isaiah 40:1 says: “…Comfort, comfort My 
people, says your God…” 

The work of election and engrafting of 
Gentiles apparently is almost completed, 
because the Jewish people are returning 
back to the land of Israel Why? Because He 
wants to meet them there. When the fullness 
of the Gentiles has come in, then He will 
return to Israel, in order that all Israel will 
be saved. And after that the Kingdom will 
come. Forever.

Paul finalises this chapter by simply 
admitting that he does not understand either 
why God works in this mysterious way. He 
can only praise God for it. As we all should 
when things are happening in our lives we 
do not understand either. 

He says: “…Oh, the depth of the riches 
of the wisdom and knowledge of God! How 
unsearchable His judgments, and His paths 
beyond tracing out! “Who has known the 
mind of the Lord? Or who has been His 
counsellor?” “Who has ever given to God, 
that God should repay him?” For from Him 
and through Him and to Him are all things. 

To Him be the glory forever! Amen…” 
(Romans 1:33-36)

(Rev. Glashouwer is President of Christians for 
Israel International).

The Remnant of Israel 
By Rev. Willem J.J. Glashouwer

Willem Glashouwer
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It was the new month of Sivan, 5704, 
spring 1944. Ida, her father, mother, 

brothers, and sisters were ordered to the 
train station with the rest of the Jewish 
community of their Czechoslovakian town. 
Jews had lived there for generations, but 
their history was all coming to an abrupt end 
with a single train ride to Auschwitz.

The cattle cars were sealed. More than 80 
people were squeezed into a single wagon. 
Ida and her family managed to stay together, 
and they comforted each other amidst the 
choking heat, filth, and fear of the unknown. 
“Papa, where are they taking us?” Ida asked.

“My children, once there was an altar on 
Mount Moriah in the holy city of Jerusalem. 
God commanded a father to take his only, 
beloved son and sacrifice him upon that 
altar, in order to test his faith in God. As the 
father was about to fulfill God’s command 
and lifted the knife, the Lord God spoke to 
Abraham and said, ‘Lay not thy hand upon 
the lad.’

A knife held by man, must be stopped 
by man.  

“Today, my children, there is another 
huge altar, not on a sacred mountain but 
in a profane valley of death. There, man is 
testing his own inhumanity toward his fellow 
man. The children of Abraham are again a 
burnt offering, this time by the command of 
men. But man, unlike God, will not stop the 
knife. To the contrary, he will sharpen it and 
fan the altar flames so that they may totally 
consume their sacrifice. A man-made fire, 
a knife held by man, must be stopped by 
man, by a human voice, a human hand. My 
children, be human in this inhuman valley of 
death. May the merit of our Father Abraham 
protect you, for whoever saves one Jewish 
soul, it is as if he saves an entire universe.”

Pretty White Teeth

On the eve of the holiday of Shavuot, 
Ida and her family arrived in Auschwitz. 
The skies above Auschwitz were red. Ida’s 
father spoke as if to himself: “On this day, 
millenniums ago, God came down to man in 
fire and smoke and gave his commandments. 
Today, man is commanding in fire and 
smoke, ‘Thou shalt kill!’”

The Auschwitz platform separated Ida 
forever from her father, mother, young 
sisters, and brothers. Ida and her older 
married sister passed the selection and 
were put to work for the German civilian 
population and the Reich’s war machine. 
Ida sorted the clothes of the gassed, folded 
them neatly, and placed them in symmetrical 
piles according to size and quality, ready 
for shipment to Germany to be used by the 
German people.

One day, as Ida was sorting the clothes, 
an SS officer walked over to her and said: 
“Why do you smile, Jewish pig?” Before 
Ida had a chance to respond, she saw a black 
boot flying into her face, felt a piercing pain 
and the gush of blood, and looked down 
to behold her front teeth on the floor in a 
puddle of blood. “Pretty white teeth look 
better on the floor than in a filthy Jewish 
mouth,” said the SS officer. He commanded 
Ida to wipe the blood off the boot that 
knocked out her teeth and cheerfully walked 
away, humming a tune.

Ida quickly assessed her condition. She 
realized that a gaping hole in her mouth 
was a sight that an SS officer at a selection 
would not cherish. She walked over to the 
pile where thousands of dental bridges were 
thrown and hastily selected one. She placed 

it in her swollen mouth and returned to her 
assigned spot.

Under the Bed

That night in the barracks it was especially 
difficult to fall asleep. Heartbreaking screams 
were piercing the night, mingled with the 
wailing of children and mothers as they 
were torn away from each other. Slowly, the 
screams subsided and gave way to the usual 
deadly sounds of the Auschwitz night. Most 
of the girls in Ida’s barracks fell asleep.

Then there was a noise under Ida’s three-
tiered bunk bed where 36 girls slept, 12 
per bed, packed together like sardines. “All 
we need are rats, just to give them another 
reason to shoot us,” someone said. “Shut up, 
I am tired,” another voice complained. The 
noise persisted. “Ida, you are the brave one, 
go down and see what it is.” All the other 
eleven girls had to turn so that Ida could 
move from the spot where she had wedged 
herself in.

Under the bed, in a corner, curled up like 
a frightened porcupine, was a little girl. She 
told them that when the children’s Aktion 
began, she managed to run away and hide 
in the latrine among the piles of chlorine 
cans. When it became dark, she ran into the 
barracks and hid under the bed.

The girl’s name was Estherke. She had big, 
blue frightened eyes, beautiful blond curls, 
and two deep dimples. Ida became instantly 
attached to the child and kept showing 
her off to all the others girls, exclaiming: 
“Doesn’t she look like a little actress?” The 
blockhova told Ida that she must give up the 
child, otherwise she, her sister, and maybe 
all the girls in the barracks would pay with 
their lives for harboring a little criminal.

Ida stood there clutching the child. “I 
will never give her up,” she said with 
determination. She walked over to the 
blockhova and asked to speak to her 
privately. “I know that your boyfriend is 
Jewish and assumed a false Aryan identity. 
Killing me, my sister, and others will not 
help. Other girls, and even men outside of 
this barracks, know it too. We will all keep 
quiet if you will help to save Estherke. 
During the day when we are at work, you 
must keep Estherke in your private room.”

The blockhova agreed. Ida had won her 
first battle for Estherke’s life.

Ida loved the child. All her thoughts 
focused on Estherke. To save that child 
became her obsession and purpose for 
living. Rumors began to circulate that Lager 
(camp) C in Ida’s camp would be evacuated. 
Ida became frantic. She knew that Estherke 
would not pass the selection for transfer 
from one Lager to another. With the help 
of her older sister, whom Estherke called 
Grandma, and men from the nearby Lager, 
Ida worked out a plan.

She wrapped Estherke in a blanket and 
threw her over the electrified fence.  
When the evacuation materialized, Ida 
wrapped Estherke in a blanket and threw her 
over the electrified fence into the waiting 

arms of a male inmate in the adjacent men’s 
camp. Later that afternoon, a package flew 
once more over the fence into Ida’s waiting 
arms. She got back her Estherke. Ida was 
now in Zigeunerlager (gypsy camp).

During that selection, however, Ida was 
separated from her sister, who, with a 
group of other girls, was taken away to an 
unknown destination. Again rumors spread 
in the camp that the eastern front was 
nearing and the entire camp was going to 
be evacuated. Ida began to plan once more 
how to save her little Estherke. On January 
18, 1945, the camp was evacuated. Ida 
put Estherke into a knapsack that she had 
“organized” for this purpose. With Estherke 
on her back, she set out with the others on 
the dreadful death march.

The winds blew, the frost bit, the snow 
fell, and her stomach growled from hunger, 
but Ida marched on. At night she shared 
with Estherke whatever stale bread she had 

managed to conceal. She comforted the little 
girl, warmed her tiny frozen hands, and 
promised her that one day they would be 
free. After many days of marching and travel 
in open cattle cars, a few of the original 
group that began the death march on January 
18, 1945, reached Bergen Belsen. Ida and 
her beloved Estherke were among them.

Reunion in Bergen Belsen

In Bergen Belsen, Ida found conditions 
even more difficult than in Auschwitz. 
With the evacuation of camps in the east, 
thousands of evacuated inmates were 
driven into Bergen Belsen. Absorbing all 
the evacuees was far beyond the camp’s 
capacity. Water was scarce; a few crumbs 
of stale bread and inadequate toilet facilities 
made life almost impossible. Filth, lice, 
starvation, and epidemics took over. Ida 
managed to find a job, for which she was 
given a piece of bread and a warm drink that 
they insisted on calling coffee.

One day, as Ida was cleaning the latrines, 
she heard a familiar voice calling her name. 
She looked around, but saw no one she 
knew. A face covered with blotches and lice, 
a body covered with rags, was coming closer 
to her while calling her name. Ida stepped 
backward. “Ida, don’t you recognize your 
own sister?”

Estherke was overjoyed. “Grandma” was 
back, the three of them were once more 

together, just like in Auschwitz. While 
Ida was out searching for food, Estherke 
and “Grandma” stayed together. But their 
happiness did not last long. “Grandma” 
succumbed to typhus. Estherke did not leave 
her side and tried to ease her suffering.

She pull her out from under the pile of 
corpses and revived her. 

One day, while Ida was trying to get 
some coffee for her dying sister, the squad 
that came daily to collect the dead took the 
sister away with the other corpses. Estherke 
protested, insisting that her “grandma” was 
still alive. She pleaded, but to no avail. 
Estherke followed the squad, and when 
“Grandma” was dumped on the big pile of 
corpses, Estherke managed to pull her out 
from under the corpses and did what she 
could to warm her body with her own.

When Ida returned with the coffee and 
discovered that Estherke and her sister had 
been taken away with the dead, she felt her 

knees giving way as if she would collapse, 
but her weakness did not last long. Ida was 
not one to give in to despair. She took the 
coffee and began to search for Estherke and 
her sister, and there, near a pile of corpses, 
she found them.

Ida wasted no time. She gave the coffee 
to Estherke to guard. After mouth-to-mouth 
resuscitation, massage, and a few drops 
of coffee on her sister’s parched lips, Ida 
revived her. Thousands were dying, but 
with Ida’s and Estherke’s love, “Grandma” 
recovered. Their joy knew no limit.

Joy of Liberation

On April 15, 1945, Bergen Belsen was 
liberated by the British Army. The two 
sisters and Estherke made their way back 
home to Czechoslovakia, together with 
throngs of other refugees. They were all 
trying to go home, all hoping that perhaps 
other relatives had also survived and families 
could be reunited.

After finding a temporary shelter in 
Prague, the three set out in different 
directions to search for other surviving 
members of their families. Estherke traveled 
to Bratislava hoping that her father, mother, 
or some of her eight brothers and sisters 
had survived. Ida and her sister left with 
similar hopes for their family. The parting 

Continued on page 5
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was painful for Ida. She and Estherke had 
not been separated since that fateful night 
in Auschwitz. The three agreed upon a 
time and place to meet no matter what the 
outcome of their search might be.

The two agreed-upon weeks passed. Ida 
and her sister returned to Prague as planned. 
But Estherke failed to return. They waited a 
few more days, but still there was no trace 
of her. Then Ida launched an intensive 
search. She traveled to Bratislava, but no 
one recalled seeing a child who matched 
Estherke’s description. Ida then contacted 
all children’s homes and refugee centers, but 
to no avail. Estherke had vanished without 
leaving behind a single trace or clue.

One day, she ran into her long-lost 
husband on the streets of Prague. 

After months of search, Ida gave up. She 
met and married a young man, a survivor 
like herself. Her sister was fortunate too, 
for her husband had managed to survive the 
camps and one day they ran into each other 
on a street in Prague.

The sisters parted once more. Ida and her 
husband went to America. Her sister, her 
husband, and their newly born baby became 
part of the illegal immigration to Israel. 
They outmaneuvered the British blockade 
and finally reached the shores of Palestine.

Fainting in Tel Aviv

In the early 1950s, Ida traveled to the 
young state of Israel to visit her sister. One 
very hot day, Ida fainted on the street. Two 
young Israeli soldiers who happened to pass 
by picked her up from the pavement and 
took her in their jeep to the nearest hospital. 
The following day, the soldiers came in to 
see how their patient was doing. A friendship 
developed between Ida and the two soldiers, 
who continued to visit her daily.

As Ida was about to be discharged from the 
hospital, she asked the two young men how 
she could repay their kindness. The taller of 
the two, Yossi, told Ida that he was getting 
married in a few days. The biggest reward 
would be if she would come to his wedding.

“But I don’t know anyone!” she protested.
“You know me, and I am a pretty 

important man at this wedding,” Yossi said 
with his good-natured smile.

It was a beautiful dusk in Jerusalem. 
A gentle summer breeze scented with 
Jerusalem pine provided relief from the 
summer heat. The sun, like a huge orange, 
hung low above the Judean hills, which 
glowed in a beautiful pink-gray light. Ida 
was standing among the other guests hoping 
to find a familiar face.

“The bride is coming,” someone near 
her said. Ida made her way to the front so 
she could see the bride whom Yossi had 
described so lovingly. The door opened, the 
bride walked in. It was none other than her 
own long-lost Estherke!

Under the bright stars shining above the 
eternal city and the Judean hills, Ida stepped 
forward and led her beloved Estherke to the 
bridal canopy.

There was a strange presence in the air. Ida 
was sure that her father was present at this 
very holy moment in Jerusalem. She could 
even see the smile on his face and hear his 
gentle voice: “Whoever saves a single soul, 
it is as if he saves an entire universe.”

(Reprinted from Hasidic Tales of the Holocaust. 
Available also in Hebrew, Russian and Spanish)
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Even for a body with a steady and 
dependable record of demonizing 

Israel, the UN has truly outdone itself 
this time. Mustering all the righteous 
indignation at its disposal, the world 
organization has deemed itself morally 
fit to accuse the Jewish state of “actions 
amounting to war crimes, possibly crimes 
against humanity” during last winter’s 
conflict in Gaza.

These were among the unsavory findings 
of the 575-page report released on Tuesday 
by the Goldstone Commission, under the 
authority of the UN Human Rights Council 
to investigate the fighting between Israel 
and Hamas.

The harshness of the report is simply 
breathtaking. It lambastes Israel for using 
“collective punishment” and asserts that the 
IDF’s military operations “were carefully 
planned in all their phases as a deliberately 
disproportionate attack designed to 
punish, humiliate and terrorize a civilian 
population.”

Israel’s assault, the report concludes, 
“was directed at the people of Gaza as a 
whole,” which is about as close as you can 
come to depicting a country’s actions as 
Nazi-like without actually using the “N” 
word.

The Panel, headed by South African 
Jewish jurist Richard Goldstone, also 
recommended that Israel be given three 
months to launch its own investigations “in 
conformity with international standards” or 
face possible referral by the UN Security 
Council to the International Criminal Court 
in The Hague.

Yes, you read that correctly. The Jewish 
state and its wartime leaders now face 
the prospect of being hauled before the 
very same tribunal that is pursuing the 
perpetrators of genocide in Darfur and the 
murder and conscription of children in the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo.

Sure, the report also accused the 
Palestinians of similar violations of 
international law, but we all know perfectly 
well just how this is going to play around 
the world.

In short, the Goldstone report is nothing 
less than a political pogrom, one which 
reeks of anti-Semitism, moral relativism 
and bias. It has nothing to do with justice 
and everything to do with a political agenda 
which seeks to isolate the Jewish state, 
besmirch its good name and pressure it into 
making concessions to its enemies.

More than 60 years may have passed 
since the State of Israel was founded, but 
clearly much of the world still seems 
incapable of forgiving us for having the 
gall to defend ourselves.

Various legal experts have already 
weighed in, asserting that Israel has little to 
fear from the report in the form of practical 
consequences because of jurisdictional and 
other issues. They point to the fact that 
its recommendations are not binding, and 
that in any event Israel is not a party to the 
treaty which established the court at The 
Hague.

All that may be true, but regardless of the 
legal ramifications, this is a body-blow in 
political and diplomatic terms. It reinforces 
all the hostile propaganda that has been 
hurled in Israel’s direction over the years 
by the Palestinians and their supporters, 

and enshrines Israel alongside thugs 
such as Serbia’s Slobodan Milosevic and 
Liberia’s Charles Taylor as modern-day 
war criminals.

Worse yet, the fact that the report bears 
the imprimatur of a panel headed by a 
prominent international Jewish jurist will 
make it that much more difficult to counter 
the slanders it contains, as people will 
naturally assume that the ethnic identity 
of its author shields against any possible 
underlying anti-Israel partiality.

Whether Goldstone consciously sought 
to lay this outrageous document at Israel’s 
doorstep just days before Rosh Hashana 
is debatable, and we may never truly 
know. But in a sense that he surely never 
intended, its timing could not possibly have 
been more fortuitous.

Starting with Rosh Hashana, Israel is 
entering a period of judgment, an annual 
rite of passage when the creator of the 
world assesses us both individually and 
collectively and determines our fates for 
the coming year.

In contrast to Goldstone and his ilk, this 
is one tribunal where we can and will get 
a fair hearing, from a judge who truly has 
our best interests at heart and wishes to 
dispense justice tempered with mercy.

The slap in the face that the UN has given 
Israel is a timely reminder that we cannot 
place our trust in man, or rely on him to 
adjudicate on our behalf. It is a sharp and 
unpleasant signal that Israel remains very 
much alone among the nations, maligned 
and misunderstood.

Surely, we must criticize and condemn 
the Goldstone report with every ounce 
of our being, and redouble our efforts to 
explain Israel and its cause. But the onset 
of the High Holy Days presents us with a 
unique and far more powerful opportunity.

“Everything that happens on a 
day-to-day basis has already been decreed 
on the previous Rosh Hashana and will be 
reevaluated and judged on the upcoming 
Rosh Hashana,” writes Rabbi Avigdor 
Nebenzahl, chief rabbi of the Old City of 
Jerusalem, in his brilliant work Thoughts 
for the Month of Elul. “All the headlines 
of the upcoming year, may they be for the 
good, will be written in Heaven on Rosh 
Hashana and will only be published later, 
when the events themselves transpire.”

Each of us, then, now has an opportunity 
in the coming days to literally write the 
future. Through our prayers and our 
actions, we can influence events and sway 
the heavenly verdict in Israel’s favor. We 
can write the coming year’s headlines 
through the power of our pleas and the 
resonance of our repentance.

If you believe, as I do, that there is a 
God who actively intervenes and guides 
the course of history while granting us free 
will, then by necessity the course of the 
future has yet to be finalized.

So this Rosh Hashana, let’s strike a blow 
at all the Goldstones and Israel-bashers 
out there, and channel our passions in the 
direction of prayer. Let’s show the UN what 
we think of its courts and their rulings, by 
going over their heads and appealing to a 
much higher authority. For in doing so we 
can be assured that justice will, for once, 
finally be served.

(Michael Freund is Founder and Chairman of 
Shavei Israel (www.shavei.org), which reaches out 
and assists “lost Jews” seeking to return to the Jewish 
people. He writes a syndicated column and feature 
stories for the Jerusalem Post)
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Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen,

Nearly 62 years ago, the United Nations recognized the 
right of the Jews, an ancient people 3,500 years-old, to 

a state of their own in their ancestral homeland. I stand here 
today as the Prime Minister of Israel, the Jewish state, and I 
speak to you on behalf of my country and my people.

The United Nations was founded after the carnage of 
World War II and the horrors of the Holocaust. It was 
charged with preventing the recurrence of such horrendous 
events. Nothing has undermined that central mission more 
than the systematic assault on the truth.

Yesterday the President of Iran stood at this very podium, 
spewing his latest anti-Semitic rants. Just a few days earlier, 
he again claimed that the Holocaust is a lie.

Last month, I went to a villa in a suburb of Berlin called 
Wannsee. There, on January 20, 1942, after a hearty meal, 
senior Nazi officials met and decided how to exterminate the 
Jewish people. The detailed minutes of that meeting have 
been preserved by successive German governments. 

Here is a copy of those minutes, in which the Nazis issued 
precise instructions on how to carry out the extermination of 
the Jews. Is this a lie? 

A day before I was in Wannsee, I was given in Berlin 
the original construction plans for the Auschwitz-Birkenau 
concentration camp. Those plans are signed by Hitler’s 
deputy, Heinrich Himmler himself. Here is a copy of the 
plans for Auschwitz-Birkenau, where one million Jews were 
murdered. Is this too a lie?

This June, President Obama visited the Buchenwald 
concentration camp. Did President Obama pay tribute to a 
lie? And what of the Auschwitz survivors whose arms still 
bear the tattooed numbers branded on them by the Nazis? 
Are those tattoos a lie? 

One-third of all Jews perished in the conflagration. 
Nearly every Jewish family was affected, including my 
own. My wife`s grandparents, her father’s two sisters and 
three brothers, and all the aunts, uncles and cousins were all 
murdered by the Nazis. Is that also a lie? 

Yesterday, the man who calls the Holocaust a lie spoke 
from this podium. To those who refused to come here and 
to those who left this room in protest, I commend you. You 
stood up for moral clarity and you brought honor to your 
countries.

But to those who gave this Holocaust-denier a hearing, I 
say on behalf of my people, the Jewish people, and decent 
people everywhere: Have you no shame? Have you no 
decency? A mere six decades after the Holocaust, you give 
legitimacy to a man who denies that the murder of six 
million Jews took place and pledges to wipe out the Jewish 
state. What a disgrace! What a mockery of the charter of the 
United Nations! 

Perhaps some of you think that this man and his odious 
regime threaten only the Jews. You`re wrong. History has 
shown us time and again that what starts with attacks on the 
Jews eventually ends up engulfing many others.

This Iranian regime is fueled by an extreme 
fundamentalism that burst onto the world scene three 
decades ago after lying dormant for centuries. 

In the past thirty years, this fanaticism has swept the globe 
with a murderous violence and cold-blooded impartiality in 
its choice of victims. It has callously slaughtered Moslems 
and Christians, Jews and Hindus, and many others. Though 
it is comprised of different offshoots, the adherents of this 
unforgiving creed seek to return humanity to medieval times. 
Wherever they can, they impose a backward regimented 
society where women, minorities, gays or anyone not 
deemed to be a true believer is brutally subjugated.

The struggle against this fanaticism does not pit faith 
against faith nor civilization against civilization. It pits 
civilization against barbarism, the 21st century against 
the 9th century, those who sanctify life against those who 
glorify death. The primitivism of the 9th century ought 
to be no match for the progress of the 21st century. The 
allure of freedom, the power of technology, the reach of 
communications should surely win the day. 

Ultimately, the past cannot triumph over the future. And 
the future offers all nations magnificent bounties of hope. 
The pace of progress is growing exponentially. It took us 

centuries to get from the printing press to the telephone, 
decades to get from the telephone to the personal computer, 
and only a few years to get from the personal computer to 
the internet. 

What seemed impossible a few years ago is already 
outdated, and we can scarcely fathom the changes that are 
yet to come. We will crack the genetic code. We will cure 
the incurable. We will lengthen our lives. We will find a 
cheap alternative to fossil fuels and clean up the planet. 

I am proud that my country Israel is at the forefront of 
these advances – by leading innovations in science and 
technology, medicine and biology, agriculture and water, 
energy and the environment. These innovations the world 
over offer humanity a sunlit future of unimagined promise. 

But if the most primitive fanaticism can acquire the most 
deadly weapons, the march of history could be reversed for a 
time. And like the belated victory over the Nazis, the forces 
of progress and freedom will prevail only after a horrific toll 
of blood and fortune has been exacted from mankind.

That is why the greatest threat facing the world today is 
the marriage between religious fanaticism and the weapons 
of mass destruction, and the most urgent challenge facing 
this body is to prevent the tyrants of Tehran from acquiring 
nuclear weapons.

Are the member states of the United Nations up to that 
challenge? Will the international community confront a 
despotism that terrorizes its own people as they bravely 
stand up for freedom?

Will it take action against the dictators who stole an 
election in broad daylight and gunned down Iranian 
protesters who died in the streets choking in their own 
blood? Will the international community thwart the world`s 
most pernicious sponsors and practitioners of terrorism? 
Above all, will the international community stop the terrorist 
regime of Iran from developing atomic weapons, thereby 
endangering the peace of the entire world?

The people of Iran are courageously standing up to this 
regime. People of goodwill around the world stand with 
them, as do the thousands who have been protesting outside 
this hall. Will the United Nations stand by their side?

Ladies and Gentlemen, the jury is still out on the United 
Nations, and recent signs are not encouraging. Rather than 
condemning the terrorists and their Iranian patrons, some 
here have condemned their victims. That is exactly what a 
recent UN report on Gaza did, falsely equating the terrorists 
with those they targeted.

For eight long years, Hamas fired from Gaza thousands of 
missiles, mortars and rockets on nearby Israeli cities. Year 

after year, as these missiles were deliberately hurled at our 
civilians, not a single UN resolution was passed condemning 
those criminal attacks.

We heard nothing – absolutely nothing – from the UN 
Human Rights Council, a misnamed institution if there 
ever was one. In 2005, hoping to advance peace, Israel 
unilaterally withdrew from every inch of Gaza. It dismantled 
21 settlements and uprooted over 8,000 Israelis. We didn`t 
get peace. Instead we got an Iranian backed terror base fifty 
miles from Tel Aviv. Life in Israeli towns and cities next to 
Gaza became a nightmare.

You see, the Hamas rocket attacks not only continued, 
they increased tenfold. Again, the UN was silent. Finally, 
after eight years of this unremitting assault, Israel was finally 
forced to respond. But how should we have responded? Well, 
there is only one example in history of thousands of rockets 
being fired on a country`s civilian population. It happened 
when the Nazis rocketed British cities during World War II. 

During that war, the allies leveled German cities, causing 
hundreds of thousands of casualties. Israel chose to respond 
differently. Faced with an enemy committing a double war 
crime of firing on civilians while hiding behind civilians – 
Israel sought to conduct surgical strikes against the rocket 
launchers.

That was no easy task because the terrorists were firing 
missiles from homes and schools, using mosques as weapons 
depots and ferreting explosives in ambulances. Israel, by 
contrast, tried to minimize casualties by urging Palestinian 
civilians to vacate the targeted areas. We dropped countless 
flyers over their homes, sent thousands of text messages and 
called thousands of cell phones asking people to leave.

Never has a country gone to such extraordinary lengths to 
remove the enemy`s civilian population from harm`s way. 
Yet faced with such a clear case of aggressor and victim, 
who did the UN Human Rights Council decide to condemn? 
Israel. A democracy legitimately defending itself against 
terror is morally hanged, drawn and quartered, and given an 
unfair trial to boot.

By these twisted standards, the UN Human Rights Council 
would have dragged Roosevelt and Churchill to the dock as 
war criminals. What a perversion of truth! What a perversion 
of justice!

Delegates of the United Nations, will you accept this 
farce? Because if you do, the United Nations would revert 
to its darkest days, when the worst violators of human rights 
sat in judgment against the law-abiding democracies, when 
Zionism was equated with racism and when an automatic 

Benjamin Netanyahu United Nations Speech 

Benyamin Netanyahu: “God willing, let us forge an enduring peace for generations to come”
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majority could declare that the earth is flat.

If this body does not reject this report, it would send 
a message to terrorists everywhere: Terror pays; if you 
launch your attacks from densely populated areas, you will 
win immunity. And in condemning Israel, this body would 
also deal a mortal blow to peace. Here’s why. When Israel 
left Gaza, many hoped that the missile attacks would stop. 
Others believed that at the very least, Israel would have 
international legitimacy to exercise its right of self-defense. 

What legitimacy? What self-defense? 
The same UN that cheered Israel as it left Gaza and 

promised to back our right of self-defense now accuses us 
–my people, my country - of war crimes? And for what? For 
acting responsibly in self-defense. What a travesty!

Israel justly defended itself against terror. This biased and 
unjust report is a clear-cut test for all governments. Will 
you stand with Israel or will you stand with the terrorists? 
We must know the answer to that question now. Now and 
not later. Because if Israel is again asked to take more risks 
for peace, we must know today that you will stand with 
us tomorrow. Only if we have the confidence that we can 
defend ourselves can we take further risks for peace.

Ladies and Gentlemen, all of Israel wants peace. Any time 
an Arab leader genuinely wanted peace with us, we made 
peace. We made peace with Egypt led by Anwar Sadat. We 
made peace with Jordan led by King Hussein. And if the 
Palestinians truly want peace, I and my government, and the 
people of Israel, will make peace. But we want a genuine 
peace, a defensible peace, a permanent peace.

In 1947, this body voted to establish two states for 
two peoples – a Jewish state and an Arab state. The Jews 
accepted that resolution. The Arabs rejected it. We ask the 
Palestinians to finally do what they have refused to do for 62 
years: Say yes to a Jewish state. 

Just as we are asked to recognize a nation-state for 
the Palestinian people, the Palestinians must be asked to 
recognize the nation state of the Jewish people. The Jewish 
people are not foreign conquerors in the Land of Israel. This 
is the land of our forefathers.

Inscribed on the walls outside this building is the great 
Biblical vision of peace: “Nation shall not lift up sword 
against nation. They shall learn war no more.” These words 
were spoken by the Jewish prophet Isaiah 2,800 years ago 
as he walked in my country, in my city - in the hills of Judea 
and in the streets of Jerusalem. We are not strangers to this 
land. It is our homeland.

As deeply connected as we are to this land, we recognize 
that the Palestinians also live there and want a home of 
their own. We want to live side by side with them, two free 
peoples living in peace, prosperity and dignity. But we must 
have security. The Palestinians should have all the powers to 
govern themselves except those handful of powers that could 
endanger Israel. 

That is why a Palestinian state must be effectively 
demilitarized. We don`t want another Gaza, another Iranian 
backed terror base abutting Jerusalem and perched on the 
hills a few kilometers from Tel Aviv.

We want peace.
I believe such a peace can be achieved. But only if we roll 

back the forces of terror, led by Iran, that seek to destroy 
peace, eliminate Israel and overthrow the world order. The 
question facing the international community is whether it is 
prepared to confront those forces or accommodate them.

Over seventy years ago, Winston Churchill lamented what 
he called the “confirmed unteachability of mankind,” the 
unfortunate habit of civilized societies to sleep until danger 
nearly overtakes them.

Churchill bemoaned what he called the “want of foresight, 
the unwillingness to act when action will be simple and 
effective, the lack of clear thinking, the confusion of counsel 
until emergency comes, until self-preservation strikes its 
jarring gong.”

I speak here today in the hope that Churchill`s assessment 
of the “unteachability of mankind” is for once proven wrong. 
I speak here today in the hope that we can learn from history 
-- that we can prevent danger in time.

In the spirit of the timeless words spoken to Joshua over 
3,000 years ago, let us be strong and of good courage. Let us 
confront this peril, secure our future and, God willing, forge 
an enduring peace for generations to come.

Continued from page 6

The most well publicized honor killing in America is 
one that did not take place. Seventeen year old Rifqa 

Bary disappeared from her home in New Albany, Ohio 
in mid July, and surfaced in Florida on August 10, 2009. 
The teenager, who comes from a Sri Lankan Muslim 
family, sought refuge in Orlando with a pastor and his 
wife whom she had met through a Facebook prayer group. 
At a jurisdiction hearing in an Orlando juvenile court 
on August 21, Rifqa testified that she had fled because 
her father threatened to kill her for shaming the family 
by leaving Islam and becoming a Christian. “My life 
is at stake,” Rifqa said in an earlier interview. “My dad 
threatened me. I was ready to die, these were my thoughts, 
that I’ll be a martyr for Christ, let it be so! But the Lord 
led me here somehow through His grace . . . . . it’s been 
God’s hand protecting me the entire time. But I’m fighting 
for my life.”

Rifqa is far more fortunate than Amina and Sarah Said 
of Dallas, who were shot to death in an Islamic honor 
killing by their father, Yaser Abdel Said, an Egyptian-born 
cab driver. No one has had the opportunity to strangle 
Rifqa, as was done to Aqsa Parvez, a sixteen year old 
in Ontario whose father killed her for refusing to wear 
a hijab.  Rifqa is the one who got away, and whose 
photograph, thank God, is not found in the tragic gallery 
of honor killing victims from all over North America 
and Europe put together by advocate and activist Pamela 
Geller on her Atlas Shrugs blog. Another difference 
between Rifqa and the other bright, beautiful young 
women killed by their Islamist fathers, brothers, and 
husbands is that her testimony to her faith in Jesus Christ 
is now reverberating around the world. At the August 21 
hearing, Rifqa told Circuit Judge Daniel Dawson, “I’ve 
been a Christian for four years of my life. . . . I assure 
your Honor, Jesus Christ is my Lord and Savior.” Because 
of this, says author Brigitte Gabriel, the danger for Rifqa 
Bary is “far beyond honor killing.”

“This girl has committed apostasy,” Gabriel said on Fox 
News, “She has committed a crime against the Ummah, 
or nation state of Islam.” Gabriel went on to explain that 
apostasy was punishable by death according to all four 
schools of Sunni Islamic jurisprudence, as well as the 
Koran, the Hadith – the words of Mohammed himself, and 
particularly the Shafi’i school of Islamic jurisprudence 
which guides Islam in Sri Lanka. “She is in dire danger 
not only from her family because she has soiled the 
honor of the family, but from the Islamic community 
in Columbus, Ohio who feel it is their duty to kill her 
according to their religion,” Gabriel explained.  

Judge Dawson found Rifqa’s story feasible enough to 
rule that she be kept in protective custody in Florida until 
a further hearing on September 3 decides her ultimate 
fate, but a skeptical media has insinuated that Rifqa is 
nothing more than a rebellious, hormonal teenager from 
a loving Muslim family, brainwashed by Christians. 
It’s easy to be cavalier when it is not your own life at 
stake. And Christians are always easy targets. Just throw 
around phrases such as “crusade” and “right-wing” and 
the article writes itself! Less understandable is that both 
secular and Christian women’s groups have made virtually 
no statements in support of Rifqa. Secular feminists 
and mainline church women rail against misogyny, 
homophobia, patriarchy in the church, masculine images 
of God, and other forms of gender injustice. Evangelical 
women’s groups seem to fall into two categories. 
They are either absorbed with issues closer to home 
– marriage, family, finances, and domestic political 
issues such as abortion or homosexuality – or they are 
embracing the lately-awakened sense of “justice” among 
evangelical progressives. Unfortunately, the anti-torture,/
pro-environment,/make poverty history/reform health 
care “evangelical” progressives don’t seem to include the 
petite teenager’s life and death struggle as a justice issue. 
Those few that have spoken of Rifqa Bary mostly echo 
the media’s skepticism, painstakingly demonstrating their 
tolerant, open minds when it comes to Islam.

An August 13 blog entry on a notable Christian women’s 
blog, Her.maneutics epitomizes this cautious, uber-tolerant 
attitude of many evangelicals. “The Persecuted Rifqa 
Bary?” the title inquires doubtfully. Blogger Katelyn 

Beaty frowns that Rifqa’s story is being used by Christian 
bloggers and media “as proof of Islam’s violent roots and 
the cost of following Christ.” Following Christ is costly 
“no matter who’s doing the following,” comments Beaty, 
equating high school ridicule and social ostracism with 
say, beheading . She adds that the evidence of Islam’s 
violent roots “is disputable” in the case of Rifqa.

Just as the secular media did, Beaty throws suspicion on 
Pastors Blake and Beverly Lorenz of Global Revolution 
Church.  Beaty also notes that the famous scholar of Islam 
Sgt. Jerry Cupp of the Columbus missing person’s bureau 
“disputes Bary’s claims, telling The Columbus Dispatch 
that Mohamed Bary has known about his daughter’s 
conversion for months and appears to be caring.” Guess 
what, Sgt. Cupp and Ms. Beaty. Appearing to be caring 
is called taqiya. And Beaty does not mention, that other 
sources say that the police talked to friends and teachers 
of Rifqa who informed them that Rifqa was in fear for her 
life and had been the victim of abuse already.  Beaty does 
cite author and founder of Jihad Watch, Robert Spencer, 
who calls Rifqa’s situation a “slow-motion honor killing,” 
but then exclaims that The Christian Post “audaciously 
lists Bary’s story in its ‘persecution’ news file.” I wonder 
where she would suggest they list it.

Beaty concludes that believers can rejoice that 
“this teenager has come to Christ in a cultural context 
in which it would be difficult to betray her parents’ 
teaching.” Describing conversion to Christ as betrayal 
of the teachings of Islam is a rather odd way for a fellow 
Christian to phrase the situation, but not unheard of. A 
speaker on religious persecution at the General Assembly 
of the National Council of Churches some years ago 
spoke similarly when she stated disapprovingly that the 
only Christians who “experience difficulties” in Iran were 
those who “have chosen to leave the communities of faith 
into which they were born.”

Finally, says Beaty, “none of this requires that Christians 
be quick to use Bary’s claims to prove that Muslims — in 
this case, her parents and mosque leaders — are intent on 
killing Bary because their beliefs make them inherently 
violent.” She instructs incongruously that “we should 
also remember the Christians worldwide who actually 
risk death by Muslims for following Christ: like those in 
Pakistan and Nigeria.” But the words of Mohammed, “If 
anyone changes his religion, kill him” (Hadith – Sahih 
Al-Bukhari 9.84.57) mean the same thing in Ohio that 
they do in Asia, and Africa.

Perhaps Beaty and others like her should consider that 
many of those who have been “quick” to believe Rifqa 
Bary are not interested in proving a point about Muslims, 
but in protecting a vulnerable girl, convinced that when it 
comes to honor killing and apostasy it is better to err on 
the side of caution than to add another name and face to 
the list of the dead. The best assessment of most of the 
American Christian church’s comprehension of life under 
Islamic law came from Rifqa herself. Trying to explain 
the danger she faces from her Muslim parents, the Islamic 
community in the Columbus, Ohio area, and the entire 
Ummah, she exclaimed despairingly, “I’m fighting for my 
life, you guys don’t understand. You don’t understand.”

(Source: FrontPageMagazine.com) Faith J. H. McDonnell directs The 
Institute on Religion and Democracy’s Religious Liberty Program and 
Church Alliance for a New Sudan, and is the author of Girl Soldier: A 
Story of Hope for Northern Uganda’s Children (Chosen Books, 2007).

Faith under Fire - The Revelation of Rifqa
By Faith J. H. McDonnell

Rifqa Bary
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Continued on page 9

If a Martian were suddenly to land on earth and started 
listening to and reading the mainstream media, he would 

form the impression that the entire Middle East conflict 
were due to Israel building some settlements in land that 
much of the world thinks should become a Palestinian state. 
A near-consensus exists among the governments of the 
world and among media writers that peace has yet to break 
out in the Middle East because of three principle reasons. 
The first is that the Jews and the Arabs have been unable to 
agree about whether there should be a Palestinian state. The 
second is because Israel has obstinately refused to withdraw 
its troops from (so-called) “occupied Arab” lands. The third 
is because Israel behaves cruelly towards the Palestinians. 

The Martian could easily carry these beliefs back to 
its home planet, as long as it did not bother to learn the 
background and the history of the Middle East conflict. 
Those three reasons cannot survive an antibiotic of 
familiarity with Middle East history. 

President Barack Obama and Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton seem to think the idea of Palestinian statehood is 
the most wonderful idea to come along since the Thirteenth 
Amendment. And almost all world politicians, along with 
the Israeli Left, insist that all Israeli settlements must be 
removed from the West Bank because they serve as the main 
obstacle to peace. The reality is that the Middle East conflict 
has very little to do with debate over Palestinian statehood 
and even less to do with Israeli “settlements.” In fact Israel 
has agreed in principle, somewhat foolishly, to the erection 
of such a Palestinian state, at least subject to some security 
conditions and other concessions from the Palestinians -- 
like recognizing Israel’s right to exist. As it turns out, even 
so-called “moderate” Palestinians reject any such idea. 

Meanwhile debate about the Middle East conflict is 
based on an incredible absence of historic information and 
on a series of stylish misconceptions about Middle East 
history. The anti-Israel Lobby, which grows by the day in its 
maliciousness and anti-Semitism, counts on the ignorance of 
much of the public concerning how the Middle East got to 
where it is. 

Here are just a handful of popular misconceptions and 
their antidotes: 

1. Falsehood: Israel was erected on land that belonged 
to Palestinian Arabs. 

Truth: Before Israel was created its territory never 
belonged to Palestinian Arabs and had not been ruled by any 
Arabs at all since the Middle Ages. It had been a Turkish 
province for centuries until it was captured by Britain during 
World War I. The League of Nations awarded governance 
of “Palestine” to Britain at the end of the war in exchange 
for its commitment to turn the area into a Jewish homeland. 
The lands on which Jewish immigrants settled before Israel 
was created were purchased by Jews at above-market prices 
and in most cases had no Arabs living on them. Virtually no 
Arabs were evicted. 

2. Falsehood: The Jews came to Palestine as foreigners 
and aliens whereas the Palestinians were the indigenous 
people of the territory. 

Truth: Jews lived in “Palestine,” which is the Land of 
Israel or “Eretz Yisroel,” continuously from the time of 
the Bible. Most families of “Palestinians” migrated into 
“Palestine,” during the same period as the Zionist waves of 
immigration, starting in the second half of the 19th century. 
The largest ethnic group in the country at the time was the 
Turks. The “Palestinian Arabs” in 1948 were primarily 
families of migrants from Lebanon and Syria. Ironically, 
they were motivated to become “Palestinians” in the first 
place thanks to the Zionist movement, which brought capital 
and labor into “Palestine” and improved living conditions 
there. Huge numbers of the names of “Palestinian” Arab 
villages and towns are slightly-modified Hebrew names. 
It is difficult to dig in the ground of “Palestine” without 
uncovering Jewish artifacts, some thousands of years old. 
Meanwhile, two-thirds of Mandatory Palestine’s territory 
had been sliced off in the 1920s and used to set up Jordan, 
an Arab Palestinian state much larger than Israel. The 
remaining territory, Western Palestine, was to become the 
Jewish homeland. That was the original “two-state solution,” 
the same “innovation” now being promoted for the Western 
third of the remaining part of Palestine.

3. Falsehood: There is no Palestinian state today 
because of Israeli aggression and obstinacy. 

Truth: There is no Palestinian state today because of Arab 
aggression and obstinacy. In late 1947, the United Nations 
approved by a two-thirds majority a proposal to create in to 
create in Western “Palestine” two states to replace the British 
Mandatory regime there. One would be Jewish and the 
other a Palestinian Arab state. The Jews agreed. The Arabs 
rejected the idea. The Arab states launched an attack of 
genocidal aggression against the Jews, invaded “Palestine” 
and gobbled up the lands earmarked for the Arab Palestinian 
state. Most of those lands were then held illegally by Jordan 
and semi-legally by Egypt until 1967 when they were 
liberated by Israel in the Six Day War. The Arab world has 
maintained a state of war with Israel since 1948, refusing to 
recognize its legitimacy, and attacking Israel over and over 
in a series of wars and terrorism campaigns. The Arab states 
attacked Israel in 1948, 1956, 1967, 1973, 1982, 2006, and 
sponsored terrorist atrocities against Jews in Israel since it 
was created. The reason for the attack which produced the 
first Arab-Israeli war in 1948 is exactly the same thing that 
stands in the way of any real peace settlement today. 

4. Falsehood: Israel conducted “ethnic cleansing” of 
the Palestinian Arabs in 1948-49. 

Truth: The Arab states conducted ethnic cleansing of Jews 
after 1948. About a million Jews were expelled by Arab 
states, their property stolen, and most then became citizens 
of Israel. Palestinian Arabs became refugees in 1948-49 as a 
direct result of the Arab war of aggression against Israel, in 
which the Palestinians participated. The estimated number 
of such Arab refugees varies between 400,000 and 750,000, 
with the former the more likely correct estimate. Afterwards, 
many were quietly allowed to return to Israel. Hundreds of 
thousands of Arabs from other Arab countries then declared 
themselves “Palestinian refugees” in order to get handouts 
from the UN and other international relief organizations. 
The actual Palestinian Arabs became refugees for the same 
reason that ethnic Germans living in Eastern Europe became 
refugees after World War II: because they were on the losing 
side of the war of aggression launched by their own political 
leaders. 

5. Falsehood: Israel is an apartheid regime and 
mistreats Arabs. 

Truth: Israel is the only Middle East country that is 
NOT an apartheid regime. Arabs living under Israeli rule 
are the only Arabs in the Middle East who enjoy freedom 
of speech and of the press, free access to courts operating 
with due process, legal protection for property rights and 
the right to vote. Israeli Arabs have higher standards of 
education and health than any other group of Arabs in the 

Middle East. Israeli Arabs are quite simply the best-treated 
political minority in the Middle East and are in some ways 
better treated than are minority groups in many European 
countries. Israel is the only country in the Middle East 
that does NOT deal with Islamist terror through wholesale 
massacres of the people in whose midst the terrorists operate 

6. Falsehood: Arabs engage in aggression and terrorism 
because Israel occupies territories. 

Truth: Israel occupies territories (that had been controlled 
by Jordan and Egypt before 1967) because of Arab 
aggression and terrorism. Had the Arabs made peace with 
Israel after 1949, the West Bank and Gaza would have 
remained under the hegemony of Arabs and they could 
easily have erected a Palestinian Arab state there any time 
they wished. Instead, they attacked Israel in an attempt at 
genocidal extermination in 1967 and they lost. 

7. Falsehood: The Middle East conflict is and has 
always been based on Israeli opposition to Palestinian 
self-determination. 

Truth: The Middle East conflict is and has always 
been based on Arab opposition to Israeli-Jewish 
self-determination. There is one and only one cause of the 
Arab-Israeli conflict, even if that single cause is buried 
beneath an avalanche of media mud designed to obfuscate 
and confuse. That single cause is the refusal of the Arab 
world to come to terms with Israel’s existence within any set 
of borders whatsoever. The cause of the war is Arab refusal 
to come to terms with Jewish self-determination in any form 
whatsoever. The Middle East conflict is not about the right 
of self-determination of “Palestinian Arabs,” but rather it 
is about the Arab rejection of self-determination for Israeli 
Jews. For a century, the Arabs have attempted to block 
Jewish self-determination, using violence. 

No Palestinians before 1967 demanded any “homeland,” 
although they did demand that the Jews be stripped of theirs. 
That is because Palestinians are not a “people” at all and do 
not consider themselves such, any more than do the Arabs of 
Paris or of Detroit. Palestinians never had any real interest 
in their own state, and in fact rioted violently in 1920 when 
“Palestine” was detached from Syria by the European 
powers. Indeed the original term “Nakba” (“catastrophe” 
in Arabic and in leftist NewSpeak) was coined to refer to 
the outrage of Palestinians separated from their Syrian 
homeland. Immediately after the Six Day War a sudden need 
for a Palestinian state was fabricated by the Arab world, 
as a gimmick to force Israel back to its pre-1967 borders. 
Israel would then again be ten-miles wide at its narrowest, 
and so prepped for the new Arab assault of annihilation and 
genocide. 

The Arab world invented the “Palestinian people” so 
that it would serve the same role as the Sudeten Germans 
did in the late 1930s. That role was to provide a pretense of 
legitimacy for the war aims and aggression of a large fascist 
power. The term “self-determination” has been repeated as 
a rhetorical “inalienable right” for so long that few people 
recall that pursuing “self-determination” can also serve as a 
tool of aggression by barbarous aggressors and totalitarian 
powers. When Hitler decided to go on a war of conquest in 
the late 1930s, he dressed up his intentions in the cloak of 
legitimacy, merely “helping disenfranchised and oppressed 
people attain self-determination.” He distorted the plight 
of ethnic Germans living in the Czech Sudetenland 
and elsewhere in Eastern Europe, inventing tales of 
mistreatment. In reality of course these ethnic Germans 
already had the option of “self-determination” within the 
neighboring, sovereign German nation-states, and in fact 
enjoyed far more freedom and rights than did Germans 
inside Germany. Germany’s invasion of Czechoslovakia was 
prepared through postured indignity over the mistreatment 
of Germans by Germany’s neighbors. Hitler insisted he 
was simply seeking to relieve the “misery of mistreated 
ethnic Germans,” supposedly suffering inside democratic 
Czechoslovakia. “Self-determination” was also the pretense 
when Germany attacked Poland and other countries. 

8. Falsehood: Palestinian terrorism has been a response 
to Israeli occupation of the West Bank and Gaza, and as 
a response to Israeli settlements there. 

Truth: Palestinian terrorism against Jews began in the 

The 14 Lies Blocking Peace in the Middle East
By Steven Plaut
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1920s, escalated in the 1930s, continued non-stop in the 
1940s even in the midst of World War II, and reached 
heights of barbarism in the 1950s. All this was long before 
Israel “occupied” anything. The PLO was set up long before 
the Six Day War, meaning before Israel “occupied” the West 
Bank and Gaza, and before those areas held a single Israeli 
settlement. 

9. Falsehood: Israel has no right to build settlements in 
the West Bank. 

Truth: Israel has as much right to build settlements in 
the West Bank as France has to build towns in Alsace and 
Lorraine, or as Poland has to build in areas that once held 
ethnic Germans. The Arabs launched a series of wars of 
aggression against Israel and lost. Aggressors who lose 
a war also lose territory. The bulk of Jewish “settlers” are 
actually Israelis living in the suburbs of Jerusalem that 
were constructed after 1967. A handful of small rural 
“settlements” have been constructed in empty West Bank 
lands from which no Arab civilians were evicted. In any real 
peace settlement, Jews would have as much right to live in 
the West Bank as Arabs have to live inside Israel. A peace 
accord that rules out such an arrangement would be no peace 
accord at all. 

10. Falsehood: The Middle East conflict continues 
because Israel refuses to share its land and resources 
with Palestinians. 

Truth: The Middle East conflict continues because the 
Arab world refuses to share its land and resources with 
Jews. It is about the absolute refusal of the Arab world to 
acquiesce in the existence of any Jewish-majority political 
entity within any set of borders in the Middle East. The 
Arabs today control 22 countries and territory nearly twice 
the size of the United States (including Alaska), whereas 
Israel cannot be seen on most globes or maps. Arabs as an 
ethnic group control more territory than any other ethnic 
group on earth. They refuse to share even a fraction of one 
percent of the Middle East with the Jews, even in a territory 
smaller than New Jersey. Without the West Bank, Israel 
at its narrowest point is less than 10 miles wide, about the 
length of the Chesapeake Bay Bridge. The main reason the 
Arab world demands that Israel relinquish the West Bank to 
Palestinian terrorism is so that it can be used to attack Israel 
again and so that Israel can at last be militarily annihilated. 
The Arab world controls such vast amounts of territory and 
such vast amounts of wealth (thanks to petroleum) that 
it could have created a “homeland” for Palestinian Arabs 
anywhere within its territories at any time. 

11. Falsehood: Israel deals with Palestinian violence 
and terrorism using excessive disproportionate force. 

Truth: The number of innocent Palestinian civilians 
intentionally killed by Israel is exactly zero. The number 
of civilians injured in Israeli anti-terror operations is tiny 
when compared with NATO and Allied military operations 
in Serbia, Bosnia, Afghanistan, or Iraq. Given the near 
universal support among Palestinians for terrorist atrocities 
against Jews, the self-restraint and moderation used by 
Israel in dealing with the threat has no precedent in the 
world. Israel’s own Arabs make little attempt to hide their 
open identification with the genocidal enemies of their own 
country and they by and large support the annihilation of the 
state in which they hold citizenship. No other democratic 
country facing such open sedition and identification with 
the enemy in time of war ever responded with anywhere 
near the same restraint as shown by Israel. In World War II, 
when faced with a far less-dangerous problem, the United 
States locked up its ethnic-Japanese domestic population in 
internment camps. Democratic Spain set up teams of death 
squads to deal with its separatist terrorists. Democracies 
in war have junked habeas corpus and treated their 
internal Fifth Columns as the enemy, with no hesitation or 
squeamishness. 

Democratic Czechoslovakia and India (as well as 
non-democratic countries throughout Eastern Europe) 
undertook wholesale expulsions of millions of members 
of their internal ethnic minorities who had sided with the 
enemy. Greece and Turkey and the two sections of Cyprus 
simply expelled altogether their minority populations. 
Israel, in contrast, operates affirmative action programs that 
benefit Arabs, finances Arabic-language schools in which 
Israeli Arabs preserve and develop their culture, overfunds 
Arab municipalities, and turns a blind eye to massive Arab 
sedition and lawbreaking, including with regard to illegal 

mass squatting on publicly-owned lands. Israel is a Western 
democracy with a Scandinavian style social welfare system, 
the only democracy in the Middle East. It is hard to come 
up with words to mock satisfactorily the ludicrous nature 
of the complaints about Israeli “mistreatment” of Arabs. 
These complaints come from the very same people who are 
apologists for genocidal Islamofascist terrorist movements 
and for the Arab fascist states, regimes that are among the 
most barbarous and openly war-seeking on earth. The 
endless complaints about “human rights violations” of the 
“Palestinians” by Israel are a rhetorical part of the broader 
campaign of aggression against Israeli survival. Arabs living 
under Israeli rule are the world’s foremost illustration of 
“Moynihan’s Law,” which holds: “The amount of violations 
of human rights in a country is always an inverse function 
of the amount of complaints about human rights violations 
heard from there. The greater the number of complaints 
being aired, the better protected are human rights in that 
country.” 

12. Falsehood: Israel can achieve peace by trading 
“Land for Peace” and by relinquishing territories that it 
“occupies.” 

Truth: Every time Israel relinquishes territory it “occupies” 
it triggers an escalation of terror and violence by Arabs 
against Jews. The main cause of anti-Israel terrorism today 
is the removal of Israeli occupation from Arabs. This is so 
obvious that it is a major intellectual challenge to explain 
why so few people understand it. Israel ended its occupation 
of the Gaza Strip in its entirety in 2004 and evicted all Jews 
who had been living there. The complete Israeli withdrawal 
from the Gaza Strip produced a barrage of thousands of 
rockets aimed at Israeli civilians inside Israel (NOT in the 

“occupied territories”), a barrage that eventually forced 
Israel’s reluctant leaders to carry out the “Cast Lead” 
operation against Gaza terrorism. The Israeli occupation of 
southern Lebanon was unilaterally ended in the year 2000 by 
then-Israeli socialist Prime Minister Ehud Barak. The direct 
result of that fiasco was the launching of 4,000 Katyusha 
rockets from Lebanon against northern Israel in the summer 
of 2006, and several times that number now poised to strike 
Israel. The worst waves of Palestinian suicide attacks were 
directly triggered by the early Oslo withdrawals — before 
which there had been no suicide bombings. There can be no 
doubt that a complete Israeli withdrawal from the West Bank 
and a return to pre-1967 borders would trigger a massive 
rocket and terror assault against the remaining areas of 
Israel, launched from the “liberated” lands in the West Bank. 
The same thing would result from Israel relinquishing the 
Golan Heights to Syria. 

13. Falsehood: The Zionist Lobby exercises excessive 
influence and dictates policies to the United States, 
protecting Israel from just criticism. 

Truth: The anti-Zionist Lobby exercises excessive 
influence and dictates policies to the United States, 
protecting Palestinians, Arab fascist regimes, and 
Islamofascism from just criticism. While the media overflow 
with nonsensical talk about a “Zionist/Israel Lobby,” it 
would only be a small exaggeration to claim that there is 
no such thing at all. The anti-Zionist lobby binds together 
anti-Semites and fanatics, ranging from Islamists, to the 
radical Left to the Neo-Nazi Right. There is little today that 
separates anti-Zionism from anti-Semitism and I have never 
met an anti-Zionist who was not also an anti-Semite. (Jewish 
leftist anti-Zionists are the self-hating moral equivalents of 
Taliban John and Tokyo Rose). 

14. Falsehood: The Middle East conflict can be 
resolved through “Two States for Two Peoples.” 

Truth: The “Two States for Two Peoples” idea is not a 
solution at all but simply a strategy for weakening Israel 
and forcing it behind indefensible borders. Right after “Two 
States for Two Peoples” would be implemented, the new 
“Palestinian state” would invite the rest of the Arab world 
to finish off what remains of Israel. Even the “moderates” 
within the PLO insist that any “Israel” left standing within 
“Two States for Two Peoples” must be flooded by Arab 
migrants and stripped of its Jewish majority, in effect 
converted to yet another Arab Palestinian state. The Arabs 
still condition any “two-state solution” on Israel agreeing 
to being flooded with Arab immigrants purporting to be 
Palestinians, so that it will morph demographically into the 
24th Arab state. Israel obviously cannot agree. Israel would 
be blanketed in rocket and mortar fire from “Palestine” and 
waves of Arab terrorist infiltrators into Israel would raise the 
carnage to unprecedented levels.

Steven Plaut is a professor at the Graduate School of the Business 
Administration at the University of Haifa and is a columnist for the Jewish 
Press – www.stevenplaut.blogspot.com. 

(Source: FrontPageMagazine.com)

Continued from page 8

photo@Isranet



10 interview October 09

How Israelis have responded in a unified 
and negative way to Obama’s pressure. 

Frontpage Interview’s guest is Kenneth 
Levin, a clinical instructor of psychiatry 
at Harvard Medical School, a Princeton-
trained historian, and a commentator on 
Israeli politics. He is the author of The Oslo 
Syndrome: Delusions of a People Under 
Siege.    

FP: Kenneth Levin, I first would like 
to set the stage a bit with the Obama 
administration’s disposition toward Israel. 
A recent piece in the Washington Post noted 
that the only country in the world with 
which the U.S. has worse relations since 
Obama took office is Israel.

Why do you think this is?

Levin: The Post was referring to a recent 
poll by the Pew Global Attitudes Project 
which found that, of 25 countries surveyed, 
only in Israel was the public image of the 
United States worsening.

The Post editorial attributes this to 
President Obama’s having picked a very 
public fight with Israel over building 
in settlements. He has also rejected 
understandings concerning the parameters 
of construction within settlements that 
had been in place under former American 
administrations and were defined more 
explicitly with the Bush Administration.

In addition, Obama has made no 
comparable demands on the Palestinians, 
even though the so-called Roadmap, 
advanced by the Quartet of the U.S., 
Russia, the UN and the EU and supposedly 
embraced by Obama, requires steps by the 
PA “at the outset.” These include security 
measures aimed particularly at ending all 
anti-Israel terrorism and dismantling terrorist 
infrastructures and independent militias; 
institution-building intended to establish a 
“strong parliamentary democracy “; and an 
end to anti-Israel incitement.

FP: And the Palestinians have done what 
with these required steps?

Levin: There has, of course, been virtually 
no movement by the Palestinians on any 
of these steps. On the contrary, Mahmoud 
Abbas’s Fatah, as well as Hamas, continues 
to promote anti-Israel terror and to praise 
terrorist “martyrs.” It also continues to 
employ its media, mosques and schools 
to attack Israel’s legitimacy and call for 
its destruction. Indeed, Abbas himself has 
refused to endorse Israel’s legitimacy, 
demands a Palestinian “right of return” 
that would transform Israel into yet another 
Arab-dominated state in the region, and 
continues to honor those who died attacking 
Israeli civilians.

Not only has the Administration not put 
any public pressure on the PA to meet its 
Roadmap obligations, but President Abbas 
has demonstrated he feels under no pressure 
to do so. While in Washington for meetings 
with President Obama and Administration 
officials, he stated that he intends to take 
no steps toward accommodation but will 
essentially wait for what he expects will be 
Obama’s “delivering” Israel.

FP: Why has Obama taken this path 
of abandoning prior Israeli-American 
understandings and engaged in a high-profile 
attack on Israeli policy while making no 
corresponding demands of the Palestinian 
side?

Levin: The President has clearly given a 

high priority to reaching out to the Muslim 
world and particularly to the Arab states and 
Iran. Publicly pressuring Israel is consistent 
with that priority. Of course, his outreach is 
most focused on appeasing those Muslims 
hostile to America, and this inexorably 
involves some abandonment of those who 
are well-disposed to America but are also 
targets of that hostility, including, ironically, 
many Muslims.

For example, President Obama initially 
refused to criticize the Iranian regime for its 
brutal response to popular demonstrations 
against the apparently fraudulent “election” 
of Ahmadinejad to a second term as Iranian 
president. Obama was more concerned with 
reaching out to Ahmadinejad. Only after 
being shamed into changing his stance did 
the President begin to offer some criticism 
of Iranian actions against anti-government 
demonstrators. It is very likely that if the 
Pew poll were extended to Iran, the Iranian 
people would also voice diminishing esteem 
for the United States.

Similarly, while Obama the candidate 
promised to give high priority to ending 
Sudan’s genocidal policies against the 
people of Darfur, Obama the President 
has focused on ingratiating himself with 
Sudan’s allies and has done nothing to 
alleviate the suffering in Darfur. Even some 
Obama advocates have publicly condemned 
his reneging on his pre-election promises 
vis-à-vis Darfur. Democratic operative and 
columnist Kirsten Powers published a piece 
on the issue entitled “‘Bam’s Darfur Sins.” 
In contrast, President Bush led the way in 
drawing the world’s attention to Sudan’s 
murderous policies in Darfur and labeling it 
a genocide. It’s fair to guess that if the Pew 
poll were conducted in Darfur, there, too, it 
would find a decrease in people’s estimation 
of the United States.

As has been noted by many observers, 
President Obama has long been close to 
people harboring and promoting rabidly 
anti-Israel views, including - to name but 
a few - Rashid Khalidi, Reverend Wright, 
and Samantha Power. He’s appointed 
Power to a position on the National Security 
Council. It is not entirely surprising that he 
has demonstrated a willingness to initiate 
a public confrontation with Israel and to 
abandon U.S.-Israel agreements forged 
by previous administrations as he seeks to 
appease America’s – and Israel’s – enemies 
in the Muslim world. Nor have other steps 
by Obama favoring the positions of those 
dedicated to the destruction of the Jewish 
state been very surprising.

FP: Some examples?

Levin: Take a look at elements of Obama’s 
speech to the Muslim world in Cairo, where 

he suggested that Israel’s founding was a 
response to the Holocaust and failed to note 
the Jews’ more than 3,000-year connection 
with their ancestral homeland. He likewise 
said nothing of the fact that the modern 
international endorsement of recreation of 
the Jewish state dates to the post-World 
War I establishment of numerous national 
homelands as part of the breaking up of 
pre-war empires, including Arab homelands; 
or the fact that the Arabs allied themselves 
to European fascists in the 1930’s and used 
the rise of Nazism to stymie the creation of 
the Jewish state. Obama essentially parroted 
Arab claims that, in Israel’s creation, the 
Arabs were being forced to pay a price for 
European crimes.

Also in his Cairo speech, Obama implicitly 
equated the Holocaust to Palestinian Arab 
displacement in the context of the war the 
Arabs initiated to destroy the nascent Jewish 
state – a morally obscene comparison.

FP: Ok., so let’s narrow in on the Israelis’ 
reaction. Give us some insight into how 
Israelis are resisting the bullying coming 
from Obama.

Levin: If we’re talking about the 
general Israeli response, the polls are most 
significant as a measure of the change in 
Israeli opinion over the last decade and 
rejection of Obama’s pressure.

President Obama has demanded a total 
freeze on all construction in whatever his 
Administration chooses to characterize as 
a “settlement.” He has not only reneged 
on former Israel-U.S. agreements on the 
parameters of continued construction, 
particularly agreements reached between 
President Bush and Prime Minister 
Sharon, but has also lumped together all 
communities beyond the pre-1967 armistice 
line – unauthorized outposts, isolated 
settlements and major settlement blocs – as 
“illegitimate.” He has indicated a rejection of 
President Bush’s formally declared support 
for Israel’s retention of large settlement blocs 
and does not appear to share the recognition 
by a number of former presidents of Israel’s 
need for defensible borders.

The Smith Research poll in June that 
showed only 6% of Israelis viewing Obama 
as pro-Israel also showed 69% opposing 
a construction freeze in major settlement 
blocs. The poll demonstrated Israelis clearly 
making distinctions between, for example, 
unauthorized outposts and settlement blocs, 
that Obama has refused to make.

The Obama administration’s subsequent 
highly publicized attacks on the eviction 
of some Arab families from Jewish-owned 
homes in east Jerusalem after they had 
stopped paying rent - evictions pursuant 
to a court order and not even involving the 
Netanyahu government - only broadened 
Israeli distrust of Obama. So too did the 
Administration’s complaints about Jewish 
housing units being built in a Jewish-owned 
building in the Sheikh Jarrah section of 
Jerusalem.

Prime Minister Netanyahu, in his much 
anticipated speech at Bar Ilan University on 
June 14, elaborated a policy of insisting upon 
defensible borders for Israel, recognition 
of Israel as the nation-state of the Jewish 
people, a united Jerusalem under Israeli 
sovereignty, and opposition to a Palestinian 
so-called “right of return.”

Netanyahu declared that, should the 
Palestinian Authority establish stable civil 
institutions and the rule of law, undertake, 
finally, to fight terror and end anti-Israel 
incitement – essentially the steps demanded 

of the Palestinians “at the outset” in the 
Roadmap – he was prepared to pursue 
a peace treaty. He offered to support a 
Palestinian state provided it is demilitarized, 
it is genuinely committed to peace with 
Israel, and the conditions under which it is 
established – including its demilitarization 
– are guaranteed by the international 
community.

According to a Haaretz-sponsored poll, 
71% of Israelis supported the speech. This 
support spanned most of Israel’s political 
spectrum. For example, in the wake of the 
speech, 49% of those polled who had voted 
in the last election for Kadima – now the 
main opposition party – favored Kadima 
joining Netanyahu’s coalition.

On another matter, a May poll 
co-sponsored by the Anti-Defamation 
League and the Begin-Sadat Center showed 
66% of Israelis supporting military action 
against Iran’s nuclear facilities. Of these, 
75% said they would support such action 
even if the U.S. opposed it.

None of this discounts the great weight 
Israelis generally, including the present 
government, give to a strong U.S.-Israeli 
relationship and to the importance of 
Israel’s working to promote and sustain that 
relationship. Polls of Israeli opinion leave no 
doubt on these points.

But the polls also demonstrate a more 
clear-sighted vision among Israelis of 
Israel’s strategic circumstances and vital 
national interests, and wide support for the 
government’s defending those interests even 
if that means resisting pressures coming 
from an American administration. The 
consensus is now against taking potentially 
suicidal steps to please others, including the 
Obama administration. The great majority 
of Israelis are not prepared to see Israel 
play Czechoslovakia to Obama’s Neville 
Chamberlain.

Of course, this popular sentiment 
strengthens the government in its dealing 
with the Obama Administration. It allows it to 
make some concessions to reach compromises 
with the Administration but also provides 
support for the government’s standing firm 
on issues of existential import. This is true 
with regard both to measures toward reaching 
agreements with the Palestinians and the 
wider Arab world and to a strategy for 
addressing the Iranian nuclear threat.

FP: Illuminate for us why so many Israelis 
have responded in this way.

Levin: The explanation lies largely in the 
evolution in Israeli political thinking over 
the past decade and the dramatic shift from 
the perspectives embraced by at least half 
the nation a decade earlier.

In the early 1990’s large numbers of 
Israelis, worn down psychologically by the 
persistent Arab siege - the Arab refusal to 
recognize Israel and ongoing determination 
to destroy the Jewish state - chose to look 
away from such unpleasant realities and 
instead embrace delusions of Israeli control 
over the nation’s predicament vis-à-vis its 
neighbors. They embraced the delusion, 
despite all the evidence against it, that 
Arab hatred was actually due to past Israeli 
missteps and fault and that if Israel would 
only make sufficient amends, especially 
retreat to the pre-1967 armistice lines, 
then Arab hostility would be assuaged 
and peace would ensue. They insisted that 
Israel would then not need to concern itself 
with defensible borders as, in the context 

Uneasy Alliance
By Jamie Glazov

Kenneth Levin

Continued on page 11



of peace, there would be nothing to defend 
against.

 They rushed en masse to endorse the 
Oslo agreements and embrace arch-terrorist 
Yasser Arafat and his cadres as their “peace 
partners.” On the September, 1993, evening 
after the signing of the initial Oslo accords 
on the White House lawn, Arafat declared 
in a broadcast to his Palestinian constituents 
and to the wider Arab world that they 
should understand Oslo as the first step in 
implementing the PLO’s 1974 plan. This 
was a reference to the “plan of phases,” 
which called for taking whatever land 
could be gained by negotiations and using 
that territory as a base for pursuing Israel’s 
annihilation. But Israel’s Oslo enthusiasts 
ignored Arafat’s speech and celebrated the 
outbreak of “peace.”

In the ensuing months, and more 
particularly after Arafat’s arrival in the 
territories, Israel suffered the worst level 
of terror attacks it had ever endured. 
Arafat openly praised those responsible 
for the terror. The Palestinian Authority 
used its media, mosques and schools to 
declare Israel’s existence illegitimate, 
teach Palestinian children they must devote 
themselves to the nation’s destruction, and 
prepare the entire Palestinian population for 
incessant war against Israel. Still, half of 
Israel ignored all this and continued to focus 
its gaze on its rosy delusions.

FP: The turning point?

Levin: It was only in 2000, when Arafat 
and his associates rejected Israel’s dramatic 
concessions at Camp David, rejected as 

well President Clinton’s bridging proposals, 
refused to offer any counter-proposals and 
instead launched their terror war against 
Israel, that Oslo enthusiasts in large 
numbers began to free themselves from their 
erstwhile delusions. The numbers of the 
disabused grew as the terror war increased in 
viciousness, claiming more victims on buses, 
in restaurants, in markets and outside schools.

Still more abandoned their delusions when 
Israel unilaterally evacuated all its citizens 
and soldiers from Gaza and got in return 
intensified rocket and mortar attacks onto 
Israeli towns and villages near the Gaza 
border.

Today, the great majority of Israelis 
understand they have no “peace partner.” 
They understand the agenda of Hamas, 
which explicitly declares in its charter, in 
its media, in its mosques, in its schools, 
its dedication not only to the annihilation 
of Israel but to the murder of all Jews, and 

daily seeks to translate its words into acts. 
They understand that so-called “moderate” 
Mahmoud Abbas, while talking at times of 
peace, makes clear to his own people and 
to those in the West who will listen that he 
and his Fatah movement will likewise not 
reconcile themselves to Israel’s existence. 
Rather, they will refuse to recognize the 
legitimacy of Jewish self-determination and 
a Jewish state, will continue to insist on a 
“right of return” intended to overwhelm 
Israel and render it part of yet another Arab 
entity, will continue to praise murderers 
of Jews as heroes to be emulated, and will 
continue to educate Palestinian children on 
their obligation to dedicate themselves to 
Israel’s destruction.

There are, of course, still many Israelis 
who cling to their Oslo era delusions, 
people who still insist that sufficient Israeli 
concessions will somehow transform the 
Middle East. But their numbers have been 

reduced to a relatively small minority.
It is this that accounts for the 

overwhelmingly negative Israeli response 
to Obama’s abandonment of previous 
American-Israeli agreements and heavy-
handed public pressure on Israel for 
unilateral concessions, and to his distortions 
of historical realities about the Arab-Israeli 
conflict as reflected in his Cairo speech. 
This is why a recent poll of Israeli opinion 
revealed that only 6% of Israeli Jews regard 
the Obama Administration as pro-Israel, and 
the Pew poll revealed a worsening image of 
the U.S. among Israelis.

That worsening image also reflects a 
reaction to Obama’s overarching tack of 
apologizing in foreign venues for America’s 
past policies and seeking to appease 
America’s enemies. Even aside from its 
direct relevance to the Arab-Israeli conflict 
or to the threat from Iran, this strategy can 
hardly comfort Israelis, the vast majority 
of whom regard a strong, confident United 
States as a vital, necessary force for good 
in the world. Moreover, Obama’s tack very 
much resembles the stance pursued by Israel 
when it embraced the delusions of Oslo, a 
stance which cost it so dearly and of which it 
has been so painfully disabused. Most Israelis 
today cannot respect, or trust, an American 
administration embracing similar delusions.

(Jamie Glazov is Frontpage Magazine’s editor. He 
holds a Ph.D. in History with a specialty in Russian, 
U.S. and Canadian foreign policy. He is the author of 
Canadian Policy Toward Khrushchev’s Soviet Union 
and is the co-editor (with David Horowitz) of The Hate 
America Left. He edited and wrote the introduction to 
David Horowitz’s Left Illusions. His new book is United 
in Hate: The Left’s Romance with Tyranny and Terror. 
To see his previous symposiums, interviews and articles 
email him at jglazov@rogers.com)
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For centuries, Muslims committed 
genocide against Hindus in India and 

what is now Pakistan. Today, in Sudan, 
Somalia, Nigeria, Kenya, Turkey, Pakistan, 
Gaza, and Iran, it’s open season on 
Christians.

Lubna Hussein, the Sudanese journalist 
who is facing 40 lashes for “indecency” 
because she wore trousers – has recently 
been barred from leaving Sudan.

Interestingly, Hussein is a Christian, not 
a Muslim; she is also a former UN worker. 
(For the sake of this lawsuit, she immediately 
quit her UN job which would have provided 
her with immunity from such prosecution). 
The Sudanese Islamist authorities are not 
allowing her to do an interview in Lebanon. 
Sarkozy, who has called for a ban of the 
burqa in France, has invited Hussein to 
Paris. Please note: In Sudan, non-Muslim 
women are being punished if they do not 
dress according to Islamist standards.

All infidels, including the People of 
the Book (Jews and Christians) are an 
endangered species in Muslim countries. 
Always have been.

Christians are being slaughtered in 
Pakistan by Muslim mobs for refusing 
to convert; for being Christians; and for 
allegedly setting fire to a Quran. Young 
Pakistani Christian girls are being kidnapped, 
raped, “married” to Muslim men and then 
forced to convert. Recently, a rampaging 
Muslim mob burned eight Christians alive, 
destroyed 50 houses and destroyed a church 
in the village of Gojra.

Earlier this month, Pakistani Christians 
finally closed their schools and peacefully 
protested their country’s “blasphemy” laws.

Recently, according to Christian Solidarity 
Worldwide, a thirteen-year-old Nigerian 

Christian girl described how the Boko 
Haram butchered her pastor (hacked him 
to death, then set him on fire) for the crime 
of being a Christian. Captured, the girl and 
100 other girls and women were given the 
choice of converting to Islam or remaining 
imprisoned. Their male counterparts were 
given the choice of conversion or death.

The local African Christians cannot 
understand why the western media have 
“disregarded the targeted nature of (these) 
attacks and the brutal murders of Christian 
pastors.”

In bloodthirsty Iran, two women are in 
jail and on trial – for being Christian, for 
having dared to convert from Islam. They 
are apostates and apostasy, (leaving Islam) 
is a capital offense.

Maryam Rustampoor, 27, and Marzieh 
Amirizadeh, 30, have been jailed in Evin 
Prison for the last five months and have been 

kept in solitary, tortured, and denied medical 
treatment. Earlier this week they nevertheless 
courageously stood up to their interrogator. 
Although one of the women is in severe 
pain, they both refused to renounce their 
faith. The courtroom dialogue resembles the 
trial of Joan of Arc. The two women claimed 
that “God had convinced them through the 
Holy Spirit.” Their interlocutor stated “It is 
impossible for God to speak with humans,” 
– to which Amirizadeh replied: “Are you 
questioning whether God is Almighty?”

Deputy Prosecutor: “You were Muslims 
and now you have become Christians.”

The Women: “We were born in Muslim 
families, but we were not Muslims.”

I have been noting the persecution of 
Christians for some time now. Christianity, 
which predates Islam in the Middle East 
and in central Asia, has been under deadly 
attack from the moment Islam was born. 
Constantinople was once the capital of 
Byzantium, Eastern Christianity, but was 
conquered by Turkish Sultan Mehmet II in 
the mid-fifteenth century. Thereafter, the 
most beautiful churches became beautiful 
mosques, Christians were either converted 
by the sword, forced to live as second-
class citizens, as “dhimmis;” like the Jews, 
if they were lucky, they were allowed to 
flee, but only if they left their land, homes, 
businessness, and wealth behind.

What will happen as more and more 
fundamentalist Muslims move to the West? 
The West, despite all its considerable faults 
for which our leaders keep apologizing, 
(racism, imperialism, colonialism, 
capitalism), is nevertheless religiously 
tolerant and multi-culturally relativist. Will 
fundamentalist Muslims learn tolerance 
from us, learn how to live-and-let-live? Or 

will they keep to themselves and continue 
to view and treat non-Muslims in the West 
as…unclean, sub-human, better off dead if 
not converted?

When will Westerners truly understand 
that it is not only the West that has engaged 
in imperialism, racism, colonialism, and 
capitalism, but that the so-called East has 
done so too? African and Arab Muslims had a 
heavy hand in the African slave trade and, to 
this day, still keep slaves; Islam is a primarily 
imperialist venture which has colonized 
huge tracts of other people’s land. And, how 
would anyone describe the traffic in oil, 
drugs, and sex slaves which Saudi Arabia 
and Afghanistan are currently engaged in as 
anything other than rank capitalism?

But I digress. Will America stand up 
for religious tolerance abroad or will we 
view this matter as each country’s sacred, 
sovereign decision – unless that country 
is Israel? Yes, ‘tis true: Christians are 
also persecuted in China, Vietnam, and 
North Korea – but this is precisely my 
point. Totalitarian regimes, whether they 
are communist, Maoist, or Islamist, all 
forbid freedom of speech and conscience, 
and always persecute those who choose 
to practice a religion as opposed to 
surrendering to the cult of the state.

Will fundamentalist Muslims in America 
allow their sons and daughters to convert to 
another religion? Or will they immediately 
kill them? Stay tuned for more on this very 
subject.

(Dr. Phyllis Chesler is the well known author 
of classic works, including the bestseller The New 
Anti-Semitism. She is an Emerita Professor of 
psychology and women’s studies, the co-founder of the 
Association for Women in Psychology and the National 
Women’s Health Network. Her website is www.phyllis-
chesler.com)
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What’s been happening in front of 
our own eyes is an unprecedented 

American challenge to Israel’s sovereignty 
and strategic needs, while at the same 
time trying to appease the Arab world and 
showing faith in some of their “moderate” 
leaders. The Obama administration also 
seemed to distance itself from the traditional 
U.S. pro-Israel position rooted in the 
religious and historic Judeo-Christian basis 
of America, while the great threat of Israel’s 
complete annihilation by Iran has been put 
on the back-burner.

Two-State Solution

It looks like the overall strategy of U.S. 
President Barack Obama is to push Israel 
to the brink to bring about the so-called 
“two-state” solution. However, the “two 
state “ solution is an “illusion,” unless the 
Arabs and all the nations in the region first 
recognize Israel’s right to exist as a Jewish 
state. Establishing a terror-sponsoring 
Palestinian state in Judea, Samaria, Gaza, 
and in the heart of Jerusalem, where no Jews 
would be allowed to live, would seriously 
undermine Israel’s security as well as 
violate the internationally guaranteed right 
of Jewish settlement. The whole issue is not 
about another Palestinian state. The Middle 
East problem in a nutshell is about Israel’s 
right to exist - the only democratic state in 
the Middle East. 

Israel is a nation that protects the rights 
of all of its citizens and freedom of worship 
for all faiths. The Jewish people became a 
nation over 3,000 years ago in the Land of 
Israel, which includes Judea and Samaria (the 
so-called “West Bank”) as well as the city of 
Jerusalem. You can pick up the Bible, read 
Jewish history books, then visit Israel and see 
physically for yourself where certain events 
took place. So the connection of Jews to 
Israel as their homeland goes back millennia.

Last June, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu said in Jerusalem that he would 
support a Palestinian state, but it must not 
be armed. “If we receive this guarantee 
regarding demilitarization and ironclad 
security provisions for Israel, and if the 
Palestinians recognize Israel as the State of 
the Jewish people, then we will be ready in 
a future peace agreement to reach a solution 
where a demilitarized Palestinian state exists 
alongside the Jewish state,” he said.

Israeli diplomat Abba Eban, an Israeli 
diplomat and politician who was for many 
years the voice of the young nation of Israel 
to the international community. expressed 
it as follows in 1981: “Israel’s right to 
exist, like that of the United States, Saudi 
Arabia, and 152 other states, is axiomatic 
and unreserved. Israel’s legitimacy 
is not suspended in midair, awaiting 
acknowledgement… There is certainly no 
other state, big or small, young or old, that 
would consider mere recognition of its ‘right 
to exist’ a favor, or a negotiable concession.”

Jerusalem

Israel, as a sovereign nation, has the 
unconditional right to designate an 
undivided Jerusalem as its capital. Jerusalem 
was established as the capital of the Jewish 
nation in biblical times. The city was divided 
by illegal Jordanian occupation of its eastern 
neighborhoods in 1948, and then reunified 
under Israeli sovereignty in 1967. Jerusalem 
stands today as an open and unified city, 
and the idea that Jews will not have the 
right to determine where they want to live 
in Jerusalem is totally absurd. That’s why 

Netanyahu told the Obama administration to 
keep their hands of Jerusalem. To redivide 
the city should be firmly rejected.

Settlements

As a pre-condition for peace negotiations 
between Benjamin Netanyahu and 
Palestinian Authority leader Mahmoud 
Abbas, President Obama demanded of Israel 
a total freeze of construction activities, 
including “natural growth”, in Jerusalem, 
Judea and Samaria. He calls the settlements 
“illegitimate” – although Israel has never 
signed an agreement that has characterized 
any Jewish communities as “illegal.”

Obama not only told Netanyahu to stop 
Jewish settlements, but also commit that 
Israel would not attack Iran before the end 
of the year so that Washington’s plans to 
dialogue with Iran over its nuclear program 
would not be disrupted. Obama called it an 
“historic opportunity” to make peace with 
the Palestinians. That way Obama linked 
the issue of the Iranian nuclear crisis to the 
birth of a new Palestinian state. It sounded 
like a stern warning that if Israel wants US 
support, Israel has to give up more land.

Obama should better remember 
Netanyahu’s words after giving his Cairo 
speech, when he linked the Arab claim on 
the so-called “occupied territories” with the 
land grab by the great powers to salve the 
collective conscience of the West after the 
Holocaust. “On the contrary,” Netanyahu 
remarked, “Israel’s right to its homeland 
rests on the longstanding historical 
connection of the Jewish people to the land 
of Israel.” 

As far as the so-called “settlements” are 
concerned, Israel has as much right to build 
settlements in Judea and Samaria, as Poland 
has to build in areas that once held ethnic 
Germans. “The Arabs launched a series of 
wars against Israel and lost. Aggressors who 
lose a war also lose territory. In any peace 
settlement, Jews would have as much right 
to live in the “West Bank” as Arabs have 
to live inside Israel,” says Steven Plaut, 
columnist for the Jewish Press.

After Obama’s recent summit sessions 

in New York with both Netanyahu and 
Abbas, he changed his diplomatic tactics. 
He seemed to get very impatient with all the 
hangups on “settlement” issues and other 
related matters, and decided stop arguing 
about pre-conditions. As Obama himself 
put it, “The time for talking about starting 
negotiations is past.” A tough predicament 
for Abbas, as Hamas won’t be happy with 
this changed course.

No Place for Israel

In his article Israel Struggles, British 
Chief Rabbi Jonathan Sacks wrote, “If there 
were justice in the world, Israel would be 
seen as a role model among the nations. 
Not lightly does the Torah give the name 
Israel to our people, for it means “you have 
struggled with God and with men, and have 
prevailed. To be a Jew, to be a member of 
the people Israel, has always been a struggle, 
sometimes with God, sometimes with our 
fellow human beings. But that is our destiny, 
our call, our task…

“In the 1930s our enemies said: Jews 
to Palestine. Now they say: Jews out of 
Palestine. They don’t want us to be here. 
They don’t want us to be there. They don’t 
want us to be. Why?

“Why, after ten years of negotiation, in 
which the Palestinians were offered their 
own state in all of Gaza, 97% of the West 
Bank, with a capital in East Jerusalem, 
is Israel still seen as the sole obstacle to 
peace? Why, in a world in which there 
are 57 Islamic states and something like 
100 Christian ones, is the desire of the 
Jewish people to have just one state of its 
own – God forbid – racist, exclusionary, 
retrograde? Why, when Israel has a quarter 
of one percent of the landmass of the Arab 
world, is it Goliath against David? Why, 
alone among the almost 200 nations that 
comprise the United Nations, is Israel the 
only one whose very right to be is still called 
into question?”

“Why is it that so many people in the 
world want to see Israel dismantled and 
reduced to an area along its coastline that 

is only 9 miles wide in places? That narrow 
strip of land is home to 70% of Israel’s 
population. Carving a Palestinian state out of 
Israel’s heartland would make these Israelis 
totally vulnerable to attack from above, 
if the bordering highlands of Judea and 
Samaria are relinquished to the Palestinians. 
All too often, in defense of Israel against 
defamation, Israel stands alone; but no 
people should be left to face hatred alone. 
As Martin Luther King said, “In the end we 
will remember, not the words of our enemies 
but the silence of our friends.”

Zionism – A Deadly Cancer

During the recent annual Muslim festival 
Eid al-Fitr, both Iran’s supreme leader 
Ayatollah Khameini and Iran’s President 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad addressed the huge 
crowds in Tehran. Khameinei said, “There 
is a deadly cancer of Zionism gnawing 
into the lives of the Islamic nations.” The 
all-powerful cleric added that the “deadly 
cancer was spreading through the invading 
hands of the occupiers and arrogant powers.” 

The pro-Palestinian Quds Day rally in 
Tehran was marred by massive protests 
against Ahmadinejad, launched by 
supporters of those who stood against him 
in June presidential elections and who claim 
his re-election was rigged. His anti-Israel 
comments – just days ahead of his planned 
visit to the UN General Assembly meeting 
in New York – enraged the European 
Union, including key ally Moscow. The EU 
called on the leaders of Iran to contribute 
constructively to peace and security in the 
Middle East. Britain, France, Germany and 
the U.S. have condemned Ahmadinejad’s 
comments.

UN General Assembly

Two bizarre happenings at the opening 
session of the UN General Assembly  
in New York were the speeches by  
Lybia’s dictator Gaddafi and Iran’s notorious 
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leader Ahmadinejad. 
While ripping up a copy of the UN 

Charter, Gadaffi called the United Nations a 
“terrorism council.” He said a new country 
should be created to replace Israel which 
he renamed “Isratine.” It would encompass 
all Arabs and Jews living in the land today, 
along with several million Palestinian 
refugees. How crazy can you get…

Of course Ahmadinejad launched into his 
usual anti-Western and anti-Semitic tirades 
and absurd Holocaust denials. Several 
delegations walked out on his speech. When 
the Iranian leader was asked to come to 
the podium, the American and Canadian 
delegations left the hall. The hall was then 
emptied further as delegations from France, 
Argentina, Australia, Britain, Costa Rica, 
Denmark, Germany, Hungary, Italy and 
New Zealand rose and left. Israel called for 
a boycott of the speech altogether and was 
not present at the time when Ahmadinejad 
accused the Jewish state of “inhuman” 
policies in Palestine.

The Iranian leader’s comments are yet 
another giveaway of his true intentions 
and they provided again clear evidence 
that Ahmadinejad and his government are 
currently not a serious partner for diplomatic 
talks with the West.

Speaking at the U.N. General Assembly’s 
annual debate, Israeli leader Benjamin 
Netanyahu took aim at Ahmadinejad and 
the “terrorist” Iranian regime, deploring 
Ahmadinejad’s “anti-Semitic rants” and said 
it was a disgraceful “mockery of the charter 
of the United Nations. He said people 
who listened to the Iranian leader gave 
“legitimacy to a man who denies the murder 
of 6 million Jews, while promising to wipe 
out the state of Israel, the state of the Jews. 
Yesterday, the man who calls the Holocaust 
a lie spoke from this podium. To those who 
refused to come and to those who left in 
protest, I commend you.” 

“You stood up for moral clarity, and you 
brought honor to your countries,” said 
Netanyahu. “But to those who gave this 
Holocaust denier a hearing, I say on behalf 
of my people, the Jewish people, and decent 
people everywhere, have you no shame? 
Have you no decency?”

Netanyahu showed a copy of minutes 
of senior Nazi officials when they met to 
discuss how to carry out the extermination 
of Jewry and noted plans to construct 
concentration camps. Are such plans lies? 
And are the tattoos branded on the arms of 
Auschwitz survivors lies as well?” 

Because They Hate

Arab Christian Brigitte Gabriel, a victim 
and survivor of radical Islam during the 
Lebanese Civil War, gives dire warning 
of what is to come if the democratic and 
Western world does not take responsible 
action to protect its peoples and societies. 
In her compelling and captivating book 
Because They Hate she says, “Even after 
9/11, there are those who say that we must 
‘engage’ our terrorist enemies, that we must 
‘address their grievances’. Their grievance 
is our freedom of religion. Their grievance 
is our democratic process. Islamic religious 
authorities and terrorist leaders repeatedly 
state that they will destroy the United States 
and Western civilization. Unless we take 
them at their word, they will succeed.

“Some Americans still believe that the 
terror war against Israel and the terror war 
against the United States are somehow 
unrelated. Others believe that radical Islam 
is waging a terrorist war against the U.S. 
because of America’s support for Israel. 
Americans who subscribe to either of these 

theories need to remember that through 
Islamo-fascist eyes, Israel is merely ‘the 
Little Satan’. The United States is ‘the Great 
Satan’. Even if Israel were to disappear, the 
destruction of America and the subjugation 
of non-Muslim civilization would continue to 
be the strategic objective of radical Islam.” 

The fact of the matter is: the more Israel 
will offer, the more the opposing forces will 
ask for. And if they don’t get it, Israel will be 
blamed for the breakdown in talks and the 
violence that takes place. The mainstream 
media will run with it, because these days 
key battles are fought on editorial pages and 
television screens, and on the internet. 

It’s not about creating a state alongside 
Israel; it’s about creating a state in place of 
Israel. As soon as the “Palestinians” give 
up their hope of destroying the Jewish state, 
then there could be peace.

Refugee Crisis

“They’ve completely fabricated a refugee 
crisis,” said Jerusalem-based American 
journalist and author Aaron Klein in a recent 
interview. “What I’m talking about is that 
the Palestinians demand something called 
the Right of Return. So-called Palestinian 
refugees should be able to resettle in Israel 
and destroy it by population genocide because 
there would be more Arabs than Jews.

“The United Nations first created that 
crisis and has been maintaining it almost 
since the founding of Israel. Now what I’m 
talking about is that the United Nations, 
until it came to the Palestinians – the whole 
point of United Nations refugee agencies 
was to find new homes for displaced people. 
Yet when it came to the Palestinians, the UN 
completely redefined what a refugee is and 
also they’ve rejected every offer to resettle 
the Palestinians refugees somewhere else. 
Right now, every Palestinian leader demands 
the return for millions of foreign Arabs who 
are called Palestinians.”

Klein says, “Buried beneath all the news 
headlines and popular perceptions about the 
Israeli/Arab perpetual conflict, a life-and-
death struggle is taking place right now, 
before our own eyes, in the heart of Zion. If 
Israel is victorious, democracies everywhere 
will win. If it loses, the Western world will 
be next to fall.”

Silent Majority

We are told again and again that Islam 
is the religion of peace, and that the vast 
majority of Muslims just want to live in 
peace. Although this assertion may be true, 
it is irrelevant. The fact is that the fanatics 
rule Islam at this time in history. It is the 
fanatics who take over mosque after mosque, 
zealously spread the stoning and hanging of 

rape victims and homosexuals, behead and 
murder. It is the fanatics who teach their 
young ones to kill and to become suicide 
bombers. 

Sounds familiar? Very few people were 
true Nazis, but more enjoyed the return of 
German pride, and many more kept silent. It 
ended up in a Holocaust. 

And, who can forget Rwanda, which 
collapsed into butchery. Could it not be said 
that the majority of Rwandans were ‘peace-
loving’?

Communist Russia was comprised 
of Russians who just wanted to live in 
peace, yet the Russian Communists were 
responsible for the murder of about 20 
million people. The peaceful majority was 
irrelevant.

History lessons are often incredibly simple 
and blunt, yet we often miss the most basic 
of points: Peace-loving Muslims have been 
irrelevant by their silence. If they don’t speak 
up, they will wake up one morning and find 
that the fanatics own them and the end of 
their world will have begun. The peaceful 
majority did not speak up until it was too late. 
By the way, that goes for all of us.

Nuclear Iran

While protesters gathered in the thousands 
carrying posters at the “Stand for Freedom 
in Iran” rally against the Iranian president 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad near the United 
Nations headquarters in New York, President 
Obama chaired a United Nations Security 
Council session on halting the spread of 
nuclear weapons throughout the world. 

As if programmed ahead of time, 
Iran reported the existence of a second, 
previously unknown, uranium enrichment 
facility. It shocked the leaders of the world. 
French President Nicolas Sarkozy said, 
“Iran is taking the international community 
on a dangerous path. Everything must be put 
on the table now. We cannot let the Iranian 
leaders gain time while the motors are 
running.” Both Sarkozy and British Prime 
Minister Gordon Brown said that if Iran does 
not come into compliance by December, it 
risks the imposition of stringent international 
sanctions. 

Ahmadinejad said in an interview that he 
is willing to have Iran’s nuclear experts meet 
with scientists from the U.S. and other world 
powers as a confidence-building measure. 
He insisted that Iran is using nuclear 
technology only for energy and medical 
purposes and has no interest in acquiring 
nuclear weapons.

Iran tested a missile-launching system 
and several types of short-and medium-
range missiles. The latest test followed 
Ahmadinejad’s disclosure that Iran was 
building a second uranium enrichment 

facility. In May, Iran said it tested a surface-
to-surface missile that is capable of reaching 
parts of Europe. The United States and Israel 
believe that Iran is seeking nuclear weapons 
under the guise of a civilian nuclear energy 
program. Iran has denied the allegation.

Schmoozing with Terrorists

So what do we make of this latest 
development? 

Well, just consider that Iran is the largest 
state sponsor of terrorism today. They’re 
allied with Hezbollah, Al-Qaeda, North 
Korea, Cuba, and Venezuela. So Iran 
doesn’t even need to take a missile from 
its own territory and shoot it at Israel or 
Europe for that matter. They can just give 
nuclear materials to a terrorist organization 
that could detonate it in Jerusalem, Berlin, 
London, Amsterdam, Paris, Madrid, 
Washington, Sydney…

“There wouldn’t be anything stopping 
them should they get the nuclear umbrella. 
Also, if Iran gets nukes, it then gives a 
nuclear umbrella to all of Iran’s allies 
like Hezbollah, Hamas and Islamic Jihad. 
So Iran having a nuke would be a game 
changer for the world. It would change 
the entire strategic balance of the Middle 
East,” says Aaron Klein, author of the books 
“Schmoozing With Terrorists” and “The Late 
Great State of Israel”.

Now U.S. President Barack Obama comes 
up with his own perspective on nuclear 
weapons: 

“I understand those who protest that some 
countries have weapons that others do not. 
No single nation should pick and choose 
which nations hold nuclear weapons. That 
is why I strongly reaffirmed America’s 
commitment to seek a world in which no 
nations hold nuclear weapons. And any 
nation – including Iran – should have the 
right to access peaceful nuclear power if 
it complies with its responsibilities under 
the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. That 
commitment is at the core of the Treaty, and 
it must be kept for all who fully abide by it. 
And I am hopeful that all countries in the 
region can share in this goal.” 

As a policy statement, this means that 
President Obama is now not just pointing 
the finger at Iranian nuclear weapons, but at 
“any nation”, including Israel.

“Obama’s emphasis on a commitment 
to the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, 
something which Israel has refused to agree, 
since that means opening all of its facilities 
to inspection - including its top secret plant 
in Dimona - is a direct threat to Israel’s 
security,” said Moshe Dann, a writer and 
journalist living in Jerusalem. Dann also 
made the comment that Obama’s statement 
undercuts the reasons for America’s attack 
in Iraq, assents to nuclear proliferation and 
precludes any action against Iran. It also 
turns the focus on Israel.

Obama has put Israel in a very difficult 
position, because he knows that if Israel 
refuses to agree to sign the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty, Israel will be 
isolated and blamed for lack of progress 
on Iran. If it agrees, Israel will lose a vital 
strategic deterrent.   

Could it be that Barack Obama’s real 
agenda is not just about “settlements” and 
a “two-state” solution, but about Israel’s 
nuclear capability? Whatever is the case, 
Obama’s words are an ominous warning of 
what he is prepared to do in order to strip 
Israel of its military advantage. Along with 
the loss of control over Judea, Samaria and 
the Golan Heights, territories that are vital 
for Israel’s security and access to water 
reserves, faced with Arab terrorist militias 
backed by Arab armies, Israel will be 
completely vulnerable.
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Suppose that I am wrong! This thought 
has haunted me as I have written pages, 

as it does every time I put pen to paper. 
Indeed, at one stage, when people began to 
call me ‘the Israel man’, I pulled away from 
speaking about Israel for quite some time, 
wanting to be known as a teacher of ‘the 
whole counsel of God’ (Acts 20:27).

To have misled so many trusting 
Christians would be a fearful burden on 
my conscience, knowing that all teachers 
in the body of Christ ‘will be judged more 
strictly’ (James 3:1). I can only beg readers 
not to believe anything I have written until 
they have ‘searched the scriptures’ (not just 
looked up textual references) as the Bereans 
did to check out Paul himself (Acts 17:11). 
I have often concluded a talk by saying: ‘If 
you can’t find all this for yourself in your 
own Bible, forget it, for God’s sake.’ I mean 
it. It is my safety net.

I changed from a tourist in Israel to a 
convinced Zionist. A series of amazing 
adventures in the land and with the people 
undoubtedly had an influence and could 
be dismissed as subjective and even 
sentimental, but I think I am ready to face 
the appalling consequences if I am wrong.

But suppose that I am right! Then I have 
raised the prospect of serious consequences 
for others. Israel would cease to be an 
optional interest for some Christians, a kind 
of hobby that can become a hobbyhorse. 
Israel would be of vital concern to all 
Christians, intimately involved in their 
future destiny.

If the Abrahamic covenant is still in 
operation, as I have claimed, then the people 
of Israel still belong to the Lord and the land 
still belongs to them. Furthermore, one vital 
provision of that covenant still applies – ‘I 
will bless those who bless you, and whoever 
curses you, I will curse’ (Genesis 12:3).

Coming immediately after ‘I will make 
you a great nation’, it seems clear that ‘you’ 
refers to the nation and not just those who 
bless or curse Abraham himself.

All too frequently, a sentimental rather 
than a scriptural view of God expects Him 
ever to bless but never to curse. But both 
Testaments witness to the latter (the last 
word of Elijah in the Old, Malachi 4:6, and 
the last word of Jesus to the ‘goats’ in the 
New, Matthew 25:41).

Is there any historical evidence for the 
operation of this covenantal principle? I 
believe there is, even in my own lifetime. I 

begin with examples of nations that betrayed 
God’s chosen people.

Germany immediately springs to mind. 
After their defeat in World War I, Hitler 
gave the nation a recovered hope and pride. 
He made the third attempt to build a ‘Reich’ 
(kingdom, empire), claiming it would last 
a ‘thousand years’ (his ersatz substitute for 
the biblical ‘millennium’!). Yet in less than 
twenty it was reduced to smouldering rubble, 
following his suicide. He is probably most 
widely remembered today for his barbaric 
extermination of six million innocent Jews. 
Was it merely a coincidence that Germany’s 
defeat and downfall began in the same 
year as the ‘Final Solution’ to the ‘Jewish 
problem’ was put into action?

What about Britain? In abandoning the 
Jews in Palestine to what many expected 
to be their extermination at the hands of 
the surrounding Arab nations, our nation 
was betrayed a trust given to her by the 
inter-war League of Nations and breaking 
her word to the Jewish people to secure a 
homeland in their ancestral territory. In just 
a few years, after 1947, the British empire 
had disintegrated. It had once included 
a third of the world’s population, circled 
the globe (‘the empire on which the sun 
never set’); but it was rapidly reduced to a 
handful of seaports and tiny islands. Another 
coincidence? Or was God saying: ‘If you 
can’t look after My people, you can’t look 
after any’?

If all this is evidence of the God of Israel’s 
activity in the political sphere, what about 
the ecclesiastical? Many factors could 
explain the Church’s steady decline in 

numbers and influence. Compromise in both 
belief and behaviour has clearly reduced 
respect and confidence in the general 
public, though local fellowships maintaining 
traditional/biblical doctrine and ethics still 
appeal. But they are the exception, not the 
rule. Mainline denominations are reporting 
losses or at best just maintaining their 
statistics. ‘Christian’ England is a thing of 
the past.

Now a rising tide of anti-Zionism 
is added to the mix. The Archbishop 
of Canterbury contents to speak at a 
conference in Jerusalem, sponsored by the 
Palestinian Liberation Theology Centre 
and specifically denouncing Christian 
Zionism, though it must be added that the 
mildness of Rowan Williams’ contribution 
surprised and disappointed the sponsors. 
The most belligerent speaker died shortly 
after returning home. Stephen Sizer was 
a delegate. Some preacher deliberately 
attacked Israel. More promote support for 
the Palestinian cause. Perhaps most simply 
ignore the Zionist challenge, considering 
it an irrelevant distraction from the real 
business of church.

How does the Holy One of Israel feel 
about all this? One telling indication is the 
biblical description of Israel as ‘the apple 
of His eye’ (Deuteronomy 32:10; Zechariah 
2:8). Though this phrase has entered 
the English language, few appreciate its 
meaning. People think of a child’s eyes 
lighting up when given a rosy red apple to 
eat. But it refers to the eyeball itself and the 
iris in particular, which resembles an apple 
viewed from the stalk side, with its radiating 
stripes. It is the most sensitive spot in the 
whole human body, protected by the eyelid, 
which immediately slams down when the 
slightest alien particle threatens its welfare. 
When God is described as the ‘keeper’ of 
Israel, the Hebrew word for ‘eyelid’ is used, 
highlighting His extreme sensitivity when 
they are touched in a hurtful way.  This 
also applies to His people called Christians 
(Matthew 25:31-46), who are also ‘God’s 
chosen people’ (Colossians 3:12; but it still 
includes the Jews.

As is usual the case, the real issue is 
theological rather than ethical or even 
political. Not whether we believe in God, 
but what kind of God we really believe in. 
There are aspects of His character which 
explain his attitudes and actions, but which 
are being ignored or neglected in so much 

contemporary preaching. One obvious 
example is His jealousy. When did you last 
hear a sermon on His jealousy for His name 
(his reputation) and His people? Then there 
is His righteousness, which explains why He 
blesses some and curses others, heals some 
and kills others, loves some and hates others. 
His feelings about us are far more important 
than our feelings about Him. What makes 
Him happy or sad, contented or angry? 
When was the last time you heard His 
wrath explained, its causes and its effects 
on individuals and society? (Read Romans 
1 for evidence that He is angry with Britain 
now). A hedonistic generation does not 
want to hear about such things so we offer 
a ‘user-friendly’ Christianity, whose gospel 
is summed up in three words: ‘God loves 
you’, which neither Jesus nor the apostles 
ever preached (see my books: Is John 3:16 
the Gospel? and The God and the Gospel of 
Righteousness).

Above all, God’s moral integrity is at 
stake, His reliability, His faithfulness. Does 
He stand by His word? Does He keep His 
promises? Does He mean what He says and 
say what He means? The New Testament 
itself points out that if God goes back on 
His promises to Abraham, our new covenant 
hope becomes insecure (Hebrew 6:13-19).

I conclude by asking you two simple but 
profound questions:

First, do you trust God? This reliable, 
trustworthy God who makes covenant 
promises and keeps them. This God who is 
not a man that He should change His mind.

Second, do you fear God? Because He 
is so consistent, so just, so absolutely fair, 
judging everyone impartially, with no 
favourites, above all bribery and corruption. 
One of the most frequently quoted texts in 
the Bible is, “The fear of the LORD is the 
beginning of wisdom’ (Proverbs 1:7), but 
few who quote it realize that ‘LORD’ in 
capital letters is the English substitute for the 
Hebrew name for God (JHVH, pronounced 
‘Yahweh’), given to them by God Himself. 
So our final question becomes: Do you fear 
the God of Israel? I do.

(David Pawson has an itinerant ministry, mainly 
to church leaders, in the UK and overseas. He is the 
author of several popular books including When Jesus 
Returns, The Challenge of Islam to Christians and 
Revelation. Two recent books concerning Israel are 
Israel in the New Testament and Defending Christian 
Zionism. Order from your local bookstore. See also 
www.inspirational.org.nz)

The Daily Telegraph’s headline is meant to shock, or at 
least get the attention of Europeans apathetic about 

the threat they face: “A Fifth of European Union Will Be 
Muslim by 2050.”

In a related article “Muslim Europe: the Demographic Time 
Bomb Transforming Our Continent,” The Telegraph`s lead 
sentence summarizes the problem: “Britain and the rest of 
the European Union are ignoring a demographic time bomb: 
a recent rush into the EU by migrants, including millions of 
Muslims, will change the continent beyond recognition over 
the next two decades, and almost no policymakers are talking 
about it.”

The late British parliamentarian Enoch Powell warned 
more than 40 years ago that Britain had to be mad to allow 
in 50,000 dependents of immigrants every year. Powell, 
who was denounced as a racist and a xenophobe by the 
intellectual elites, compared it to watching a nation busily 
engaged in heaping up its own funeral pyre.

In retrospect, Powell looks like a prophet. According to 
Oxford demographer David Coleman, Britain’s non-white 
population is on course “to grow from 9 percent at the last 

census in 2001 to 29 percent by the year 2051.” Coleman 
estimates that if Britain continues at its current level of 
immigration – 191,000 per year by 1999 reports – its 
population could increase by 15 million by 2050, which will 
bring change most Britons don’t believe in.

In his new book, “Reflections on the Revolution in Europe: 
Immigration, Islam and the West,” Financial Times and 
Weekly Standard columnist Christopher Caldwell lays out in 

undisputable terms and with irrefutable facts the threat faced 
by the West. In addition to massive immigration, Caldwell 
says, the high birth rate among immigrants, coupled with 
the low birth rate among white Europeans (barely enough in 
some countries to replace those who are dying) means that 
soon 20 percent of Europe’s population would be Muslim.

The rapid population change, writes Caldwell, is startling 
when you consider that as recently as the mid-20th century 
there were virtually no Muslims in Western Europe. At the 
turn of this century, there were between 15 million and 17 
million Muslims in Western Europe, including 5 million in 
France, 4 million in Germany and 2 million in Britain. What 
is the attraction of these countries, which to some Islamic 
minds are full of idolatry, hedonism and secularism? All 
one need do is listen to the radical sermons and the vitriolic 
statements of certain Islamic leaders and spokesmen and to 
the radical Islamic media. They say their goal is to subjugate 
Europe and America to their religion.

(Cal Thomas is a conservative American syndicated columnist and 
author syndicated in over 550 newspapers and is heard on over 300 radio 
stations)Source: Townhall.com
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Dr. Al-Zawherri, many years ago, as a student at 
University of Cairo Medical School Mosque, when 

I joined Jammaa Islamia, I sat in front of you, and listened 
fervently to you sermons. At that time, I looked up to you as 
my mentor who was going to guide me through the correct 
path to the divine. I can not forget your fiery speeches, 
enthusiastic, extraordinary charisma and your dedication to 
the cause of Islam. 

Once, I remember you placing your hand over my 
shoulder, telling me that my generation is the hope for Islam. 
I was truly captivated; I was so young and mislead by your 
appealing charm as many others were. As I looked deeply 
into your eyes, I hoped that you would lead me to find my 
path to spirituality. Instead, you led me into the corridor 
of hatred and violence. I was deceived by your sharp 
authoritative look and your powerful speeches, but after all, 
I was fortunate to recognize early enough that I was on the 
wrong course. 

You taught me and other members of the JI that the 
west is evil because it does not implement Sharia law. You 
explained that they allow women to dress as they wish, and 
provide them full freedom. Back then, I was deceived by 
your statements. But let me ask you now which is preferable; 
the western system that respects basic values of freedom for 
women or the Salafi Islamic system that you follow which 
suppresses and justifies beating women, allows polygamy, 
permits slavery and still promotes stoning women to death 
for adultery? 

Dr Al-Zawaheri, after all these years, I discovered that 
the values that you promoted for `modesty` of our Muslim 
women are not sincerely values of modesty as you claimed, 
but rather immoral means to enslave them. According to our 
Sharia system, a Muslim woman engaged sexually with a 
man on her free will, should be punished by death, yet, if 
a man sold the same woman as a slave to the same man to 
engage in sex with him - against her free will - it is until now 
acceptable in our Islamic laws. Do you consider that moral 
or just? Obviously, the 
entire issue is not modesty 
for Muslim women as you 
claimed but rather a way to 
control them. 

Through your video 
tapes, you try to sway the 
west against America, 
blaming the “evil” US 
foreign policies against the 
Islamic world. If the US 
is truly as wicked as you 
claim, it could have used its 
devastating military power to rape the land of Arabia and get 
its oil for free as our Islamic ancestors did under the banner 
of spreading Islam! Or probably is it American evil foreign 
policy that saved millions of Muslims in Kosovo and is 
trying to do the same in Darfur? Or is it the evil Americans 
who saved Kuwait from the Iraqi vicious despot Saddam 
Hussein? 

If it`s only the “others” causing the Muslims misery, why 
then didn`t you ever protest against the Pakistani Mullas 

who issued a fatwa to justify for Pakistani Muslim soldiers 
to rape the Bangladeshi women as concubines in the name 
of Allah during the war between the two countries in the 
1970s? Is that because of the damage done to Muslims by 
the west? 

Through your publicized videotapes you claim that 
your Muslim “brothers” suffer in Iraq. Don`t your Muslim 
“brothers” suffer in Iraq primarily because your Sunni 
Islamic thugs “brothers” are torturing, killing other Muslims 

and mutilating the dead bodies of 
their fellow Muslim “brothers” 
Sheiia? Maybe If you ordered 
your Muslim Sunni “brothers” 
to suspend their barbaric acts, 
the Iraqi people would enjoy 
the fruit of democracy that was 
offered to them with American 
soldiers` blood, scarifying their 
lives to provide them with such 
dignified opportunity. 

Dr. Al-Zawaherri, in many 
of your tapes, you maintain 

that Israel is oppressing the Palestinians. You should know 
that, the Jewish state that you so despise allows Muslims to 
build Mosques and practice their religion freely. Compare 
it to Saudi Arabia which denies basic rights to Christians 
or other non Muslims to build churches or practice freely 
their religion. Compare it to your Taliban system which 
destroyed the historical statues of Buddha. You are merely 
lucky that your evil acts against civilized people have not 
been countered by destroying our sacred places in Mecca 
and Medina. 

I vividly remember you teaching us in our JI Mosque that 
the Jews are the world`s worst enemies; that they are “pigs 
and monkeys.” To my pleasant surprise, I must share with 
you that I later found out that unlike you and your followers, 
Jews have brought immense constructive contribution to our 
civilization. 

You repeatedly taught us that the US and the West are 
oppressing Muslims. I used to believe it when I first met 
you, but after living in the West and having seen how 
Muslims are treated in the US, I can openly say to you; Dr. 
Al-Zawaherri, you are a liar! The US has allowed Muslims 
to build mosques, to practice freely our religion, to enjoy 
economic opportunities, to thrive in their education as any 
American citizen does. US constitution simply does not 
allow discrimination against minority. If this is what you 
call “oppressed Muslims in the west” then I wish Islamic 
systems like Saudi Arabia, the Taliban and Iran treat 
their non Muslims in the same way US treats its Muslim 
population! 

Dr. Al-Zawaherri, your heinous attacks on innocents 
all over the world have deprived our world of tremendous 
amount of resources as an attempt to protect ourselves 
from people like you. So instead of diverting the money 

of the world to build, to cure disease and to improve the 
environment, we now need to direct a major portion of our 
budget to protect our nations from your evil acts. 

I am asking you to remember the orphans who lost their 
parents because of you, the parents who lost their children 
because of you, and the innocents who still suffer because 
of you. Use your conscience if it still exists and remember 
them even for a moment as an opportunity to evaluate your 
deeds. 

After all these years, I tell you vociferously that if “the 
hope of Islam” is cultivated by the damage you cause to 
the world then never blame anyone for questioning Islam`s 
nature, genuine motives and criticizing it. 

Dr. Al-Zawaherri, I must confess that I am not sure 
whether I should blame only solely you for your crimes 
or should I also hold responsible the entire culture and our 
religious system that have been guiding you and millions 
other to hate the “others”. Should I only blame you or also 
my fellow Muslims who have been passively watching your 
dreadful actions with minimal expression of dismay over 
your brutality? Or maybe I should also blame those in the 
West who still try to find irrational justifications for your 
terrorist acts instead of confronting its true cause, which is 
the Ideology that changed an innocent child that you were, 
into a beast who deprived others of their life. 

Dr. Al-Zawherri, as a surgeon your hands were supposed 
to heal and help reduce suffering, but instead, you caused 
anguish to thousands if not millions of our human race. 
Therefore, the blood on your hands is the blood of your 
victims rather than your patients during surgical operations. 

Now, I live too far from you geographically, and more 
importantly, ideologically. Unlike you, based on fresh 
interpretation of the Quran, I preach a message of love 
and respect to all humans; regardless of their religion, 
race or nationality. It is a peaceful and non-conventional 
interpretation, which attempts to heal the world that you 
have injured. One day, the Muslim world will have to decide 
if they should follow my path or your path. Our paths can 
not converge.

(Dr. Tawfik Hamid is an Egyptian scholar, author and dissident 
intellectual opposed to Islamic fundamentalism. He was a former member 
of al-Gama’a al-Islamiyya, an Islamic extremist and terrorist organization 
then led by Ayman al-Zawahiri, Tawfik Hamid splintered off and began 
advocating a peaceful understanding of Islam that is compatible with 
universal human rights and intellectual freedom. He started to preach in 
mosques to promote his message of peace and as a result became a target 
of many Islamic fanatics who threatened his life. Hamid then migrated to 
the West where he has lectured at UCLA, Stanford University, University 
of Miami and Georgetown University against Jihadism and Islamic 
fundamentalism. He currently serves on the Advisory Council of The 
Intelligence Summit [1] Hamid has also appeared on various television 
programs, including CNN’s Glenn Beck Show, Fox News Channel, and the 
BBC’s Religion and Ethics)

An open letter to the Second in command of Al-Queda
By Dr. Tawfik Hamid

“I am a Muslim by faith…
Christian by the Spirit… 

a Jew by heart… and above 
all I am a human being.” 

– Dr. Tawfik Hamid

Tawfik Hamid: “I preach a message of love”
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The Israeli social aid organization Latet 
published at the end of 2008 a report 

that one in four Israelis fear falling into 
poverty. Further it was stated that 36% 
of the country’s needy actually live in 
conditions of hunger. ‘Latet’ listed some 
of the circumstances that put people into 
the poverty bracket even though they 
had jobs. Many, particularly menial jobs, 
did not supply sufficient income; lack 
of workplaces; inept government action, 
rise in food prices and a general drop in 
donations to the weaker sectors by better 
off individuals and companies. 

In 2008 there was a 50% drop in 
permanent jobs and a 123% rise in 
temporary jobs since 2006.  Children in 
70% of needy families have been unable 
to participate in school activities due to 
their parents’ inability to finance them, 
while 80% of needy parents were unable 
to provide their children with equipment 
needed for school.  Over 50% of the needy 
do not get the required medical treatment 
or medication due to their financial 
situation, and 62% of the needy do not 
have health insurance. Only 9% can afford 
dental care and 18% are chronically ill, 
while 10% of the needy said they know 
someone who died due to an inability to 
fund medical care.

 As predicted by ‘Latet’, 2009 
continues to show a decline in the quality 
of life of the poorest sectors of Israeli 
society.  Matters are made worse by the 
fact that the US dollar continues its decline 
in value against the Israeli Shekel, as does 
the British Pound and, to a lesser extent, 
the Euro.  Scores of many Israeli export 
orientated companies have either closed 

down, or reduced staff, as the value of their 
merchandise falls in shekel terms as other 
currencies show their weaknesses against 

an ever stronger shekel.  All this makes the 
poorer strata of Israeli society even worse 
off than they were in 2008.

No way out for the poor in Jerusalem...
By Dr. Tawfik Hamid

The picture shows a poor man in the center of Jerusalem holding a notice saying, ‘I am a  
sick man with a heart condition. I have eight children without food. If you are able, help me with a few 
shekels. Thank you.’
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