
“Where are you?” demanded the brother-in-law of 29-year-old Oshrit 
Ohana suspiciously, just seconds before the taxi in which she and her 
children were racing to the Gaza security barrier managed to reach the 
Erez border crossing terminal. “Return home immediately!”

Mahmoud, age 7, Sali, age 6, Abdel Rahman, 5 and Asma, almost 2 
years old, had accompanied their mother in a desperate bid for freedom 
after she had quietly decided months earlier to leave her Arab husband 
behind.

The children had no idea, of course. They thought they were going 
shopping, which is what Ohana had told her husband’s brother. He had 
been watching her carefully for weeks and had already threatened to kill 
her if she tried to run away. His brother Abdullah, Ohana’s husband, was 
sitting in an Egyptian jail.

The young woman, originally a resident of Ashdod, had met Abdullah 
through friends in the city. She married her Muslim boyfriend and soon 
after, the two moved to Gaza seven years ago. Abdullah was not wealthy, 
and ended up working for smugglers in the tunnels underneath the border 
city of Rafiah between Gaza and Egypt. Eventually, she decided it had to 
end, but it took years to figure out how. Her chance to leave came finally 
after Abdullah was arrested in Egypt. 

Dressed in her hijab – the traditional Muslim woman’s head covering 
– she told her brother-in-law she was escorting her sister-in-law to school 
before going shopping, and would later return to the apartment they all 
shared together.

Jewish woman 
flees Gaza  
with 4 children
By Hana Levi Julian

continued on page 16

Leading PA and Norwegian diplomats met for a 
high-level meeting in Jerusalem recently, prompting 

concern on the part of some Israelis regarding the future 
of the Israeli capital.

Rabbi Binyamin “Benny” Elon who was a member 
of the Knesset between 1996 and 2009, and served 
as Tourism Minister from 2001 to 2004, says the 
developments are critically dangerous.

“This is the big test of the Netanyahu government,” he 
said, “and I hope he reads the signals. Jerusalem is the 
heart of our state, and there cannot be any compromise. 
The PA’s desire to make Jerusalem the capital of 
Palestine is becoming an increasingly acute danger. 

“[Special Mideast envoy] George Mitchell is working 
quietly and wisely towards recognition of a Palestinian 
state,” Elon warned, “while Netanyahu is very weak 
in this area. He has already offered recognition of a 

[demilitarized] Palestinian state, for the first time in Likud 
history, and the dangers that it will actually come to pass 
are very real. Our only chance is that the Palestinians are 
holding out for Jerusalem – and we must therefore be very 
strong here. Netanyahu is not strong regarding Judea and 
Samaria, and is not strong regarding a Palestinian state – 
but I believe that he is strong concerning Jerusalem, and 
he must prove it, immediately.

“I hope that our public is smart enough to realize 
that the policy of ‘another house and another dunam’ is 
not enough. We saw how, with one misguided political 
decision, they erased 20 flowering communities from 
the face of the earth. The existential dangers that Israel 
will face if a Palestinian state is formed with Jerusalem 
as its capital in any shape or form are greater than if 20 
communities were to be destroyed, Heaven forbid.”

Benny Elon emphasized that we must recognize 

the concrete dangers of diplomacy and diplomatic 
decisions: “We wake up sometimes when the bulldozers 
are about to knock down a house, but the decisions to 
send the bulldozers were made long before. Some of 
our politicians still adhere to the Ben Gurion approach 
of ‘U-N, Shmu-en,’ and that ‘it doesn’t matter what the 
goyim say, but rather what the Jews do’ – all this has 
been proven wrong in Gush Katif and elsewhere. We 
must wake up and read the signals and realize that the 
talks leading to a Palestinian state with Jerusalem as 
its capital are advancing all the time. I call on Cabinet 
ministers like Uzi Landau, Gideon Saar and others who 
have shown great loyalty to Jerusalem to fight this battle 
and understand that we have a virus here that can be 
overcome only when it is still small.”

(Source: Arutz-7)
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Real Danger to Israel’s Undivided Capital

& Christians Today

By Hillel Fendel
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I’ll call him Joe (not his real name). Joe was my Palestinian 
guide for my last tour to Israel late last year. This was a 

first for me. On all previous tours to Israel, going back more 
than 20 years, I’ve always had Israeli guides. Let me say 
quickly that I liked Joe, even though it soon became apparent 
he didn’t like Israel. This was evident by his reticence to 
take the group to Israeli restaurants or to let them shop in 
Israeli stores. He kept telling them to be patient with their 
spending, that he knew the perfect place to buy Holy Land 
souvenirs etc.

What Joe had in mind, as it turned out, was an Arab store 
in Bethlehem later in the tour. 

Of course, having been on many tours to Israel before this 
one, the pattern was all too familiar. All guides have their 
favourite stores. Joe does too, but Israeli stores will never be 
among them. Anyway, as Joe continued with his anti-Israeli 
commentary, it was all I could do to not openly challenge 
some of his more biased and inaccurate statements.

My role as tour leader was not to have running verbal 
battles with Joe. This would have spoiled the tour experience 
for everyone. In the first place, this was not an official 
Christians for Israel tour. Rather, I had been approached by 
another tour company and asked to lead one of their tours 
when the scheduled leader dropped out. This meant that 
I had no say or influence when it came to choosing the 
in-Israel tour company (an Arab-Christian company), much 
less the driver and guide. Since they were appointed by the 
tour company, I ended up with Palestinian Joe as my guide 
and Palestinian Mohammed (not his real name either) as my 
driver. I liked him too!

Roles and responsibilities

Back to my role: my responsibility was to ensure that tour 
participants had the best experience possible in Israel. I could 
not have done so by constantly challenging Joe, especially in 
front of the group, although I did later, in private, when he 
had been sufficiently challenged and chastised by others. He 
asked if I agreed with them and I said that I did. I told him 
his commentary was one-sided and unbalanced. Thankfully, 
He changed his ways after that.

By the way, Joe is a Christian. He could quote the Bible 
at the drop of a hat, and did often. He had a verse for each 
occasion and location. I liked him for that. I liked him for 
other reasons, too. What I didn’t appreciate was the way he 
seemed to seize every opportunity to bash Israel. Anyway, I 
decided to sit back, listen, and try to understand why Joe had 
such a huge chip on his shoulder. For one thing, I learned 
that his home was in close proximity to a security ‘wall’ 
Israel was building throughout the country. Joe said that the 
fact that it was built in front of his house cost him $ 93,000 
in depreciation. That would have upset me, too.

What Joe failed to mention was that this so-called ‘wall’ 
was built in response to incessant suicide bombings in 
Jerusalem and elsewhere, indiscriminate attacks that had 
taken many Israeli lives and caused immeasurable grief and 
heartache. I also knew that the ‘wall’ Joe kept referring to 
was, in fact, primarily a fence which, when completed, 
would extend for some 640kms throughout the country. 
However, only 3% of this security perimeter could be 
properly considered a wall made of steel and concrete. These 
10 metre-high protective sections were necessary because of 
the ever present risk of sniper fire, especially where Israeli 
and Palestinian communities existed side by side.

Joe neglected to mention this.

The toxic mixture of pain and pride

I also observed that Joe’s interaction with Israeli soldiers 
and border guards was usually strained, to put it mildly. 
Case in point: whatever was said as we were trying to 
leave Bethlehem by one particular check-point resulted 
in a 11/2 hour delay and an unnecessary detour. As we 
waited for approval to pass, Joe emphasized that this was 
not unusual, that Palestinians were commonly delayed or 
mistreated by Israelis. In my almost 30 year’s experience 
of visiting Israel, however, this certainly was not the way 

foreign tourists were treated. 

Israelis are very conscious of their image at home and 
abroad. They also appreciate the income stream and 
employment generated by tourist dollars. There had to be 
good reasons why Israeli border guards risked aggravating 
and alienating a bus load of Canadian tourists whose 
average age was the far side of 65. I suspect the check-point 
delay had everything to do with attitudes, eye contact, body 
language and words exchanged between Joe and the young 
soldiers on duty. In other words, the outcome was influenced 
by pride of position and painful experiences on both sides.

When we returned to Bethlehem the next day, I suggested 
to Joe that it might be helpful to let me do the talking this 
time. He agreed. So I stepped off the bus, talked to the 
border guards, and even managed to get them to agree to 
allow the bus, with Palestinian Mohammed at the wheel, to 
drive into the protected enclave of Rachel’s Tomb, a sacred 
and sensitive site to all Jews. Joe was astonished when we 
received permission to pass through the security barrier. 
It also created some anxiety for Mohammed since visiting 
Rachel’s Tomb was a first for him. He was unfamiliar 
with the directions, and very aware that soldiers in the 
towers above were watching our movements. I reassured 
Mohammed and told him all he needed to do was to follow 
the posted signs. He did. Success!

A learning experience

What I observed on this tour, by having Joe as my guide, 
was that tension fuelled by suspicion is always in the air 
when Israelis and Palestinians are in close proximity to one 
another. And, clearly, there are faults on both sides as two 
peoples with very different histories and aspirations try to 
find ways to co-exist in the tough neighbourhood that is the 
Middle East. I learned other things from Joe as well.

He unintentionally reminded me that there are emotionally 
wounded Christians within the Palestinian population, 
ordinary people who live in a no-man’s-land between Israel 
on the one hand and the aggressive expansion of Islam 
on the other. For instance, it wasn’t that long ago that the 
Christian population of Bethlehem was above 80%. Today 
it is less than 4% according to a Christian pastor I asked 
in Bethlehem last year. In fact, this city which is so sacred 
to Christians is no longer part of Israel in an official sense. 
Jericho and Bethlehem were handed over to the jurisdiction 
of the Palestinian Authority back in the 1990s as part 
of the now infamous Oslo Peace Accords. Life for the 
Christian population of this city beyond the ‘wall’ seems to 

have deteriorated from that time onward, while the ethnic 
cleansing of Christians continues apace and in not so subtle 
ways.

Ironically, it is not difficult to imagine a day in the near 
future when Bethlehem, known historically as the birthplace 
of the Christian Saviour, will be a city without Christians. 
Much maligned and often persecuted, they have been 
leaving the city in droves. In fact, Christians are a rapidly 
diminishing minority throughout the Palestinian areas. Joe 
is all too aware of this demographic shift. He knows he is 
standing on the shifting sands of religious and political 
uncertainty. He has already reached the painful conclusion 
that if his children and grandchildren are to have a brighter 
future, it will have to be in a land of promise far from the 
one they now call home. Joe and his family already have 
Canadian immigration cards that will allow them to move to 
Canada when they are ready to do so. When that day comes, 
it will be Canada’s gain but the Holy Land’s loss, at least 
where one more Christian family is concerned.

Keeping perspective

Joe also taught me to keep a more open and balanced 
perspective, again unintentionally. As Evangelical Christians, 
we tend to view Israel through rose-coloured glasses. We so 
much want to bless the children of Abraham that we tend to 
forget that not all of the children are honourable citizens. 
There are those who will take advantage of Christian 
generosity in the same way Bernie Madoff took advantage 
of so many of his fellow Jews. Jesus warned us to be “wise 
as serpents and innocent as doves.” (Matt.10:16). 

We also run the risk of viewing Palestinians only as 
the enemy. We need to remember that there are many 
Palestinians, especially Christians, who find themselves 
caught between a rock and a hard place. While the vast 
majority of them, like Joe, are angry at Israel, they are 
unlikely to encourage their children to become Shaheeds 
(suicide bombers). They are frustrated by the fact that 
they, unlike one million of their Arab counterparts, don’t 
enjoy the benefits of Israeli citizenship. The fact that they 
have a diminished standard of living, and are caught up 
in a bitter conflict with no clear end in sight, has caused 
many to despair and lose hope. This seems to be Joe’s 
problem. He is all too aware that the problems which have 
plagued Palestinians in the past may well enslave them for 
generations to come. 

While it is true the nations have collectively tried to do 
something for the Palestinians, the sad truth is that people 
like Joe have lived long enough to see successive attempts to 
find solutions repeatedly fail. So Joe is getting out while he 
can. He sees no other solution for Christians living within a 
predominantly Muslim culture that views followers of Jesus 
as second class citizens at best, and aliens at worst. Joe is 
hurting for himself, his family, his Christian neighbours 
and their families. They are all hurting and frustrated by 
the never-ending conflict that surrounds them. I witnessed 
Joe’s interaction with Israeli border guards. I’m sure there 
are times when he is just as frustrated and annoyed by his 
encounters with Palestinian Authority guards.

How to help?

So what can we do for Joe and his friends? We can begin 
by remembering they are there, beyond the security fences 
and high walls that surround them. We can pray for them, 
perhaps as much for their peace as for Israel’s peace. We 
can try to get financial help to them. This is not always 
easy, given their difficult circumstances, but I do know 
that Christians for Israel International is helping certain 
Palestinian pastors and their people in the same way it is 
helping poorer, disadvantaged citizens of Israel. Finally, we 
can cling to the hope of better days ahead for all the people 
who call this region home. 

Even so, come Lord Jesus!

(Rev. Dr. John Tweedie is Senior Pastor at New Covenant Christian 
Fellowship in Brantford, Ontario,Canada, He is Chairman of Christians for 
Israel International, and the Chairman of the Canadian Branch)

Palestinian Joe
By Rev. Dr. John Tweedie

John Tweedie
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Christian families have long been complaining of 
intimidation and land theft by Muslims, especially those 

working for the Palestinian Authority.
Many Christians in Bethlehem and the nearby [Christian] 

towns of Bet Sahour and Bet Jalla have repeatedly 
complained that Muslims have been seizing their lands 
either by force or through forged documents.

In recent years, not only has the number of Christians 
continued to dwindle, but Bethlehem and its surroundings 
also became hotbeds for Hamas and Islamic Jihad supporters 
and members.

Moreover, several Christian women living in these areas 
have complained about verbal and sexual assaults by 
Muslim men.

Over the past few years, a number of Christian 
businessmen told me that they were forced to shut down 
their businesses because they could no longer afford to pay 
“protection” money to local Muslim gangs.

While it is true that the Palestinian Authority does not have 
an official policy of persecution against Christians, it is also 
true that this authority has not done enough to provide the 
Christian population with a sense of security and stability.

In addition, Christians continue to complain about 
discrimination when it comes to employment in the public 
sector. Since the establishment of the Palestinian Authority 
15 years ago, for example, not a single Christian was ever 
appointed to a senior security post. Although Bethlehem has 
a Christian mayor, the governor, who is more senior than 
him, remains a Muslim.

As a Muslim journalist, I am always disgusted and 
ashamed when I hear from Christians living in the West 
Bank and Jerusalem about the challenges, threats and 
assaults that many of them have long been facing.

The reason why I feel like this is because those behind the 
assaults and threats are almost always Muslims.

For decades, the delicate and complicated issue of 
relations between Muslims and Christians in the Holy Land 
was treated by Palestinians as a taboo. Most Palestinians 
chose to live in denial, ignoring the fact that relations 
between the Muslim majority and the tiny Christian minority 
[about 10%] have been witnessing a setback, particularly 
over the past 15 years.

On the eve of Pope Benedict XVI’s visit to the Holy 
Land, a Christian merchant told me jokingly: “The next 

time a pope comes to visit the Holy Land, he will have to 
bring his own priest with him pray in a church because most 
Christians would have left by then.”

Indeed, the number of Christians leaving Bethlehem and 
other towns and cities appears to be on the rise, according to 
representatives of the Christian community in Jerusalem.

Today, Christians in Bethlehem constitute less than 5% of 
the population. Five or six decades ago, the Christians living 
in the birthplace of Jesus made up more than 70% of the 
population.

True, Israel’s security measures in the West Bank have 
made living conditions more difficult for all Palestinians, 
Christians and Muslims alike. But to say that these measures 
are the main and sole reason for the Christian exodus from 
the Holy Land is misleading.

If the security fence and the occupation were the main 
reason, the Palestinian territories should have been empty of 
both Muslims and Christians. These measures, after all, do 
not distinguish between Christians and Muslims.

On the other hand, it is also incorrect to assume that the 
Christians are leaving only because they are afraid of their 
Muslim neighbors. Christians are leaving because of the 
poor economy, and because they no longer feel secure in 
their homes. But they are also leaving because most of them, 
if not all, find it easier to merge into Christian-dominated 
societies in the US, Canada, EU and Latin America, where 
many of them already have relatives and friends.

In fact, Christians began leaving the Holy Land long 
before Israel occupied the West Bank and Gaza Strip in 
1967. But the number of those moving to the US and Canada 
has sharply increased ever since the Palestinian Authority 
took control over Bethlehem and other Palestinian villages 
and cities. When the second intifada erupted in September 
2000, Christian leaders said they were “terrified” by the 
large number of Christians who were leaving the country.

Ironically, leaders of the Palestinian Christians are also to 
blame for the ongoing plight of their people because they 
refuse to see the reality as it is. And the reality is that many 
Christians feel insecure and intimidated because of what we 
Muslims are doing to them and not only because of the bad 
economy.

When they go on the record, these leaders always insist 
that Israel and the occupation are the only reason behind the 
plight of their constituents. They stubbornly refuse to admit 
that many Christians are being targeted by Muslims. By not 
talking openly about the problem, the Christian leaders are 
encouraging the perpetrators to continue their harassment 
and assaults against Christian families.

And then the day will really come when the Pope, on his 
next visit to the Holy Land, will not find any Christian to 
welcome him.

(Khaled Abu Toameh, an Israeli Arab, is the West Bank and Gaza 
correspondent for the Jerusalem Post and U.S. News and World Report. 
He previously served as a senior writer for the Jerusalem Report, and a 
correspondent for Al-Fajr. He has produced several documentaries on 
the Palestinians for the BBC and many other networks. Mr. Abu Toameh 
received his BA in English Literature from the Hebrew University and 
currently lives in Jerusalem with his wife and three children)

The Beleaguered Christians in Bethlehem
By Khaled Abu Toameh

Pastor Naim Khoury’s First Baptist Church in Bethlehem

Those who demonize Israel are either 
misinformed or malevolent.

If that proverbial man from Mars came 
to visit and read the world’s newspapers, 
especially those in the Arab and Muslim 
world, he would be convinced that Israel 
was the most evil nation in the world and the 
source of all of the world’s strife.

What are the facts?

A nation to be emulated. The reality, of 
course, is that Israel is a nation, a society 
that should be admired and emulated by 
many countries in the world. The very fact 
of how the State of Israel came into being is 
one of the most inspiring in history. Born out 
of the ashes of the Holocaust, it has emerged 
as one of the most advanced, productive and 
prosperous countries in the world.

The demonization of Israel, assiduously 
cultivated by the Muslim world, has reached 
a crescendo following Israel’s recent 
defensive action in Gaza. Instead of being 
grateful to the hated Jews for having totally 
withdrawn, the Palestinian Gazans showed 
their gratitude by almost daily pounding 
Israeli towns with close to 10,000 rockets 
and bombs. After countless warnings, Israel 
ultimately decided to put an end to this 
travesty.

When Israel finally did invade Gaza it 
took the most elaborate precautions not to 
hurt civilians. As a first in the history of 

warfare, Israel dropped tens of thousands of 
leaflets, warning the population and urging 
it to abandon areas in which military action 
would take place. The Israeli military made 
thousands of phone calls urging people to 
leave areas that would come under attack. 

But fighting in a densely populated 
environment is difficult and loss of civilian 
life is hard to avoid. Hamas fighters wear 
no uniforms. It is impossible to tell them 
from civilians. Is a person who allows a 
rocket launcher in his backyard a civilian 
or a fighter? And how about using schools, 
hospitals and mosques as munitions depots 
and staff centers? 

The hue and cry of Israel’s demonizers 
in accusing it of “disproportionate force” 
is totally absurd. The ultimate insult, 
comparing Israel to the Nazis, is freely 
bandied about by Israel’s detractors.

Israel is not an “apartheid state.” Another 
familiar tack of Israel’s vilifiers is to call it 
an “apartheid state,” on the model of former 
South Africa. But that is so ridiculous, 
so preposterous; it is hard to believe that 
serious people can countenance it. 

The exact opposite is the case. Israel is the 
only country in its benighted neighborhood 
in which people of all colors and religions 
prosper and have equal rights. Israel, 
expending substantial effort, rescued tens 
of thousands of black Jews from Ethiopia. 
And it has given assistance and absorbed 

countless Christian expatriates from Sudan, 
who escaped from being slaughtered by 
their Muslim countrymen. Israel’s over one 
million Arab citizens enjoy the same rights 
and privileges as their Jewish fellows. 
They are represented in the Knesset, 
Israel’s parliament, and are members of 
its bureaucracy, of its judiciary, and of its 
diplomatic service.

All over the world, Leftists, including in 
the United States and, sad to say, even in 
Israel itself, tirelessly condemn and vilify 
Israel. Why would they do that? 

First, of course, there is good 
old-fashioned anti-Semitism. Second, many 
of those who hate the United States vent 
their poison on Israel, which they consider 
being America’s puppet in that area of the 
world. But Israel should certainly get top 
grades in all areas important to the Left. 

In contrast to all its enemies, Israel has 
the same democratic institutions as the 
United States. All religions thrive freely in 
Israel. Also, in contrast to all of its enemies, 
women have the same rights as men. The 
Chief Justice of Israel’s Supreme Court 
is a woman. One-sixth of the Knesset are 
women. Compare that to Saudi Arabia, a 
medieval theocracy, where women are not 
allowed to drive cars, where they cannot 
leave the country without permission of a 
male relative, and where they can be and 
often are condemned to up to 60 lashes if 

the “modesty police” deems them not to 
be properly dressed in public. Gays and 
lesbians are totally unmolested in Israel; 
in the surrounding Muslim countries they 
would be subjected to the death penalty.

In spite of demonization and vilification 
by so much of the world, Israel is indeed a 
Light unto the Nations. The State of Israel is 
the foremost creation of the Jewish enterprise 
and Jewish intellect that has benefited every 
country in which Jews dwell, certainly our 
own country, the United States. 

Second only to the United States itself, 
Israel is the world’s most important factor 
in science and technology, way out of 
proportion to the small size of its population. 
Israeli Jews are at the forefront of the arts, 
the sciences, law and medicine. They have 
brought all these sterling qualities to bear 
in building their own country: Israel. By 
necessity, they have also become outstanding 
in agriculture and, most surprisingly, in the 
military. 

What a shame that the Arabs opted not 
to participate in this progress and this 
prosperity and chose instead the path of 
revenge, of Jihad and of martyrdom. As the 
prophet Isaiah presaged: Israel is indeed a 
Light unto the Nations. 

(Gerardo Joffe is a native of Germany and founder 
and president of FLAME - Facts and Logic About the 
Middle East - a national Israel-advocatory educational 
corporation, with more than 25,000 donors: 
FactsAndLogic.org)

Israel: A Light unto the Nations
By Gerardo Joffe    
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Between 1939 and 1945 hundreds of 
thousands of Jews perished in death 

marches. This was especially true in the last 
year of the war as the Third Reich crumbled. 
Even when it was clear that Hitler’s 
Germany was doomed, the Nazis continued 
to march hapless Jewish prisoners aimlessly 
and mercilessly from one place to another.

This is the story of one of those “death 
marches” as related by Mr. Reuven. 
(Although the family of Mr. Reuven gave 
me permission to publish the content of the 
death march for this article, they did not 
want me to mention their family name or 
that of their father. The name “Mr. Reuven” 
is a pseudonym) 

In Auschwitz

Mr. Reuven was a teenager in 1944 when 
the Germans arrived in his town and sent 
him to Auschwitz. While the Red Army 
rampaged west in the summer of 1944, 
the Nazis sent him and other able-bodied 
prisoners to Warsaw as slave labor to help 
the Germans build fortifications to defend 
the city. They worked at a furious pace 
and many people died of exhaustion, but 
they were fed relatively well. The Germans 
knew their own lives depended on these 
fortifications.

From the gunfire that lit up the sky each 
night, it was becoming more and more 
obvious that the Russians were coming. 
With the Russians on the verge of breaking 
through, the Germans decided to march 
Mr. Reuven and his fellow prisoners 
some 80-100 miles west to a train station, 
from where they would be sent to the 
concentration camp at Dachau.

It was a boiling day when the Germans 
marched them out. They gave them meager 
rations of dry bread and thirst-inducing 
salted cheese. In addition, everyone had to 
carry his own bowl and cover. No one was 
allowed to leave them behind -- it would be 
considered “sabotage.”

Sick prisoners who couldn’t walk 
anymore were offered the “opportunity” by 
the Germans to travel by bus. About 240 
prisoners volunteered and were told to step 
over to the side of the road. They were all 
shot.

Those who did not keep pace were shot to 
death by soldiers. Mr. Reuven and the others 
walked from morning till late afternoon 
before the Germans told them to halt. The 
commander of the march and his assistants 
rode in cars and on bikes in the rear to make 
sure there were no stragglers. Those who did 
not keep pace were run over and/or shot to 
death by the soldiers who marched alongside 
the prisoners, taking turns so as not to get 
tired. 

When some non-Jewish farmers tried to 
give the prisoners pails of water, they were 
attacked by the SS guards, who chased them 
away and spilled the water on the ground. 
In the afternoon, the group reached a river. 
The Nazis told the prisoners that they could 
go and drink. However, this was a ruse 
only to torment them; when the first group 
approached the river, they let their attack 
dogs loose and opened fire, shouting at them 
to stop.

Soon after, the march continued, their 
throats parched. Toward the evening, they 
stopped for the night at a field, which was 
soaked with water! They bent down on 

their hands and knees, scooping up water. 
But with so many people trying to grab 
some, the water quickly became muddy and 
undrinkable. Most barely got their lips wet.

That first day they marched about 20 
miles. That night, as they slept under the sky 
in an open field, someone said, “Tonight is 
Friday night, Tisha B’Av!

Tisha B’Av -- the ninth day of the Hebrew 
month of Av, the most infamous day on 
the Hebrew calendar. As the Sages taught: 
On the ninth of Av it was decreed that our 
fathers should not enter the [Promised] Land, 
the First and Second Temple was destroyed 
(“Then all the congregation raised a loud 
cry, and the people wept that night. Rabbah 
said in the name of Rabbi Yochanan: That 
night was Tisha B’Av; The Holy One, 
blessed be He, said: They cried for naught, 
I will establish for them [this night as] a 
weeping for generations” - Sotah 35a); 
Beitar was captured and the City [Jerusalem] 
was ploughed up (Mishnah Taanis 4:6). 
About 65 years after the destruction of the 
Second Temple, Beitar was a city where tens 
of thousands of Jews lived who were led by 
a great king whom all of Israel and its Sages 
thought was the Messiah. The city fell to the 
Romans and all its inhabitants were killed. 
It was a catastrophe akin to the Temple’s 
destruction.

The infamy associated with Tisha B’Av 
did not stop with Biblical and Talmudic 
times. On Tisha B’Av in the year 1290, 
Edward I issued an edict of expulsion for 
the Jews from England. Tisha B’Av, 1492, 
is also the day of the expulsion of the Jews 
from Spain. On Tisha B’Av 1942, the first 
Jews of Warsaw were gassed in Treblinka.

Since Tisha B’Av in 1944 occurred on a 
Shabbos, the fast was pushed off till Sunday. 
And, indeed, as bad as things were for Mr. 
Reuven and his fellow Jews, they were about 
to get even worse.

Tisha B’Av

The next day, they were awakened early 
to gain time before the sun became fiery hot. 
The Nazis also wanted to walk while it was 
still cooler. As the poor prisoners marched, 
the Capos and SS shouted, “Run! Run!” and 
called them, “Loafers.”

Theirs tongues stuck to their palettes. 
Water was their obsession, their longing.

Their ordeal reached a peak by the third 

day, Sunday, observed as Tishah B’Av. 
People were so weak they removed their 
shoes to make it lighter and easier to walk. 
All they could think about was their thirst. 
Theirs tongues stuck to their palettes. Water 
was their obsession, their longing.

After marching what seemed like an 
interminable amount of time, they were 
told to rest near a river. Again, it was only 
to taunt the Jews; they didn’t let them drink. 
Some Jews didn’t wait for permission and 
approached the water. The Nazis shot them.

The Germans drank to their heart’s 
content in open mockery, never allowing the 
Jews even a sip from the river. Instead, they 
marched them back to the road to a nearby 
field to sleep.

Hidden Water

That night was particularly dark. Clouds 
obscured the moon’s silver light. The beaten 
marchers slept surrounded by armed SS 
guards who dozed off.

Suddenly, a young boy whispered he had 
found water beneath the swampy soil using 
a tin pan. As soon as people saw water they 
came running and everyone started digging. 
Some had a spoon, some a shovel, and some 
dug with their hands. Indeed, just beneath 
the surface was water!

Just then, an SS guard awoke. He stared 
for a few long moments until he understood 
what was happening. Quickly, he called 
out to the other guards. They jumped 
up immediately and ran to the crowd of 
prisoners to see what was going on. But 
they were too late to do anything. And they 

were afraid of starting a commotion in the 
middle of the night in unknown territory, out 
of concern that the prisoners would attack 
them. So they did nothing.

In the morning, when the commander 
and other officers were brought to the camp 
and saw the miracle of the water, they were 
fuming. The night guards shrugged their 
shoulders and hurriedly left the area in 
shame.

Day Four

The next day, day four of the ordeal, 
everyone had renewed energy from the 
water. They were even given some bread, 
sausage (horse meat), and dirty water they 
called “coffee.” They marched long and 
hard, subjected to the usual beatings and 
verbal abuse.

That night there was a huge storm. It 
poured and thundered, and it was cold. Five 
or six people spread a cover underneath 
themselves. The cold wind carried away 
many of the thin blankets and left the 
prisoners chilled to the bone. There was no 
place to take cover. If they tried to raise their 
heads they were greeted immediately by a 
barrage of bullets. The prisoners huddled 
together and tried to warm up, covering 
themselves with whatever they could find 
-- rags, torn coats, leaves. But to no avail. 
Rain poured down, filling the entire valley. 
The guards, armed with clubs and revolvers, 
stood ready to strike or shoot anyone who 
tried to get out.

Feverish from the intense heat of the day, 
the prisoners were now shivering from the 
sudden cold. Just the day before they had 
yearned for a drop of water, and now were 
almost drowning in it.

In the morning, there was steam rising 
from the wetness, humidity, and heat of the 
new day. Unfortunately, many didn’t wake 
up.

Day Five: The Cattle Car

On the fifth day they arrived at a train 
station and were boarded into cattle cars 
with a capacity of 40 people. Instead, the 
Nazis squeezed in 90-100 people, 45 people 
on each side, and Capos in the middle.

Many of the prisoners died on the train, 
either from starvation or by being trampled 
in the overcrowded car.

If someone slept, he remained standing 
and supported by those around him. Some 
people died and remained standing. If 
someone fell he was usually trampled and 
unable to get up.

People relieved themselves where they 
were. The torture was unbearable. There was 
a terrible stench from both the living and 
dead bodies. Many of the prisoners died on 
the train, either from starvation or by being 
trampled in the overcrowded car. The dead 
bodies were piled in the corner so that the 
living could spread out or sit on the pile of 
corpses. There was simply nowhere else to 
sit. They stood the entire journey, awake, 
asleep, eating, and relieving themselves.

Occasionally the train stopped at a station. 
The guards would go out and return with 
jugs of water, which they put in the middle 
of the cars. The prisoners raced to get some 
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water, but most of it spilled on the floor 
because of the chaos.

At other times, when the train stopped 
near springs of water some of the prisoners 
were allowed to go out. At the end of their 
strength, they ran toward the water but the 
Germans let their attack dogs loose, claiming 
that they had to prevent the prisoners from 
escaping. The dogs viciously attacked the 
prisoners and many did not survive.

Dachau and Beyond

It took about two and a half days for the 
train to arrive.

Nearly 6,000 Jews left Warsaw on the 
march. Less than 2,000 arrived at Dachau. 
They came off the train half naked, filthy, 
smelly and wounded. Some of them were 
crazed. The fresh air revived some of them, 
making them drunk with giddiness. But as 
they disembarked the train, they saw a stark 
reminder of their predicament: draped over 
the gates to the camp were the notorious 
words, “Arbeit Macht Frei” – work will set 
you free.

Mr. Reuven survived Dachau, as well as 
the labor camp they sent him to from there. 
He also survived typhus and numerous other 
harrowing life-and-death situations.

On May 5, 1945, he was liberated and 
went on to live a full life, seeing children, 
grandchildren and great-grandchildren, all 
raised as observant Jews. He also became 
a great philanthropist, despite arriving in 
the United States penniless and unable to 
speak English, helping countless people and 
institutions in ways that became legendary.

Tisha B’Av is a day of national mourning 
when we fast. People often wish each other 
to have an “easy and meaningful fast.” The 
moments during the fast when I invariably 
feel hungry or thirsty and wish I could take 
a drink of water or reach for a small snack, 
that’s when I stop and think to myself:

“People in the Holocaust had it so much 
worse. Here I am dying for a cup of coffee 
after only a few hours of fasting. They were 
starving or felt they were dying of thirst 
day after day – often with a sadistic guard 
standing nearby. They had to deal with fear 
and the death of loved ones and friends on 
a daily or even hourly basis. Throughout 
history Jews have suffered horribly at the 
hands of anti-Semites for their beliefs or for 
no other reason than that they were Jews. 
Thank God I do not live in those times. 
Please God, protect us from ever having to 
experience those times ever again. The least 
I can do is take this moment of hunger or 
thirst to feel a solidarity with their plight, 
with what it means to be a Jew, a people 
who stand for values and morality. I am part 
of a great chain stretching back 3,000 years. 
And although to be a Jew means much more 
than to suffer, sacrificing for our values 
has often been part of it. May this moment 
of deprivation I am feeling now link me to 
my ancestors in both body and soul so that I 
may merit to be considered part of that great 
chain.”

Such thoughts do not necessarily take away 
the hunger or discomfort, but they connect 
me to those who suffered and my heritage in 
a way no intellectual exercise can equal.

Mr. Reuven’s story accentuates the 
meaning of Tisha B’Av. The Jewish people 
may go through enormous tribulations, but 
the Jewish spirit and its message to humanity 
survives, rising from the ashes to rebuild and 
live on. At the end of the day, this is arguably 
the greatest message of Tisha B’Av.

Continued from page 4

Every single Jew living in the land 
of Israel is a modern day Macabee. 

Every Jew who has dared to wrench this 
re-born homeland from a callous world that 
would deny us Jews our birthright, while 
championing the birthrights of every other 
native people in the world – Tibetans, and 
Palestinians, and South African Blacks – is 
a Macabee.

Every Jew sitting in Israel, surrounded by 
the overwhelming power and numbers and 
evil designs of the hostile Moslem world, 
is a Macabee. With every candle we light 
– whether we are religious or secular – we 
celebrate those things that hold us together 
as a nation: our history and our culture and 
our faith.

We celebrate that these things have not 
been erased from the world, and are not 
now relics behind the glass cases of museum 
exhibits like those of the Canaanites, 
Hittites, and Samarians. With every light 
in our window shining out against the dark 
night we proclaim: We are still here and our 
very existence is a stunning victory of the 
weak against the strong, the many against 
the few, the just, who love and protect life, 
against the lawless, who have no respect  
for life.

With every candle we light, we reaffirm all 
those things that hold us together as a nation 
and a people: our stubborn disregard for the 
forces aligned against us, our rejection of 
the lies told about us, and our unwavering 
assertion of our history and our right to take 
our place as a nation among the nations.

We assert that we are in our homeland, the 
land that was given to us and which we have 
inhabited – in lesser or greater numbers – 
from the time we crossed the Jordan with 
Joshua. That we, descendants of Abraham 
and that tribe of desert children born from 
freed Egyptian slaves, remember who we 
are despite all efforts to make us forget, 
to convince us otherwise, to rewrite and 
defile and deny our history and our rights 

as a native people living in their native 
homeland.

We are a unique people

We remember not only what we are, 
but who we are: the torch-bearers of the 
precious value of human life. Our agony as 
a nation over the life of one of its precious 
sons, our willingness to release those who 
have murdered us without pity so that that 
son might return to his family and live, that 
agony unites us as a nation because it goes 
to the deepest part of our heritage.

No other nation in the world would even 
consider such a trade. But we do, because 
that is who we are, demonstrating that we 
have not been infected and defiled by the 

values of other nations. We stand unique in 
all the world, every single one of us.

Because we are alive at this time and in 
this place, and we have chosen to spend that 
life in our homeland despite all the dangers 
and hardships and sacrifices. Because we 
are Jews and Israelis and together we light 
a candle, secular and religious, against the 
vast darkness of the hostile world.

Because with that candle we proclaim: we 
are a unique people, and we are here to stay.

(Naomi Ragen is an American-Israeli author, 
playwright and women’s rights activist. She was 
born in New York City, and moved in 1971 to 
Israel with her husband. In 1978 she received 
a master’s degree in literature from the Hebrew 
University of Jerusalem)

If you sit down with Itamar Marcus, the 
founder and director of Palestinian Media 

Watch, you had better brace yourself for a 
jarring refresher course on Mideast reality.

That’s especially true if you tend to think 
like the current administration. 

If you believe, for example, that the Israeli-
Palestinian impasse is all about borders and 
settlements and that the construction of 900 
housing units in southern Jerusalem “could 
end up being very dangerous,” as President 
Barack Obama said recently.

If it’s “very dangerous” to construct Jewish 
housing in a city that Israel will never, ever 
relinquish, what should we call the effort to 
brainwash children into believing that Israel 
itself doesn’t exist?

How should we describe the claim that not 
only East Jerusalem – captured by Israel in 
the 1967 war – belongs to the Palestinians, 
but that every other Israeli city, from Haifa 
to Ashkelon, belongs to them, too?

“In the world inhabited by Palestinian 
children,” Itamar Marcus tells me, “there is 
no Israel.” And if you give him time, Mr. 
Marcus will subject you to a barrage of 
depressing evidence for his contention.

He’ll show you snippets from TV quiz 
shows for Palestinian kids predicated on the 
non-existence of Israel. 

Host: “Which mountain is the tallest in 
Palestine? ...” Child contestant answers: 
“Mount Meron (in Israel).”

On another show, a host asks, “Which 
Palestinian city is called ‘the flower of 
Galilee’?” and then names three Israeli 
cities!

Then Marcus will show you school 
geography lessons that use maps on which 
Israel is missing. Do any Palestinian 
textbook maps acknowledge the existence of 
Israel, I wonder. “No,” Marcus replies.

The anti-Israeli content of Palestinian 
textbooks has been a longstanding concern for 
anyone who yearns for a permanent political 
settlement, but surely those books have 
improved since Yasser Arafat’s death in 2004. 
Not really, says Marcus. If anything, he says, 
they devote more space than ever to depicting 
conflict with Israel as a solemn religious duty 
aimed at liberating a Muslim land.

Remember, we’re talking about textbooks 
chosen by the Palestinian government led by 
the allegedly moderate President Mahmoud 
Abbas, not the overtly jihadist Hamas. The 
Palestinian Authority media, meanwhile, are 
full of similar Islamist references that offer 
no room for compromise, and that honor 
terrorists and suicide bombers as national 
heroes.

No less ominous is what Marcus describes 
as the Palestinian Authority’s “infrastructure 
of hate,” the relentless depiction of Jews as 
sinister and evil - as conspirators spreading 
AIDS, for example, or undermining the very 
foundations of the Al-Aqsa mosque.

Naturally, Jews poisoned Yasser Arafat, 
too – or at least that is what children are 
told.

In a TV tribute to Arafat, one youngster 
unconsciously presented the essence of this 
paranoid vision: “He died from poisoning by 
the Jews. Well, I don’t know what he died 
from, but I know it was by the Jews.”

“In 2008,” the State Department boasted 
in a press release, “the U.S. was the single 
largest national donor to the Palestinian 
Authority . . . committing more than $600 
million in assistance . . . .”

And the fruits of this investment? A 
Palestinian public that remains in resolute 
denial about the reality of Israel more than 
60 years after its founding. Surely that 
should worry us more than the expansion of 
a Jewish neighborhood in a capital.

Itamar Marcus is the founder and director of 
Palestinian Media Watch. Mr. Marcus is an Israeli 
counter-terrorism analyst who studies Palestinian 
culture through its media and schoolbooks. 

(Source: Denver Post)

Jews are here to stay

Making Israel disappear

By Naomi Ragen

By Vincent Carroll
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Palestinian suffering is intense. The 
Christian schools in Gaza are targets for 

bomb attacks and in 2007 the director of the 
only Christian bookshop was murdered. The 
small Christian minority lives in terror and 
apprehension.

Jews in Israel point out to us that 
Christian brothers and sisters in Samaria 
are threatened, vineyards damaged and 
people intimidated. In what used to be 
Christian Bethlehem, there is immense 
oppression. Christians are not allowed to 
hold public positions, and during anti-Israeli 
protests they are warned one day prior to 
liquidation. Church members are murdered 
and Christian women molested and raped. 
During the intifada terrorists who had taken 
over the Christian quarter, Beit Jala, carried 
out attacks on Gilo, in the Jewish quarter. 
In 2002 the occupation of the Church of the 
Nativity led to a drawn-out hostage drama.  
From the dominant minaret of the large 
mosque, erected opposite this most famous 
church of Bethlehem, Allah’s greatness 
is continuously being proclaimed. In the 
meantime, the number of Christians makes 
up only 10 percent of the population of 
the city where Christ was born. Those that 
remain are anxious.

Two evenings before Christmas, on the 
22nd of December, 2009, a few Palestinian 
Christian leaders presented a document to 
the churches in the Netherlands. It is said 
to be ‘a shout of hope where no hope exists’ 
and points an accusing finger in the direction 
of Israel. The suffering of Palestinian 
Christians is caused by Israel. The horrific 
Israeli occupation is to be blamed: It is a sin 
and the cause of all misery. 

The Palestinian Jesus?

Throughout the years, we have come to 
expect that Christmas, and the all-important 
Bethlehem, would be utilized to serve 
the Palestinian cause. Arafat ranted that 
Jesus was a Palestinian and the Palestinian 
theologians suggested that the Christmas 
story be rewritten. The Jews were to replace 
Herod while the Romans, Hamas and the 
PLO would replace Joseph and Mary.

Now we have a theological document 
that claims to represent the Palestinian 
people from across the land. It calls the rest 
of the (Christian) world to understand the 
God-given time (“kairos”) and to come into 
action.

There is not much new in this document. 
It is, in fact, a repetition of what has often 
been expressed from the podium of the 
World Council of Churches. Once again, it 
is full of beguiling propaganda mixed with 
the old replacement theory. 

A distortion of the truth 

A closer look at some matters mentioned 
in the document:

- The Palestinians were not driven from 
their land by the hatred of European Jews in 
1948, but by a destructive war, initiated by a 
majority of Arabic countries. 

- Over the many centuries, no Palestinians 
were present in the land. It fact, shortly 
before the Second World War, 28 different 
languages were spoken amongst the Arabic 
people in Palestine.  The majority of current 
inhabitants moved to this area, in the Middle 
East, for understandable  reasons: peace, 
prosperity and health. This emigration 
continued into 2000. It was only at the end 
of the sixties that a Palestinian identity 
developed.

- God’s history and course with Israel 

did not end when Christ was born. On the 
contrary: Christ came as the King of the 
Jews, to continue this history and to confirm 
the coming Kingdom. The salvation is 
universal, but that which Jesus said: ‘For 
salvation is of the Jews’, remains to be true.

- It is erroneous to strip Jesus of His 
Jewish identity and to remove the salvation, 
of the re-establishment of the kingdom, for 
Israel.  In the period around our Saviour’s 
birth, the angel Gabriel referred to Him that 
would deliver His people from their sin, and 
Zechariah the priest sang about Israel that 
would be set free from those that hate her, 
and serve God without fear.

- To say Jerusalem should be the capital 
city of two nations and three religions is 
without Biblical grounds.

- By referring to the universal blessings, 
Palestinian liberation theologians make a 
furtive attempt to deny Israel’s connection to 
the land while emphasising Palestinian land 
claims.

- Calling Israel an occupying force has 
no basis, either under international law, or 
in history or Biblical theology. How can 
a people occupy her own land? As for the 
claim that the resolutions of the U.N. have 
the final say: These are always bilateral. 
The Palestinian leadership now has a 
responsibility to recognise the existence of a 
Jewish state, and should end the opposition 
and stop demonising it.

- Palestinian terror is by no means a 
reply to what the document calls Israeli 
occupation.  The Palestinian Liberation 
Organization was formed prior to Israel 
ever entering Bethlehem and before the 
Jordan’s West Bank came into Israeli hands. 
Yes, before the state of Israel ever existed, 
Hebron’s Jewish inhabitants, in the towns of 
Gush Etzion, were attacked and killed.

- Palestinian Christian leaders are calling 
for a worldwide boycott. Why, it sounds so 
familiar: ‘Do not buy from the Jews!’  Could 
it be that the descendents of Nazi and Soviet 
terror survivors, are doing what the world 
demands of them?

While Israel was providing food, water 
and electricity to the enemy during the 
war in Gaza, church leaders called for the 
severance of all bonds with Israel. While 
925,000 children currently live below the 
poverty line in Israel, and we are actively 
supporting soup kitchens, these Christians 
are calling for an economic attack on Israel. 
Did God not say: ‘I will bless those who 
bless you, and whoever curses you I will 
curse’? This weapon, with which women and 
children are attacked, will be turned against 
them. Yes, maybe these church leaders 
will not be aware of this, but the plain and 

ordinary Arabic inhabitants of Israel will. 
Hundreds of thousands of these Israeli Arabs 
are employed by businesses in Israel: Tel 
Aviv to Samaria and the Jordan Valley.

Should churches boycott God’s people, 
is that the way in which Jesus should 
be followed? Should the Church take 
cognizance of all this? Or is that which 
the prophets foretold actually happening: 
“Therefore thus says the Lord God: ‘Behold, 
My servants shall eat, but you shall be 
hungry; behold, My servants shall drink, 
but you shall be thirsty; behold, My servants 
shall rejoice, but you shall be put to shame’” 
(Isaiah 65).

A few persistent questions remain, such 
as: If Jesus the Jew was born in Bethlehem, 
why is it ‘unlawful for Jews’ to enter into 
Bethlehem?

And why did the Palestinian people 
not pursue a Palestinian state prior to the 
occupation between 1948 and 1967? After 
all, at that time Jordan occupied both Judea 
and Samaria. Why suddenly now that the 
Jews are back in the land?  

There is one more point: Not all 
Palestinian Christians support this document 
in its entirety. Palestinian theologians who 
are on the leashes of Hamas and the PA back 
it. This show of support serves to prove their 
loyalty and will, they hope, prevent future 
aggression by their superiors. Although there 
is a voice claiming a Palestinian liberation 
theology, it is not really accepted by the 
majority of Arab Christians in the region. 

Sadly, in leftist church circles in the 
Netherlands and elsewhere, this form of 
liberation theology is better known and 
loved than that which has been the basis of 
their own churches.

Fear! We are aware of other Palestinian 

Christians and would gladly invite them to 
the Dom Church on Christmas. Christians 
who, in spite of Muslim terror, continue 
to bless Israel and to pray for the Jewish 
people, without giving up their Arab identity. 
Brothers and sisters who love the land on 
which they live and, being aware of the 
unique position of the Jewish people, respect 
God’s promises. Brothers and sisters who 
live in peace with Israel, without shouting 
and yelling about brutal occupation. They 
who, alongside so many other Palestinians, 
prefer living under Israeli sovereignty than 
living under the dictatorship of Hamas or the 
corrupt PA.

These are Christians who do not remove 

Jesus from His people and who do not deny 
that God is the God of Abram Isaac and 
Jacob. Christians who do not spiritualise 
or manipulate the Bible to suit Palestinian 
politics, but Christians who know about the 
coming Kingdom and the blessings, covering 
all the earth, that will flow from Jerusalem. 
Christians who recognise what God is 
presently doing. That He is bringing the 
Jewish people back from exile after they have 
suffered greatly. For them it is a privilege 
to be part of the Body of Christ and to live 
in the holy land, next to the chosen people. 
Christians who open their doors to every 
Jew that knocks. We would love them to be 
able to speak in the churches, in the Dutch 
community. Yet we know, all too well, what 
awaits them on their return. We personally 
knew some of those who were murdered, 
dragged behind a motor vehicle through the 
streets of Bethlehem. And we continue to 
feel guilty about making them visible.

We also fully understand when Palestinian 
Christians choose to go the other way. If 
we had to endure similar repression, would 
we continue to condemn them? No, we do 
not agree with the Palestinian liberation 
theology. It is an illegitimate message that 
dominates the message of the Bible. But we 
do understand that people are desperately 
searching for ways with which to dispel the 
enmity.  

We prefer to encourage the churches in the 
Netherlands not to strengthen the Palestinian 
Christians in their efforts to demonise 
Israel by malicious propaganda and lies. 
The Church should rather lift their hands to 
bless Israel and the Palestinian Christians 
that love them. She should stand in the gap 
for Christians that are suffering because of 
Muslim terror. In that way, the witness about 

truth and hope can answer their desperate 
crying.  What a kairos it would be if the 
church in our country would call (no, not 
shout) that Jesus, the King of the Jews, was 
born in Bethlehem. That He will return to 
take His rightful place as King over Jacob 
and that we, as believers from the nations, 
will be blessed by that Kingship. 

Oh, if the Church would only hear the 
voice of all the brothers and sisters that 
recognise and embrace the nation of Israel. 
Not only the voices in Israel, Judea and 
Samaria, but also those in Lebanon, Jordan, 
Egypt and, last but not least, in Bethlehem.

(Rev. Henk Poot is on the Board of Directors of 
Christians for Israel Netherlands)

‘The Hour of Truth’ A reply to the so-called “Kairos” document

Henk Poot

By Henk Poot
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In the Old Testament, Jerusalem is called by name 667 
times. In the New Testament 144 times. In the holy books 

of the Jews and Christians, Jerusalem is the city of the great 
King and in that capacity a central theme. But what about 
Islam? Why there is so much commotion about Jerusalem 
in the Islamic world today? The impression being created 
is that Islam is as close to Jerusalem as Judaism, yes even 
more. But that doesn’t hold true. 

In the Koran, Jerusalem is not mentioned one single time. 
Although the name Al-Quds (the Holy place) is mentioned, 
but is has been disputed – as we have seen - if this means 
the original Jerusalem. It could very well refer to one of the 
other Islamic holy cities in Arabia. It was 6 years after the 
death of Mohamed that the city of Jerusalem was conquered 
by Caliph Omar Ibn al-Khattab in 638 and made an Islamic 
city. The Arab cities Mecca and Medina are traditionally the 
pilgrim cities of Islam, because that was where the life and 
struggle of the prophet took place. The direction for praying 
is also Mecca. Originally Mohamed joined the habit of the 
Jews of praying in the direction of Jerusalem – probably to 
win the Jews over for himself – but this was soon changed 
to the direction of Mecca. Which made retired mayor 
Teddy Kollek once say: “ They show so much respect for 
Jerusalem, that while praying they turn their backs on it!” 

As long as the city was totally or partly in Muslim hands– 
and that was with a few interruptions from 638 until 1967 
– Jerusalem has never been the capital of an Islamic state 
or even a province. On the 2nd of June 1964 the Palestinian 
Liberation Organisation (PLO) was founded in a hotel on the 
Mount of Olives. The old city of Jerusalem (and that is what 
this is all about) with all the holy places was then under 
Arab (Jordanian) sovereignty. Nevertheless nobody thought 
of claiming Jerusalem or proclaiming it as the capital of a 

Palestinian State. Even in the foundation document of the 
PLO, Jerusalem is not mentioned once! As a matter of fact, 
during the 19 years of Jordanian sovereignty over the city, 
not a single member of the Saudi royal family, the keepers 
of the Islamic holy places, has ever been on pilgrimage in 
Al-Qoeds. 

Why is Jerusalem now so important for Muslims, even so 
far that many are prepared to give their lives for it? Why did 
Arafat repeatedly call for ‘jihad’ for holy Jerusalem? Why 
are children being indoctrinated to give their blood for the 
liberation of Al-Qoeds? Why did Arafat keeping on insisting 
that first of all the battle is about Jerusalem? And how could 
he in 1994 go so far, clearly contrary to the Koran and the 
Islamic traditions, as to name in a mosque in Johannesburg, 
Al-Qoeds-- the holiest place of the Islam and all Muslims?  
I can only find one reason for this: it is not so much about 
the city as about the fact that she is once more undivided in 
Jewish hands!

The Jerusalem law, accepted on the July 30th 1980 by 
the parliament of Israel, confirmed Jerusalem, which has 
been united since 1967 as the one and undivided capital 
of the state of Israel. As a reaction the Saudi crown prince 
Fahd (who never even took the trouble to visit Jerusalem!) 
called for the holy war for the protection of the holy places. 
Evidently Jerusalem has been upgraded a thousand times for 
the Muslims, since Israel is in charge. To put it in biblical 
terms: for the Arab world, Jerusalem is the heavy stone and 
the cup of poison, to which she is eagerly stretching out her 
hands. Apparently the Arab propaganda works so well that 
almost the whole world and great parts of the church think 
that Israel has to give up the claim to Jerusalem and should 
bow to the Islamic demands. 

Meanwhile the meaning of Jerusalem for the Jews is 

crystal clear. One prays in the direction of Jerusalem. At least 
three times a day all faithful Jews pray: “ Build Jerusalem, 
the holy city, quickly, in our days.” On every Pesach you 
hear: next year in Jerusalem. All of life, all of the liturgy, the 
whole annual cycle of biblical celebrations has been marked 
by homesickness to Jerusalem. The thinking of faithful Jews 
has been saturated with awareness of Psalm 137: ”…If I 
forget you, O Jerusalem, let my right hand forget me…” 

Supersessionism [also known as “replacement theology” – 
ed.] is deeply rooted in Christian thinking and tradition. 

This is the notion that because the Jewish people “rejected 
Christ” God rejected them as His chosen people and 
replaced Israel with the Church in His redemptive purposes 
in the earth. As the “New Israel” Christians supersede Jews 
as God’s elect, covenant people.

This widely held view is not found in the New Testament 
itself but is an interpretive paradigm imposed on Scripture 
by Church leaders at least since the time of Justin Martyr and 
Augustine (2nd-4th centuries). The New Testament in fact is 
silent about supersessionism, with the salient exception of 
Romans 9-11, where St. Paul chastens boastful Gentiles for 
thinking that God has rejected Israel.

What about Israel’s stumbling over the Messiah? 

Notwithstanding Israel’s stumbling over the Messiah, the 
Jewish Apostle to the Roman world assures his readers that 
God’s covenant remains irrevocable – i.e., not contingent 
upon repentance. Though they may be fickle, God remains 
faithful to His sovereign election and covenant commitments 
to the Jewish people as a nation. To assert otherwise is to 
impugn the integrity and discredit the character of the God 
of Israel who abounds in hesed (steadfast love and covenant 
faithfulness).

Israel is the Jewish people 

Fortunately not all Christians through the centuries have 
held to a “replacement” theological worldview. For them, 
when the New Testament speaks of “Israel” it refers to the 
Jewish people as a nation and not the Church as the “New 
Israel”. Unlike in the Patristic tradition, Israel is more than 
mere preparation for the Gospel or a prefigurement of the 
Church.

Sovereign election 

A nonsupersessionist view takes seriously the Scriptures 
that speak of God’s love for Abraham’s progeny, of His 
sovereign and unconditional election of corporate Israel, 
of His irrevocable covenant with the Jewish people as a 
people, and the attendant promises to them as a nation 
that He continues to keep, even unto the Last Days. In 

this view, a blessing yet awaits all nations through a 
spiritually renewed national Israel, the apple of the Lord’s 
eye. Such a “pro-Zion” stance, by the way, does not 
require a Dispensational reading of Scripture, which many 
anti-Zionists delight in denigrating. (In fact the history 
of “Christian Zionism” well predates the 19th-century 
development of Dispensationalism.) Nor is a prophecy-
driven biblical paradigm (so popular in recent generations) a 
sine qua non for standing with Israel.

God’s irresistible love  

In fact there is a firmer footing, a more sure foundation 
on which to stand. The witness of Scripture testifies to 
it: God’s immutable and irresistible love of the Jewish 
people. Notwithstanding their (mysteriously ordained) 
opposition to the Gospel, Israel remains “beloved for 
the sake of the Patriarchs” (Romans 11:28). Indeed the 
covenant faithfulness of the Fathers – Abraham, Isaac and 

Jacob – is the very root into which Gentile believers in the 
“Righteous Branch” (Jeremiah 33:15) are engrafted, and 
Israel’s spiritual legacy is the “fatness of the olive tree” that 
is meant to nurture us (Romans 11:17). The Jewish people 
are important to Christians, therefore, not because of their 
projected place in some future biblical dispensation, nor 
as a prophetic timepiece for an end-time apocalypse. The 
irreducible truth is this: they are important because of their 
place in the Father’s heart.

Do not idealize the Jews 

What shall we say then? If God be for Israel shall 
we oppose Him? In view of the Almighty’s great love 
and unbounded mercies, renewed each morning, surely 
Christians should at the very least stand with and pray for 
the Jewish people. This may be an anguished prayer at times, 
as it was for the Apostle Paul. But our concerns, like his, 
should spring from an abiding affection and unconditional 
affirmation of Israel’s irrevocable covenant, involving 
Scriptures, Land and Peoplehood. This is not to idealize 
Jews or exempt the modern State of Israel from biblical 
standards of justice and righteousness. Nor is it to assay 
the place in the world to come of any particular individual, 
whether Jew or non-Jew. But it is to remind us as followers 
of Jesus of Nazareth that we are perpetual debtors to Israel – 
for our Messiah, our Scriptures, even our God!

Sure foundation 

Christian history, sadly, attests to the fact that when the 
universal Christ is removed from the Jewish matrix of his 
incarnate existence and the historical particularity of God’s 
irrevocable covenant with the Jewish nation, the results are 
supersessionism, an adversarial relationship with Judaism, 
and even anti-Semitism toward Jews. Surely the time has 
come to move beyond this history of contempt and humbly 
and gratefully acknowledge the indissoluble bond we 
Christians share with the Jewish people. To do so is to stand 
on the sure foundation of the love of God.

(Dwight A. Pryor is the Founder and President of the Center for Judaic-
Christian Studies in Dayton, Ohio. While studying in Israel, he came to 
realize the critical importance of understanding Christianity’s Hebraic 
origins and dimensions. Since 1984, he has traveled the world as one of the 
most widely acclaimed teachers on the subject – www.jcstudies.com)
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“Either Islam will be Europeanized, or Europe will be 
Islamized.” In recent years this prediction has been made 
by many major experts, among them the American Bernard 
Lewis, the Syrian-born German Bassam Tibi, and the French 
Gilles Kepel. This is, without question, an uncomfortable 
and sensitive topic, but it’s one that is very pertinent now 
that the Swiss have put their foot down and said that they 
will not accept another minaret within their borders.

In recent decades, Islam has exploded in Europe. You 
can see the changes with your own eyes from year to year 
- whether it’s the increasing presence of hijabs on the street 
in a city like Oslo, or the bearded men with ankle-high 
baggy pants, or the new and resplendent mosques that are 
under construction. For my part, I’ve noticed an increasing 
insecurity and unease among “ordinary” people who feel 
like aliens in their own country. People ask: what is the 
purpose of this project? Don’t we, as a nation, have a right 
to pass our own cultural legacy, our traditions and values, 
on to our children and grandchildren? Should we, in the 
name of tolerance, give in to the demands made by “others” 
whose influence is growing, and whose voices are becoming 
louder, as their numbers increase? Or as a Norwegian Labor 
Party politician said to me in a private conversation: “On 
the day that most of the members of the city council are 
Muslims, what do you think will happen to the right of Oslo 
bars to serve alcohol?” Another leading Laborite with over a 
couple of decades’ experience in politics put it more bluntly 
when I asked him “What you think about immigration from 
the Muslim world?” The answer was so crisp, merciless, and 
genuinely felt that I gasped: “What have they contributed?” 
Period.

Let it be said that of course there are many Muslims in 
Europe who are getting along just fine and who get the 
same chills down their spines that other European citizens 
do when they think of Sharia and the lack of freedom that 
accompanies classical Islam. But as a rule those aren’t the 
Muslims who are the most prominent members of their 
faith among us; they aren’t the ones who enjoy power in the 
Muslim community, and they aren’t the ones who are best 
organized and who have developed exceptionally strong 
connections to our public officials.

No, it’s not the secularized Muslims who are leading the 
way – far from it. Ayaan Hirsi Ali made this clear when I 
and a colleague of mine from Human Rights Service in 
Oslo met her at the Dutch Parliament in The Hague in 2005. 
As she put it, there most certainly are Muslims in Europe 
who want a Europeanized Islam - that is to say, a private, 
personal Islam without political and judicial influence. But 
these aren’t the Muslims who are powerfully positioned in 
Europe’s community organizations, Europe’s corridors of 
power, and Europe’s universities.

Here is an interesting point: immigrants from Iran tend to 
be secular, well-integrated, and – very often – well-educated. 
Here in Norway, Iranians have generally integrated 
themselves into our culture, accepting Norwegian values 
even as they’ve maintained Iranian traditions that don’t 
conflict with human rights, such as celebrating Iranian New 
Year. But Iranians are not the leaders of Europe’s Muslim 
communities. Nor can I think of a single mosque in Norway, 
or anywhere in Europe for that matter, that has been founded 
by Iranians.

If Iranians, generally speaking, have been an immigration 
success story, enriching Europe and becoming fully 
participating members of European society, this isn’t true of 
the members of many other major immigrant groups, whose 
origins are in traditional villages in other Muslim countries. 
It’s precisely these people’s unwillingness (or inability?) 
to assimilate to European society - indeed, to appreciate 
such typically European values as freedom, equality, social 
participation, and personal responsibility - that may be a 
major reason why Switzerland said no to more minarets. At 
some point, Europe must put its foot down if it truly wishes 
to continue to be the Europe we know today. There is a limit 
as to how many minarets a society can live with, how many 
hijabs and baggy pants the streets of Europe can tolerate, 
before the public space becomes as ideologically charged 
and as palpably unfree as the streets of, say, Pakistan. We 
need to stand up and preserve our culture – a successful 
culture that is itself the only reason why immigrants are 
streaming from the Muslim world to our continent rather 
than in the other direction.

Here’s a specific example of how misguided our 
politicians have been in their handling of the challenge 
of Islam - an example that I think provides a very clear 
picture of grotesque weakness. In 1974, Muslim immigrants 
from Pakistan established the first mosque in Norway, the 
Islamic Cultural Centre (ICC). The name has a comforting, 
harmless sound: a “cultural center” sounds like something 
very different from a mosque. In reality, however, the 
ICC is a direct subsidiary of an extreme religio-political 
movement and political party in Pakistan, Jamaat-i-Islami 
(JI), which was established by one of the leading Islamist 
ideologues of the last century, Abu Ala Maududi (1903-
1979). When Pakistan’s worst despot ever, General and 
President Zia ul-Haq (1977-1988), Islamized that country 
from top to bottom, his main inspiration was Maududi. 
Today Qazi Hussain Ahmad, who has been a top JI leader 
for several years and has been banned for security reasons 
from entering about 25 European countries, as well as 
Egypt. He has been under house arrest in Pakistan several 
times for having instigated violent riots that took human 
lives. Unsurprisingly, he’s also a fan of Bin Laden. Yet he’s 
not prohibited from entering Norway, and when he landed 
at Oslo Airport in August 2004, the arrivals hall was packed 
with Norwegian-Pakistani men and boys who openly 
cheered him as a prophet.

The ICC, then, which has a grandiose new mosque with 
minarets in downtown Oslo, follows an ideology that is a 
carbon copy of Maududi’s terrifying, violent creed. It doesn’t 
just belong to a philosophically dangerous movement; 
it belongs to a movement, which preaches that Muslims 
should not become fully integrated members of Norwegian 
society. This is exactly the same attitude that is preached at 
every mosque in Europe that has “respect” for itself. And yet 
the ICC, like many other mosques that share its theology, 
was allowed to establish itself in Norway, and in Europe 
generally, without protest from anybody. And that’s not all: 
today it’s one of the largest and most influential so-called 
faith communities among Norwegian Muslims and has, over 
the years, received tens of millions of kroner in government 
support because it is regarded – absurdly – as a purely 
religious body.

But Europe’s cultural elite is blind to this ugly reality. On 
the contrary, that elite, which lives largely off of the dialogue 
industry – exchanging endless amiable platitudes with 
Muslim leaders – is all bent out of shape over Switzerland: 
it views the ban on minarets as an assault on free speech 
and on freedom of religion; the ban, according to the elite, 
is an offense against cultural diversity, an expression of 
intolerance, prejudice, and extremism that will lead to a 
clash of civilizations. Not to mention that the ban violates 
international conventions.

Yet this same elite never gets worked up when Christians 
are murdered in Pakistan or when their churches and homes 
are burned down. Or when women and men are stoned to 
death in Somalia, or when burka-clad women in Afghanistan 

are crammed together with goats in the backs of trucks. Nor 
do they pay the slightest heed to a woman walking through 
the streets of Oslo in a burka – a garment that must be 
described as the clearest possible manifestation of antipathy 
to Western culture, a powerful statement of complete 
rejection of the society in which the woman lives.

It is not too much to say, then, that the elite is completely 
off-balance. And it’s this lack of balance, this lack of 
sensible attitudes in the salons of the privileged, this lack 
of respect for their own culture and for the values on which 
that culture is founded, that the grass roots are reacting to. 
Simply put, ordinary people are sick of being told by their 
“betters” what to do and think: they want with all their 
hearts to defend themselves and their own. Their message is: 
By all means, come to Europe and become one of us. But 
don’t come here to turn our culture and our values upside 
down. The people have, in short, begun to wake up and to 
say no to the utopian multicultural dream. For they realize 
that Norway will no longer be Norway, and the West will 
no longer be the West, if the country’s essential culture is 
not preserved; and Christianity is an indissoluble part of that 
culture. Whether one is personally religious or not, that’s 
simply a fact. If Islam is going to place itself at the heart 
of our culture, most Norwegians understand that what we 
now consider Norwegian will be dead and buried. The only 
alternative would be a miracle: a revolution within Islam 
that would place all of Muhammed’s inhumane actions on 
the ash heap of history and reduce all of his “sacred” legal 
and political pronouncements to the status of fairy tales like 
A Thousand and One Nights. Of course, such a revolution 
would also require an end to all of the violence and hatred 
preached in the Koran.

For about a millennium, Islam has failed spectacularly to 
pull off such a revolutionary project. It’s precisely for this 
reason that people are pouring out of these failed states (yes, 
they’re also failed on account of other kinds of ideological 
despotism, including socialist projects, which when 
combined with authoritarian, oppressive religion produce 
something like gunpowder). The big question, however, is 
this: why should we expect a form of Islam to develop in 
Europe that is entirely antithetical to the form of Islam found 
in the Muslim world?

Of course Norway, and Europe as a whole, should not 
embrace any and every kind of culture or religion that finds 
its way here. But where to draw the line? There is no one 
answer to this question. The answer will vary according 
to the nature of the culture or religion and the strength of 
the challenge that it represents. But if we sell out our 
mainstream culture, and relativize it, accept a watering 
down of our rights, we may end up with a set of supposedly 
democratic but in fact empty and meaningless ideals that fail 
to provide us citizens with a values-related map or compass. 
And what can happen in critical situations if the people 
don’t share a sense of community? How can we ensure a 
sense of belonging if, for example, freedom of speech faces 
a major threat or if we suffer a terrorist attack? Can we risk 
having civil war-like conditions, as we is already the case 
in Europe’s no-go zones? Democratic order is, above all, a 
technical and practical matter, and it can thus never replace 
people’s need for a community, their need to be part of a 
common culture.

People must, then, have feelings – positive ones – 
about one another. Last winter I had a thought-provoking 
experience on the east side of Oslo on my way home after 
work. A thin layer of snow covered the icy streets. Somali 
women dressed in a tent slipped on the ice as I passed her. 
Instinctively, I grabbed her and thus managed to prevent 
what could have been a bad fall, and helped her back to her 
feet. I asked if she was okay, but she just hurried on with 
a completely expressionless look on her face. Not a single 
sign of human connection, not a single glance at me. I stood 
there feeling empty and alienated.

Awareness of a society’s and a culture’s need for a sense 
of community seems especially absent from the EU system. 
The kind of communal feeling I am talking about contrasts 
sharply with the multicultural mentality of the pro-EU 
and antinational forces. They refuse to understand that a 
nation’s culture – its folk songs, traditions, holy days, flags, 
and national anthems – is different from a broad-based 
constitution based on ideals of equality. A text, simply 

Will Europe Put its Foot Down?
By Hege Storhaug 

A burka-clad garment is a powerful statement of rejection of the 
society in which the woman lives
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put, cannot replace a feeling of community. A national 
community with strong survival instincts is founded not on 
a text but on matters that are close to the heart, on traditions, 
on things that are palpable, on things as obvious as a 
common language and a sense of belonging to a fatherland. 
And yes, this sense of community also has something to do 
with the churches and church spires, as well as the church’s 
rituals and traditions. The principles that tie people together 
cannot be legislated by politicians; such bonds call for 
something more – trust between citizens, national loyalty, a 
high degree of agreement as to what freedom is and is not, 
and a broad sense of support for the obligations that a real 
community demands of its members.

The minarets, then, don’t symbolize community in the 
European sense - they symbolize the umma, the Muslim 
community. They don’t represent loyalty to Norway 
or Switzerland or any other European country - they 
represent loyalty to Mecca and to the umma. They don’t 
signify freedom, but illiberalism (women’s oppression, 
the punishment of apostasy with death). The minarets, in 
short, embody the antithesis of the Declaration of Human 
Rights (as is clear to anyone who has read the 1990 Cairo 
Declaration about so-called “human rights in Islam,” 
which was formulated by the Organization of the Islamic 
Conference). Nor are they, one might add, a part of our 
architectural tradition or any other Western tradition. On the 
contrary, they bear witness to a state of mind that views us, 
the “others,” as strangers.

The policy of forcing oneself to tolerate something for 
which one has no sympathy whatsoever will, moreover, 
only erode the national culture. Pointing fingers and making 
moral judgments is not the way to enhance tolerance.

In light of the immigration from the Muslim world, 
it’s very important for us to be aware of the history of our 
Western democracy. It’s not true, after all, that we adopted 
democracy, with all the magnificent liberal values that 
accompanied it, and then developed a broad community of 
the people. On the contrary, our free society is a historical 
consequence of a communal society based on trust, a shared 
culture in which Christianity has naturally played a central 
role. Norway would not have managed to come together 
under our constitution, signed at Eidsvoll in 1814, if the 
country that produced it had been split along cultural and 
religious lines. The people whose representatives met at 
Eidsvoll were a people who shared essentially the same 
culture and religion and who could hence agree on the 
text upon which their nation was to be founded. The same 
thing happened when the Puritans settled in New England 

and built a society that grew into American democracy. It 
is actually somewhat odd to think that America owes the 
liberal democracy enshrined in its founding documents to a 
group of original settlers whose strong sense of community 
was based on conservative religion and illiberal traditions. It 
is, then, shared cultural norms, and not theoretical or abstract 
ideals of equality or international conventions, that lead 
people to stand shoulder to shoulder and to find community 
together. A liberal democracy such as that of Norway or 
Switzerland is not and never has been self-sustaining.

The minaret case, then, can be very critical for Europe’s 
future. How many minarets can Europe tolerate before our 
strong sense of communal connection is dissolved? What will 
happen, then, to our democracy’s liberal values and to the 
social harmony we have enjoyed? These are questions that 
most of the political parties in Norway and in a number of 
other European countries do not wish to address. As I wrote a 

few days ago, they absolutely refuse to recognize that Islam is 
an ideology and a social system, a religion of laws - a religion 
with a political orientation and with political ambitions. Yet 
Islam and Christianity are still treated by Norwegian (and 
European) officials as identical twins. This misguided way of 
thinking may end up costing us heavily. We must learn from 
the Swiss as quickly as possible – must learn, that is, to face 
up to, and respond appropriately to, the political and legal 
realities of the Islamic congregations in our midst.

Hege Storhaug is co-founder and information director of Human Rights 
Service, a non-partisan think tank in Oslo that studies problems arising 
out of Norway’s ethnic and religious diversity – especially those affecting 
Muslim women and children whose rights are denied to them by the imams 
and family patriarchs that run their communities. She is the author of 
the Norwegian bestseller But the Greatest of These Is Freedom: On the 
Consequences of Immigration

This essay originally appeared in Norwegian on the website of Human 
Rights Service, www.rights.no, and was translated into English by Bruce 
Bawer. It was also published by FrontPage Magazine.
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There is a limit as to how many minarets Europe can tolerate

Sharia, or Islamic law, is gradually working 
its way into public life in Islamic and 

non-Islamic nations around the world.
What is it and what does sharia mean for 

Christians and others forced to abide by it?
“Sharia law is a legal system on the 

teachings of the Qur’an, the Sunna and 
the Hadith of Mohammed applied into the 
community as the legal basis for life,” Jeff 
Hammond, with Bless Indonesia, said.

Hammond is a Christian who has lived 
and worked in Indonesia, the world’s most 
populous Muslim nation, for 35 years. He 
says Indonesian Christians are concerned 
about creeping sharia law, now in place in 
half of the country’s 32 provinces.

“It’s going from one province to another, 
it’s not something that’s happening all at 
once, but step by step,” Hammond said.

Cruel and Usual Punishment

For example: even Christian school girls 
are forced to cover their heads in Padang 
province. Elsewhere in Indonesia, children 
attending public schools are required to 
learn the Qur’an.

In Indonesia’s Bandeh Aceh province, 
shariah police make nightly patrols to ensure 
that unmarried or non-related couples are 
not seen together in public.

“Christians are very concerned, not 
only because of what is happening here 

in Indonesia, they also see reports that are 
coming from other countries,” Hammond 
explained.

In Islamic nations like Somalia, devotion 
to Sharia law caused vigilantes to behead a 
25-year old aid worker for converting from 
Islam to Christianity.

In Iran, women are legally stoned to death 
for committing adultery.

In Afghanistan, prostitutes are executed 
for their behavior.

In Pakistan, the government apparently 
has accepted the imposition of sharia law 

in the Taliban controlled Swatt Valley of 
the northwest frontier province. It’s a place 
where violators of sharia are often subjected 
to lashes.

Enforcement of Pakistan’s blasphemy laws 
have led to the imprisonment of Christians, 
like 20-year old Sandal Bibi and her father 
Gul Sheer on charges of blasphemy against 
the Qur’an.

Ripping the West in Two

Author and lecturer Nonie Darwish says 

the goal of radical Islamists is to impose 
sharia law on the world, ripping Western law 
and liberty in two.

She recently authored the book, Cruel and 
Usual Punishment: The Terrifying Global 
Implications of Islamic Law.

Darwish was born in Cairo and spent 
her childhood in Egypt and Gaza before 
emigrating to America in 1978, When she 
was eight years old, her father died while 
leading covert attacks on Israel. He was 
a high-ranking Egyptian military officer 
stationed with his family in Gaza.

When he died, he was considered a 
“shahid,” a martyr for jihad. His posthumous 
status earned Nonie and her family an 
elevated position in Muslim society.

But Darwish developed a skeptical 
eye at an early age. She questioned her 
own Muslim culture and upbringing. She 
converted to Christianity after hearing a 
Christian preacher on television.

In her latest book, Darwish warns about 
creeping sharia law – what it is, what it 
means, and how it is manifested in Islamic 
countries.

For the West, she says radical Islamists 
are working to impose sharia on the world. 
If that happens, Western civilization will be 
destroyed.

(Source: CBNNews.com - Originally aired February 
18, 2009)

Sharia Law: Tearing the West in Two



comment February 2010

As an Arab woman who suffered for three 
decades living under Islamic Sharia, it 

is clear to me that Islam’s political ideology 
and Sharia must be fought relentlessly by 
Western civilization to prevent its application 
in a free society. 

However, I have found myself fighting on 
two fronts. The first front is against Islamists, 
a daunting fight indeed. But the other front 
is one shaped by too many uninformed 
individuals who like to view themselves as 
open minded “progressives”. They seem to 
somehow claim superiority on compassion, 
on peace, on open-mindedness and on 
appreciation of other cultures.  Regarding 
themselves as tolerant, free thinking 
individuals, they avoid questioning Muslims’ 
harmful intentions. They restrict themselves 
to self-criticism, and make politically-correct 
excuses for Islamism.

Regrettably, they show their indisputable 
acceptance of ‘others’ at the expense of 
the public’s responsibility to learn the truth 
about Islam’s detrimental tenets. 

It is crucial for these so-called 
“progressives” to realize that Islam is indeed 
based on an anti-liberal system. They need to 
awaken to the inhumane policies and practices 
of Islamists around the world. They need 
to realize that Islamism oppose the liberal 
values they cherish. And equally important, 
they must not take for granted the respect for 
human rights and dignity that we experience 
in America, and in the West, today.

For me, confronting those who adhere to 
multicultural relativism is a most painful 
battle. Their standpoint makes the efforts of 
Muslim reformers more challenging. When 
Westerners make politically-correct excuses 
for Islamism, it actually suppresses and 
weakens my voice and that of others who are 
in this fight. 

Simply put, too many individuals, and 
institutions stand in the way of overcoming 
Islamic political ideology. With their 

appeasing approach they obstruct the 
pressing effort to modernize Islam. 

When I first immigrated to the US, I 
learned to my dismay that Islam has been 
labeled by many as “a religion of peace.” But 
for me, as a Syrian who grew up in Islamic 
country, a set of beliefs that insists that 
women are wicked is an evil set of belief. A 
pious ideology – that obliges non Muslims 
to live as subjects under it as unequal – is an 
immoral pious ideology. 

Regrettably, we frequently experience 
politically correct harsh responses to 
criticism of Islam by those who admonish 
liberated Muslims or Arabs. They often use 
clichés such as, “There are violent stories 
in all religions texts,” or “How can we bulk 
all Muslims into one group?” Or, “Among 
Christians and Jews there are also zealots 
who have done horrible things to others.” 
All of these excuses are made without 
considering critical Islamic doctrines, which 
play detrimental role in Islam’s march 
towards Western decline. 

Two years ago Rabbi Stephen Julius Stein 
published an article in the Los Angeles Times 
criticizing me in an unjust manner.  Recently 
Rabbi’s Stein article came back to life when 
an Arab man who happens to follow my 
writings translated the Rabbi’s article into 
Arabic and published it in an Arabic website 
under the title “A Jewish Rabbi scandalizes 
Wafa Sultan”. 

Among other claims, Mr. Stein mentioned 
that he could not imagine a “Jewish woman 
standing among a group of Muslims and 
criticizing Judaism the same way Wafa 
Sultan criticizes Islam”.  

Is Mr. Stein lacking basic knowledge about 
Islam and demonstrating duplicity in regard 
to his own Jewish religion? 

Here are few hypothetic scenarios: 
If a group of fanatic Jews beheaded an 

innocent Muslim, justifying their gruesome 
act as permissible according to Jewish texts, 

is there any doubt that countless of Jewish 
women would publicly criticize the tenets of 
Judaism that permit these outrageous creeds? 

Had Jewish women been relegated to the 
status of animals as a result oftheir religious 
teachings, would one doubt Rabbi Stein’s 
obvious support for Jewish women rebelling 
against their own traditions?

Recently, a well-known Egyptian female 
lawyer called on national Arabic TV, to incite 
young Palestinian men to harass and rape 
Israeli women as part of their war against 
Israel (You can view her clip on MEMRI.org).

Had an Israeli lawyer declared publicly 
on a National Israeli TV the same type of 
incitement against Arabs, would Rabbi 
Stein object to Jewish women’s unequivocal 
rejection of this hateful provocation?

Also, I am quite amazed at Rabbi Stein’s 
ignorance of the intrinsic nature of Islamic 
anti-Semitism. One would assume that his 
obligation as a teacher and a leader of his 
Jewish community is to educate and protect 
his people.

Unfortunately, his criticism only weakens 
Jews, and further strengthens Muslim 
anti-Semitism. (Please read Dr. Andrew 
Bostom’s new book; “The Legacy of Islamic 
Antisemitism”)

One Islamic concept in particular is 
called in Arabic “Al Taqyya.” It allows and 
encourages Muslims to lie and deceive others 
in order to reach their ultimate objective, 
which is submitting the world to Islam under 
Sharia Law. To be sure, Islamists who follow 
the political ideology of subverting non 
Muslims under Islam do use the concept of 
Al Taqyyaa.

Hence, a destructive relationship is created: 
on one hand, Islamists lie to the gullible non 
- Muslims and on the other hand, many non 
Muslims, in particular proponents of interfaith 
dialogue accept their lies and avoid asking 
harsh and necessary questions to expose their 
dangerous intentions.

In that context, the Muslims’ Al Taqyyaa 
and the West’s naiveté and ignorance about 
the true intentions of Islamists are both 
harmful models of engagement.

Further, they both violate our right to 
know the truth, regardless of how evil 
or unintentional each side’s objective is. 
Thus, Al Taqyyaa and political correctness 
are recipes for irreversible damage to the 
values of freedom and liberty, which are the 
foundation of our US constitution and other 
Western liberal democracies. 

Rabbi Stein is one in a group of countless 
others who practice political correctness to 
avoid hurting those he claimed to be “his 
Muslim friends,” as he mentions in his article.

People who avoid facing the gloomy facts 
regarding Islam, have no moral authority to 
admonish liberated Arabs like me. Those 
who cannot confront Islamic doctrine boldly 
and will not allow themselves to question 
openly dreadful components of Islam are on 
the wrong side of this conflict. 

I have often been asked to soften and 
compromise my message. I refuse to do 
so. I believe the way to solve this Islamic 
predicament is to highlight and confront it in a 
most truthful and subsequently painful manner. 
As we all would agree, at times, an acute 
disease must be treated aggressively rather 
than with a benign medicine like Aspirin. 

Lastly, I will carry on my mission because 
I love Muslims. I dream of a future when 
all Muslims, especially from the Middle 
East, who yearn for better life outside their 
suppressive environment, can savor the taste 
of the freedom we all experience here in the 
US. This is not just Dr. King’s dream; this is a 
dream that should be granted to all humanity 
– including those in the Muslim world.

Dr. Wafa Sultan is included on Time Magazine’s 
list of the 100 Most Influential People in the World in 
2006. This courageous woman continues to inflame the 
Muslim world by speaking out against the evils of Islam. 
She is the author of the book “A God Who Hates”

Obstacles in Liberating Islam
By Wafa Sultan
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Although it takes a back seat to rumors 
of war, a tsunami of faith is quietly 

overtaking the Muslim world. Islamic 
adherents are laying aside their allegiance 
to Muhammad to follow Jesus Christ, 
despite the social ostracism, persecution 
and possible martyrdom that converts to 
Christianity face. Propelled by dreams, 
visions and miracles, this wave of revival is 
bringing vast numbers of Muslims – some 
say millions – into God’s kingdom.

Middle East expert Joel Rosenberg 
believes more Muslims have come to faith 
in Christ in the last 30 years than at any 
time in history. “The vast majority of those 
conversions have happened since 9/11,” he 
notes. He relates some of their stories in his 
book, Inside the Revolution.

A few examples of this flock of converts:
• During an Easter service at Vatican City 

in 2007, Pope Benedict XVI baptized Magdi 
Allam – Italy’s most prominent Muslim 
commentator – with six other people.

• A year later, ex-Sunni Muslim Emir 
Caner was elected president of Truett-
McConnell College, which is affiliated 
with the Georgia Baptist Convention. Caner 
converted as a teenager in 1982.

• The same week of Caner’s appointment, 
Mosab Hassan Yousef – son of an influential 
Hamas leader in the Palestinian West Bank 
of Israel – publicly embraced Christianity 
four years after his salvation. He now attends 
an evangelical church in San Diego.

One missionary to Iran, who asked to 
remain anonymous, says a “tremendous” 
number of Muslims there are seeing that 
“Islam as a religion has failed them personally, 
economically, spiritually and socially.”

Tom Doyle, the Middle East director for 
Dallas-based e3 Partners, an independent 
missions agency, says his group planted 
127 churches last year in the region, a 
significant upswing since the start of the 
decade. He says the news from the Middle 
East is awakening Christians in the West 
and showing them that, despite headline-
grabbing terrorists, all is not lost.

“We’ve seen 1,000 Muslims come to 
Christ this year in Syria alone,” Doyle says. 
“All the partner ministries we work with say 
this is the new revival.”

However, California pastor Hormoz 
Shariat, whose International Antioch 
Ministries broadcasts by satellite to the 
Middle East and Europe, cautions against 
fixing specific numbers to salvations 
because Iranian churches shy away from 
publicizing conversion counts. “It provokes 
the government [and] hurts the church in 
Iran,” Shariat says. “But our network is 
growing fast. Every day we have stories of 
dreams and visions and miracles.”

Al Janssen, communications director of 
Open Doors International, also discovered 
that dreams and visions of Christ were the 
starting points of the spiritual journeys of 
dozens of Muslim-background believers 

in the Middle East whom he interviewed 
for his 2007 book, Secret Believers. Then, 
after coming to Christ, they would become 
creative evangelists, he says.

Typically their witnessing occurs only in 
one-on-one settings, with the believer asking 
questions to determine if the other person is 
receptive to the gospel. “They go through 
a series of questions, and if they sense the 
person is getting hostile, they resist playing 
their hand,” Janssen says. “One ex-imam 
had a list of 62 people he was discipling. I 
met an ex-terrorist who had been with a 
group for seven years, and now he’s proudly 
witnessing for his faith.”

Despite these optimistic accounts, a 
spiritual battle rages that requires vigilant 
prayer. As Doyle puts it: “The task is 
so enormous, and the pressure is so 
fierce.” Rosenberg once saw a leading 
Saudi cleric on the Al-Jazeera TV network 
lamenting the fact that 6 million Muslims 
were converting to Christianity every year. 
“There’s such an enormous number of 
Muslims converting through the region, it’s 
a big topic for Muslim leaders who are upset 
about it,” Rosenberg says. “You’re seeing 
some blowback.”

The dedication of these new converts is 
impressive when considering the common 
threat of ostracism from family and social 
networks. Jonathan Oloyede, senior 
associate pastor of Glory House in London, 
came to Christ as a Muslim while studying 

at a Nigerian medical school. He labels 
withdrawal of fellowship as one of the 
greatest challenges Muslims face.

“They have to overcome ... the sense of 
guilt and shame their relatives and friends 
try to place on them,” he says. “Sometimes 
this can be very overwhelming and some 
cannot handle it, so they go back.”

Yet many persevere despite persecution 
that includes death. In Iran the opposition 
comes from both the mosques and the 
government, says a missionary who goes 
only by the name “Pooya.”

He says people especially fear the 
religious police: “The [Basij, Mujahedin and 
Revolutionary Guard] rule by the Quran. 
These are the ones who will come after 
people, beating them and killing them with 
no regard to the laws of the land. ... They are 
free to be judge, jury and executioner with 
no repercussions for their acts.”

Prayer is vital. However, three converts in 
Egypt told Janssen that Christians in America 
should pray “with” them, not “for” them.

“If you pray for us, you will pray for our 
safety, and the persecution will stop,” they 
told him. “If you pray with us, we can be 
sure the persecution will increase. Pray we 
will see millions [come] to Christ. We know 
there will be backlash. Pray we will be 
faithful, even if it costs us our lives.”

Ken Walker is a freelance writer based in Huntington, 
West Virginia, USA.

Source: Charisma Magazine

When Abraham’s ‘Other’ Descendants Come to Christ
By Ken Walker
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Of all the questions readers ask, there’s 
no question about which are the most 

frequent. First, is Israel about to attack Iran, 
or when will this happen? Second, do US 
President Barack Obama and his entourage 
hate Israel, and will there be a major 
confrontation or some kind of sellout?

The first two questions are pretty easy to 
answer, the third less so.

Israel and an attack on Iran: Israeli policy 
is quite clear. Its current emphasis is on 
supporting strong sanctions. There is, of 
course, skepticism as to whether strong 
sanctions will be applied and whether 
such a step would work, but that’s not the 
determining factor. It is recognized that the 
West must thoroughly try diplomatic means 
to satisfy itself that everything short of an 
armed attack has failed.

Only when the sanctions have been seen 
to be ineffective at stopping Iran’s march to 
nuclear weapons would Israel even begin to 
go into an attack phase, but even then there 
are two major considerations.

One is that it will only attack when Iran is 
on the verge of getting weapons. Not only 
would that situation make the decision about 
responding an immediate task, but also 
because that would be when Teheran has 
the maximum equipment installed and the 
most damage can be done. There is no sense 
bombing half-empty buildings.

The disadvantage is that this would 
give the regime more time to disperse the 
facilities. And that introduces the other 
problem. A cabinet meeting would be held to 
determine whether an attack could be carried 
out, whether the political and security costs 
would be acceptable and whether an attack 
would succeed in setting back the Iranian 
program by a big margin.

Is Israel capable of launching an effective 
attack? Without going into all the complex 
details, the basic answer is “yes.”

If destroying Iran’s nuclear capability is an 
existential imperative, could Israel weather 
the diplomatic criticism and terrorist or other 
attacks? Again, yes. Hamas and Hizbullah 
would escalate and launch rockets, but they 

could be deterred or defeated.
It is the last point, however, that is critical: 

Would an attack achieve considerable 
success in putting back Iran’s nuclear 
program by years? That cannot be taken for 
granted. In military action lots can go wrong. 
Planes can crash; mechanical breakdowns 
or bad weather may cause failure. The 
distances involved are huge, the margin of 
error very fine.

What if the bombs miss and hit civilians? 
(Yes, Israel cares a lot about this despite all 
the slander and lies regarding its behavior.) 
Will dispersion of facilities mean that only 
a small portion of Iran’s facilities will be 
damaged or destroyed?

In short, is it worth launching an attack 
that only inflames the situation further, costs 
lots of diplomatic capital and doesn’t do any 
good?

This is a question that can only be raised 
and decided in a cabinet meeting at the 
proper time. There is no determined choice 
already made and that is as it should be.

The second question relates to Obama 
and Israel. In my opinion, Obama has 
absolutely no warm feelings toward Israel 
and, if anything, his instincts are hostile. 
But previous American presidents – notably 
Richard Nixon – have followed pro-Israel 
policies despite being personally unfriendly. 
What is important is that Obama and his 
entourage have learned two things.

One of them is that bashing Israel is 

politically costly. American public opinion 
is very strongly pro-Israel. Congress 
is as friendly to Israel as ever. For an 
administration that is more conscious of its 
future reelection campaign than any previous 
one, holding onto Jewish voters and ensuring 
Jewish donations is very important. There 
will almost certainly not be a visit of Obama 
to Israel this year; he’ll wait until it will do 
him some good at the polls (which is a good 
thing, since the less attention he pays to this 
issue the less harm he’ll do).

The other point is that the administration 
has seen that bashing Israel doesn’t get it 
anywhere. For one thing, the current Israeli 
government won’t give in easily and is very 
adept at protecting its country’s interests. 
This administration has a great deal of 
trouble being tough with anyone.

If in fact the Palestinians and Arabs 
were eager to make a deal and energetic 
about supporting other US policies, the 
administration might well be tempted to 
press for an arrangement that largely ignored 
Israeli interests. But this is not the case. It is 
the Palestinians who refuse even to come to 
the negotiating table - and that is unlikely to 
change quickly or easily. Arab states won’t 
lift a finger to help the US on Iran, Iraq or 
Arab-Israeli issues. So why bother?

Moreover, no matter how much noise the 
administration makes about being engaged 
on the Israel-Palestinian front, it knows 
that not much is going to happen. Its envoy, 

George Mitchell, will run around and make 
plans, but the top brass in Washington isn’t 
going to devote all that much time to this 
issue.

The hostility to Israel of the 
administration’s overall personnel can also 
be exaggerated. A couple of names come to 
mind of officials who are hostile, but there 
are also many – arguably more in number – 
who are reasonably friendly, including the 
secretaries of state and defense.

The idea that David Axelrod and Rahm 
Emanuel constitute some anti-Israel cabal 
is misleading, too. If there were a serious 
peace process, they’d certainly push Israel 
harder to make more concessions than others 
would, but they are focused on domestic 
affairs and also know that this issue is a 
non-winner for them in terms of success, 
glory or political advantage.

These two factors form the basic 
framework for understanding the Middle 
East this year. Putting down a smoke screen 
of diplomatic activity and proposals, the US 
government is likely to place the “peace 
process,” whose nonexistence is too real 
to ignore, on the back burner. Meanwhile, 
Israel is doing the same thing with an attack 
on Iran. The next year’s events in the region 
will come from other crises and issues. 

Barry Rubin is director of the Global Research in 
International Affairs (GLORIA) Center and editor of the 
Middle east Review of International Affairs (MERIA) 
Journal.

Will Obama attack Israel, will Israel attack Iran?
By Barry Rubin

This year, U.S. Jews, like other 
Americans, will mark Martin Luther 

King, Jr. Day by remembering him as a 
powerful voice against racism and for civil 
rights. But, for Jews, Dr. King was also 
something else: a uniquely important ally 
in the fight against anti-Semitism and for a 
secure Israel.

Today, Dr. King’s close bond with the 
Jewish community is treated only as a small 
footnote of his life and work. But, toward the 
end of his life, Dr. King devoted significant 
time and energy to strengthening what were 
becoming increasingly strained ties between 
black Americans and U.S. Jews. One issue 
Dr. King was particularly concerned with 
was the growing mischaracterization of 
Zionism as racism.

Dr. King spoke and wrote often about 
Israel. However, the true depth of Dr. 
King’s commitment to Israel was readily 
apparent in a September, 1967 letter he 
sent to Adolph Held, then president of the 
organization I now lead, the Jewish Labor 
Committee. Dr. King wrote Held after the 
Jewish leader contacted him regarding press 
accounts of a conference that Dr. King’s 
Southern Christian Leadership Conference 

participated in. At the meeting, strongly 
worded resolutions blasting Zionism and 
embracing the position of the Arab powers 
had been considered.

Understanding Held’s worries, Dr. King 
explained that, beyond offering opening 
remarks, he had no part in the conference. 
But, Dr. King said, had he been present 

during the discussion of the resolutions 
“I would have made it crystal clear that I 
could not have supported any resolution 
calling for black separatism or calling for a 
condemnation of Israel and an unqualified 
endorsement of the policy of the Arab 
powers.”

“Israel’s right to exist as a state is 
incontestable,” Dr. King wrote. He then 
added, almost prophetically, “At the same 
time the great powers have the obligation 
to recognize that the Arab world is in a state 
of imposed poverty and backwardness that 
must threaten peace and harmony.”

Referring to the stake U.S. oil companies 
have in the Middle East, Dr. King went on 
to note that “some Arab feudal rulers are no 
less concerned for oil wealth and neglect the 
plight of their own peoples. The solution 
will have to be found in statesmanship by 
Israel and progressive Arab forces who in 
concert with the great powers recognize fair 
and peaceful solutions are the concern of all 
humanity and must be found.”

Were Dr. King’s comments to Held 
intended only to soothe a miffed supporter? 
Hardly. In a March 25, 1968 speech to the 
Rabbinical Assembly, Dr. King said: “Peace 

for Israel means security, and we must stand 
with all our might to protect its right to exist, 
its territorial integrity. I see Israel as one of 
the great outposts of democracy in the world, 
and a marvelous example of what can be 
done, how desert land can be transformed into 
an oasis of brotherhood and democracy. Peace 
for Israel means security and that security 
must be a reality.” Less than two weeks later, 
on April 4, Dr. King was murdered while 
organizing support for striking sanitation 
workers in Memphis, Tennessee.

We can only speculate how, had he 
lived, Dr. King might have helped heal 
the divisions between Jews and African-
Americans – or even the contributions he 
could have made toward achieving Middle 
East peace. What we do know is that Dr. 
King’s vision of a secure Israel and a 
peaceful Middle East is as relevant today 
as it was in the 1960s. We know something 
else, too: that it’s up to each of us to help 
make it a reality. For American Jews, maybe 
that’s what this Martin Luther King, Jr., Day 
is really all about. . . .

(Stuart Appelbaum, a Vice President of the AFL-CIO, 
is President of the Jewish Labor Committee)

Martin Luther King, Jr., Israel and American Jewry 
By Stuart Appelbaum

Dr. Martin Luther King
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• According to the 1993 Oslo Agreements, Jerusalem is 
one of the issues to be discussed in future permanent status 
negotiations. The Swedish move to have the European 
foreign ministers back a declaration recognizing eastern 
Jerusalem as the capital of a future Palestinian state clearly 
pre-judges the outcome of those talks.

• When the EU foreign ministers met on December 8, they 
issued a statement that only partly softened the Swedish 
draft. It dropped the reference to the Palestinian state being 
comprised of “the West Bank and Gaza with East Jerusalem 
as its capital,” but still retained a proposal that envisions 
“Jerusalem as the future capital of two states.”

• The EU statement insisted that the EU “will not 
recognize any changes in the pre-1967 borders” without the 
agreement of the parties. Yet by enshrining the 1967 lines as 
a previous political border, the EU was ignoring that these 
were only armistice lines and not a recognized international 
boundary. In fact, it was UN Security Council Resolution 
242, which acknowledged that the pre-1967 lines might 
change.

• By waving the carrot of a statement of support for 
eastern Jerusalem to be part of a Palestinian state, the 
Swedes are causing Mahmoud Abbas’ advisors to believe 
that if they avoid bilateral negotiations with Israel, they can 
create the political environment for third party intervention 
to their advantage.

• What is needed is an ongoing Israeli diplomatic effort for 
Jerusalem, underlining Israel’s legal rights and its role as the 
protector of the holy sites. Unfortunately, European states, 
which once sought to protect the holy sites of Christianity 
in Jerusalem, today appear to be oblivious to what would 
happen to their churches were the Old City of Jerusalem 
to be given to a Palestinian regime under the influence of 
Hamas.

In December 2009, the last month that Sweden held the 
rotating presidency of the 27-nation European Union, 
Stockholm undertook an initiative to have the European 
foreign ministers back a declaration recognizing eastern 
Jerusalem as the capital of a future Palestinian state. 
According to the 1993 Oslo Agreements, Jerusalem is one 
of the issues to be discussed in future permanent status 
negotiations; the Swedish move clearly pre-judges the 
outcome of those talks.

There were two extremely problematic clauses in the 
Swedish draft:

• “The European Union calls for the urgent resumption 
of negotiations that will lead, within an agreed time-frame, 
to a two-state solution with an independent, democratic, 
contiguous and viable state of Palestine, comprising the 
West Bank and Gaza and with East Jerusalem as its capital 
[emphasis added]” (Paragraph 1).

• “The Council recalls that it has never recognized the 
annexation of East Jerusalem. If there is to be genuine peace, 
a way must be found to resolve the status of Jerusalem as the 
capital of two states” (Paragraph 7).

To make matters worse, the draft document added a 
European “commitment to support further efforts and 
steps towards Palestinian statehood and to be able, at the 
appropriate time, to recognize a Palestinian state.” By not 
making the European offer of recognition contingent upon 
a negotiated outcome, this phraseology will only encourage 
the Palestinian leadership to unilaterally declare a Palestinian 
state.

The Swedish proposal was initially backed by Great 
Britain, Belgium, Ireland, Luxembourg, and Malta.

When the EU foreign ministers met on December 8, they 
issued a statement that only partly softened the Swedish draft 
by modifying the first of the two problematic clauses but 
leaving the second clause intact. In Paragraph 1 they dropped 
the reference to the Palestinian state being comprised of “the 
West Bank and Gaza with East Jerusalem as its capital.” But 
the EU statement still retained the proposal that envisioned 
“Jerusalem as the future capital of two states.” It also insisted 
that the EU “will not recognize any changes in the pre-1967 
borders, including with regard to Jerusalem,” without the 
agreement of the parties. By enshrining the 1967 lines as 
a previous political border, the EU was ignoring that these 
were only armistice lines and not a recognized international 

boundary. In fact, it was UN Security Council Resolution 
242, which acknowledged that the pre-1967 lines might 
change; not surprisingly, the EU made no explicit reference 
to that resolution. From the Israeli perspective, while the 
EU statement still fundamentally contradicted Israeli policy 
on Jerusalem, which called for keeping the city united, at 
least the EU statement was consistent with past EU policy 
declarations on Jerusalem and did not contain language that 
went further, as did the Swedish draft.

In both the Swedish draft and the final EU statement, 
agreement over the future of Jerusalem is to be reached 
through negotiations, though this point is somewhat 
strengthened in the final EU version. Apparently, the U.S. 
government was particularly concerned with this very point. 
On December 8, 2009, U.S. State Department Spokesman 
Phillip Crowley stressed: “We are aware of the EU statement, 
but our position on Jerusalem is clear. And we believe that 
as a final status issue, this is best addressed inside a formal 
negotiation among the parties directly.” Clearly, Washington 
took issue with the remaining ambiguities contained in the 
EU statement and how the Palestinians might interpret them 
to support an option of unilaterally declaring a Palestinian 
state with eastern Jerusalem as its capital.

The Record of Recent European Intervention on the 
Issue of Jerusalem

The Swedish initiative is not the first time Israel has 
heard Europe publically doubting its standing in its capital. 
Ten years ago, on May 4, 1999, the five-year Oslo Interim 
Agreement was about to come to an end and the Palestinian 
Authority, led by Yasser Arafat, was considering a unilateral 
declaration of Palestinian statehood. As the date drew near, 
Palestinian leaders debated whether they should unilaterally 
declare a Palestinian state and what should be its borders. 
Abu Ala, one of the Palestinian architects of the Oslo 
Agreements, wrote in the Palestinian daily al-Hayat al-Jadida 
on December 21, 1998, that the basis of a Palestinian state 
had already been established, namely, the borders set in the 
1947 Partition Plan - UN General Assembly Resolution 181.

According to Resolution 181, all of Jerusalem was 
supposed to be an international entity for ten years under 
UN administration, at which time its residents could vote on 
whether to be incorporated into the Jewish state or the Arab 
state that the resolution proposed. The international entity 
was called in Latin a “corpus separatum” - or separate entity. 
On March 1, 1999, Germany held the rotating presidency of 
the European Union and its ambassador in Israel sent what 
is called a note verbale to the Israeli Foreign Ministry, which 
stated that the EU “reaffirms its known position concerning 
the specific status of Jerusalem as a corpus separatum.” 
Abu Ala celebrated the EU paper, declaring that according 
to the EU, both western and eastern Jerusalem were “under 
occupation.”

Historically, Resolution 181 had been overtaken by events. 
Subsequent UN resolutions increasingly made reference to 
the 1949 Armistice Agreements. Moreover, during the 1948 
War, Jerusalem came under attack by at least three Arab 
armies. It was evident that the UN had failed to implement 
its own resolution and the internationalized corpus separatum 
it proposed. Jerusalem was defended by the nascent Israel 
Defense Forces – not by the UN. As a result, Prime Minister 
David Ben-Gurion declared that Israel regarded Resolution 
181’s references to Jerusalem to be “null and void,” and that 
remained the position of subsequent Israeli governments.

Irresponsible European diplomacy only radicalized the 
Palestinian position back in 1999. Arafat started a campaign 
to obtain international recognition of Resolution 181 as 
the basis for Palestinian statehood, replacing any reference 
to Resolution 242. Arafat visited the UN in March 1999 
to advance this idea. While he was still in New York, the 
PLO observer at the UN, Nasser al-Kidwa, sent a letter 
to Secretary General Kofi Annan and all UN members 
which stated: “Israel must still explain to the international 
community the measures it took illegally to extend its 
laws and regulations to the territory it occupied in the war 
of 1948, beyond the territory allocated to the Jewish state 
in Resolution 181.” Effective Israeli diplomacy in 1999 
caused the PLO to retreat from its Resolution 181 campaign 
and its plan to unilaterally declare a state at that time. But 
what was demonstrated was that rather than narrowing the 
gaps between Israel and the Palestinians, the Europeans 
succeeded only in widening them.

Implications for Future Peace Negotiations

The Europeans have been making troubling statements 
on Jerusalem since the 1980 Venice Declaration, which 
rejected unilateral Israeli steps to reunify the city after 
1967. But since 2002, they have had a new responsibility as 
members of the Quartet – along with the U.S., Russia, and 
the UN Secretariat – to help assist the parties in reaching 
a negotiated solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. 
Swedish Foreign Minister Carl Bildt knows that in the 
November 9, 2008, Quartet statement, the Quartet members 
agreed to the principle that “third parties should not 
intervene in bilateral negotiations.”

By waving the carrot of a statement of support for eastern 
Jerusalem to be part of a Palestinian state, the Swedes are 
causing Mahmoud Abbas’ advisors to believe that if they 
avoid bilateral negotiations with Israel, they can create the 
political environment for third party intervention to their 
advantage. The Swedes have reduced the incentive for 
Abbas to return to any negotiations with Israel. Moreover, 
by violating a Quartet principle, the Swedes undermine 
European credibility with Israel: Who needs the Quartet if 
its members do not live up to their obligations?

The impact of the Swedish initiative on future Israeli-
Palestinian negotiations has some similarity to what 
happened with the EU in 1999: rather than make negotiations 
easier, here a European initiative only makes them harder 
and encourages Palestinian unilateralism. Presently, it is 
well known that the Obama administration’s insistence on 
a settlement freeze has caused Abbas to make a settlement 
freeze a precondition to the renewal of negotiations, one 
that never existed previously. Israel rightfully rejects the 
idea that its ten-month settlement freeze apply to eastern 
Jerusalem. Unfortunately, the Swedish initiative will only 
reinforce Abbas’ demand that any settlement freeze also 
apply to eastern Jerusalem, thereby reducing the chances 
that negotiations will be restarted.

The Problem with Sweden

Sweden has become a particularly troubling country 
for Israel in Europe. On August 17, 2009, the Swedish 
daily Aftonbladet published an article by freelance writer 
Donald Bostrom, who argued that the IDF had harvested the 
organs of Palestinians and was sending them abroad. While 
many in the Swedish media condemned the newspaper 
story, the Swedish government refused to take a position. 
When the Swedish ambassador in Tel Aviv, Elisabet 
Borsiin Bonnier, expressed her disgust with the article, the 
Swedish government decided to distance itself from its own 
ambassador ’s 

Europe Seeks to Divide Jerusalem
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statement. Since that event, Swedish-Israeli relations have 
been tense. The problem is that for the second half of 2009, 
Sweden has held the rotating presidency of the European 
Union and therefore can propose new European policies 
that conflict with Israel’s most fundamental interests. In the 
meantime, Sweden has totally changed its official approach 
to Israel: from being one of the friendliest countries to the 
Jewish state, its government is now exhibiting increasing 
signs of hostility to Israel’s positions.

Lessons for Israel

There is an important lesson for Israel from the debate 
inside the EU over the future of Jerusalem. Inside Israeli 
governments there is the expression that “the immediate 
always puts off the important.” In this case, because Israeli 
diplomacy is always dealing with urgent issues – from the 
Goldstone report to the latest Iranian nuclear decisions – as 
a result it does not always address long-term Israeli interests 
such as keeping Jerusalem united. True, Sweden had a 
number of important opponents to its proposals on Jerusalem 
in the EU, like the Czech Republic, the Netherlands, France, 
Romania, Hungary, Poland, and Italy. But it is a mistake to 
take international support for Israel’s positions among these 
states for granted.

What is needed is an ongoing Israeli diplomatic effort for 
Jerusalem, underlining Israel’s legal rights and its role as 
the protector of the holy sites. The arguments to support a 
united Jerusalem must be raised by Israeli ambassadors in 
all the capitals where they serve and not wait for a crisis 
to develop, like the current struggle inside the EU. The 
Jewish people restored their majority in Jerusalem in 1864, 
well before the British Mandate. The League of Nations 
established Jerusalem as part of the Jewish National Home. 
Stephen Schwebel, who would eventually become President 
of the International Court of Justice in The Hague, wrote 
in 1970 that “Israel has better title in the territory of what 
was Palestine, including the whole of Jerusalem [emphasis 
added], than do Jordan and Egypt.” There is a huge irony 
that Europeans, who remember the removal of the Berlin 
Wall in 1989 as a historical turning point for their continent, 
now advocate the re-division of Jerusalem between two 
separate states.

For the Palestinians, the demand for a capital in eastern 
Jerusalem has become a mantra that they repeat at every 
opportunity. Unfortunately, European states, which once 
sought to protect the holy sites of Christianity in Jerusalem, 
today appear to be oblivious to what would happen to their 
churches were the Old City of Jerusalem to be given to a 
Palestinian regime under the influence of Hamas. Indeed, 
prior to the EU decision on the Swedish draft, prominent 
former European officials like Chris Patten, Romano Prodi, 
Hubert Vedrine, and Lionel Jospin lobbied on behalf of the 
Swedish draft and the adoption of a more pro-Palestinian EU 
position on Jerusalem. If Israel does not make a concerted 
effort to protect its rights in Jerusalem, then even its closest 
friends in Europe will assume that at the end of the day, 
Israel will concede those rights and agree to the policies that 
Europe is proposing.

Dr. Dore Gold, Israel’s ambassador to the UN in 1997-99, is President of 
the Jerusalem Center for Public Affairs and author of Hatred’s Kingdom: 
How Saudi Arabia Supports the New Global Terrorism (Regnery, 2003), 
The Fight for Jerusalem: Radical Islam, the West, and the Future of the 
Holy City (Regnery, 2007), and The Rise of Nuclear Iran: How Tehran 
Defies the West (Regnery, 2009) 

www.jpca.org

Continued from page 12

The Western Wall in Jerusalem

Obama’s Nobel “lecture” offers critics the usual 
cornucopia of opportunities for criticism but I shall 

focus on just two statements:
“I am the Commander-in-Chief of a nation in the midst 

of two wars.” And here I thought there were three wars. 
Obama’s two are Iraq and Afghanistan; missing is what 
George W. Bush termed the “war on terror” and I call 
the “war on radical Islam.” Obama apparently reduces 
that third one to Al-Qaeda and counts it as just part of 
the Afghan war. His mistake has real consequences; long 
after American troops have left Iraq and Afghanistan, 
Islamists will be attacking and subverting us. If we don’t 
see their efforts as a war, we lose.

“Religion is used to justify the murder of innocents by 
those who have distorted and defiled the great religion 
of Islam.” Here, Obama follows his predecessor in 
presenting himself as an interpreter of Islam. I ridiculed 
“Imam Bush” for telling Muslims about true Islam and its 
distortion, and now I must ridicule “Sheikh Obama” for 
the same. He’s a politician, not a theologian. He’s now a 
Christian, not a Muslim. He should steer completely clear 
from the topic of who are good or bad Muslims. 

(Source: www.danielpipes.org)

Netanyahu in Auschwitz: 

“We Will Never Forget”

Ariel ‘Jewish Capital of Samaria’

German to tighten Iran sanctions

Sheikh Obama and his two wars

By Daniel Pipes

By Ronny Gordon

By Daniel Pipes

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu traveled 
to Poland to commemorate the 65th anniversary of 

liberation of Auschwitz. Speaking to Holocaust survivors 
who had gathered at the notorious Auschwitz-Birkenau 
Nazi death camp in Poland, where more than 1 million 
Jews were murdered during World War II, Mr Netanyahu 
said such hatred must be stopped in its tracks.

“The lesson of the Holocaust is that murderous evil 
must be stopped as early as possible when it is still in its 
early phases and cannot yet realize its intentions. We, the 
Jewish people, after losing one third of our nation on the 
blood-soaked earth of Europe, learned that we must be 
prepared to defend ourselves. We have learned that the 
only guarantee for the survival of our nation is a strong 
Israel and its army – the Israel Defense Force. 

“From this place I vow, as the head of the State of the 

Jews: never again will we let the machine of evil cut off 
the life of our nation. Never again,” Netanyahu said.

In a stunning and remarkable moment, Netanyahu 
also declared to the people of Europe and the world that 
the prophecies of Ezekiel 37 have been fulfilled. The 
Holocaust, he said, represented the “dry bones” and 
“graves” of the Jewish people, and out of that horror 
the State of Israel was resurrected, just as the Lord said 
would happen through the Hebrew Prophet Ezekiel. 
Quoting the biblical account of the attacks on the Jews by 
the people of Amalek as Moses led them out of Egypt, 
Mr Netanyahu urged Jews today to ‘’remember what 
Amalek did to you’’. Rarely has any world leader given 
a major address on an international stage declaring End 
Times prophecies from the Bible have come true. But that 
is exactly what Netanyahu did. 

Prime Minister Binyamin 
Netanyahu reaffirmed Israel’s 

claim on major Jewish population 
centers in Judea and Samaria, and 
declared the Jewish city of Ariel 
“the capital of Samaria.” He planted 
a symbolic tree in the city, as he did 
earlier in the week in Gush Etzion, 
south of Jerusalem, and Maaleh 
Adumin, located west of the capital 
and overlooking the Dead Sea.

Netanyahu reinforced an about-face 

in Israel’s policy statements, which 
previously have concentrated on 
meeting American demands for 
“goodwill” measures to the PA. 
“Everyone who sees the geography 
here understands how important” are 
Ariel and the surrounding areas, he 
said.

Prime Minister Netanyahu added 
that he was planting not only a tree 
but also “three principles: Growing 
strength, Jewish settlement and 

culture in the heart of our land of 
our forefathers and where we will 
remain and build.” His remarks 
implied that the current temporary 
10-month building freeze on new 
homes for Jews in Judea and Samaria 
will remain an interim measure, as he 
previously has promised.

Abbas has refused to concede a 
claim to “every inch” of Judea and 
Samaria as well as eastern Jerusalem. 

(Source: Arutz-7)

MUNICH, Germany (JTA) 
-- Germany is preparing 

to tighten sanctions against Iran, 
Chancellor Angela Merkel said.

Merkel made the declaration during 
a recent news conference following a 
meeting with Israeli Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu in Berlin.

Netanyahu stressed that sanctions 
must be stepped up now, given that 
Iran’s government has “shown its 

true face” by cracking down on its 
own people. He told reporters that 
history has shown how these kinds of 
governments can also tyrannize the 
world. 

“If we don’t impose sanctions now, 
then when? The answer is now,” he 
said, urging “tough and fast” action.

Merkel did not elaborate on the 
extent of further sanctions, but she 
noted that Iran has not responded to 

offers for “reasonable cooperation, 
transparent cooperation.”

Other topics reportedly discussed 
during the joint Cabinet meeting 
included economic cooperation, 
environmental issues, the sale of 
a German submarine to Israel, the 
Middle East peace process and the 
status of kidnapped Israeli soldier 
Gilad Shalit.

A visibly embarrassed Barack Obama shows off his 
Nobel Peace Prize.

photo@Isranet
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Human Rights Watch founder Robert L. 
Bernstein has been roundly criticized 

for arguing that his own organization, which 
by its repeated reports suggests that Israel’s 
human rights record is so reprehensible as 
to warrant heightened condemnation, has 
unfairly demonized Israel. To get a first-hand 
account of this ongoing argument, I arranged 
to accompany my son, a documentary 
filmmaker in Israel, on a recent appointment 
to tape an interview with Bassem Eid, the 
general director of the Palestinian Human 
Rights Monitoring Group.

Apprehensively, we drive north out of 
West Jerusalem into the East Jerusalem 
neighborhood known as Beit Hanina. 
Israel’s reviled security barrier, a concrete 
scar rising into the sky, dominates the 
landscape. The streets, crowded with top-of-
the-line Mercedes, VW’s and BMW’s, as 
well as vehicular detritus that would easily 
qualify for America’s cash-for-clunkers 
program, teem with Arabs, mostly young, 
but some bent with age. Other than a 
singled parked Israeli police car with two 
bored (and when we ask for directions, 
unhelpful) police officers, there are no Jews 
to be seen. Up a narrow, unevenly paved 
street, in a non-descript building, is the neat 
office of the Monitoring Group, staffed, in 
addition to Eid, by three Palestinian women 
– one Muslim, one Christian and one 
unidentifiable.

Bassem Eid is a short, dark-complexioned 
Muslim with a quick smile and a vibrant 
energy who lives in a refugee camp. My 
son and I are late for the interview, having 
gotten lost in the unfamiliar streets of East 
Jerusalem, but Eid’s hospitality predominates 
over his impatience. As he sits in front of the 
camera and my son begins to ask questions, 
Eid quickly warms to his subject.

Eid spent many years working with 
B’Tselem, the Israeli human rights group 
that focuses on Israeli abuses in the 
territories. My son and I were pretty sure 

what we would hear: the usual catalogue of 
complaints about Israel’s barriers to travel, 
humiliating searches and police harassment. 
But although Eid is critical of Israel, and 
in particular its West Bank settlements, 
this is not at all his focus. It turns out that 
he formed the Palestinian Human Rights 
Monitoring Group when he concluded that a 
major element in the abuse of Palestinians – 
the abuse of Palestinians by the Palestinian 
Authority – was being overlooked. And on 
this subject, he is an expert.

To Eid, Palestinians’ self-inflicted abuses 
are more serious that any by Israelis. He 
describes the human rights situation in the 
Palestinian Authority as “very disturbing,” 
and marked by “illegal detention ... political 
arrests, [and] torture inside the PA detention 
centers.” Eid, who himself has been arrested 
by the PA, says he has seen the signs of 
torture on the bodies of Palestinians held 
by the PA. He notes that the PA in the West 
Bank and Hamas in Gaza present an “equal 
picture,” and that there is “no difference” 
between them. Each uses imprisonment for 

years, without trial and without charges, and 
torture against opponents. Each is deeply 
corrupt, looking after personal interests “to 
build themselves rather than to build the 
society itself.”

Nor can the West have a clear picture of 
these abuses. “I do not think,” Eid says, “that 
there is any kind of open media anywhere in 
the Palestinian territories, neither in Gaza 
nor the West Bank.” Journalists continue 
to be confined in West Bank prisons, and 
critical media, he says, has been closed 
down. “Mr. Abbas,” says Eid, “may talk 
about free media where he is ruling but in 
my opinion, as a human rights organization, 
we are receiving a lot of reports how the 
right of free expression is being completely 
violated by the Palestinian Authority in 
Ramallah and by the Hamas in the Gaza 
strip.” Moreover, according to Eid, these 
government abuses result in self-censorship, 
since journalists, once imprisoned and 
sometimes tortured in both the West Bank 
and Gaza, prefer to avoid a return visit.

Eid notes that Western reporters are largely 

shielded from what is actually occurring in 
Gaza and the West Bank. “Foreign journalists 
are based more in Jerusalem rather than in 
Gaza or the West Bank. For their safety, they 
prefer Jerusalem.” So, says Eid, they rely on 
local journalists, who lack the objectivity that 
is expected from Western media.

In America and in Europe, reports 
emphasizing Israeli abuses (like those of 
Hamas Rights Watch) are widely publicized, 
creating an image of downtrodden 
Palestinians thirsting to be free of the 
Israeli boot while anxious to exercise a 
right of return. Eid rejects this picture. He 
has visited refugee camps in Syria, Jordan 
and Lebanon, and says that 70 percent of 
the refuges would prefer compensation 
over the right of return, because they 
understand the political reality that 
“return” means they would have to live 
within the borders of a Palestinian state  
and not inside Israel. Palestinians, whether 
they reside in Lebanon, or Jordan, or in  
East Jerusalem, cautions Eid, “can see what 
is going on in Ramallah, what is going on  
in Nablus, [and] what is going on in Gaza. 
And nobody wants to be part of such a 
troubled life.”

Focusing on his neighbors in East 
Jerusalem, Eid concludes that they much 
prefer life in Israel, with its health benefits 
and, even for Palestinians, relatively 
open society, to life under the Palestinian 
Authority. “These people,” he says, “don’t 
want to become a part of the Palestinian 
Authority.... [They] are happy where they 
are right now.”

Critics in the West, and enemies in 
the Arab world, may suggest a moral 
equivalency between Israel, Hamas in Gaza 
and the Palestinian Authority in the West 
Bank, but Palestinians, says Eid, know 
better. It is time for Western critics of Israel 
to know better as well. 

(Gregory R. Smith is an attorney in Los Angeles – 
Source www.aish.com)

Human rights abuse by Palestinians
By Gregory R. Smith
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Israel’s security barrier in East Jerusalem

Yitzhak Ganon survived Auschwitz SS doctor Josef 
Mengele’s medical experiments, and swore never to set 

foot in a hospital again.
Sixty-five years ago, infamous Auschwitz SS doctor 

Josef Mengele removed Yitzhak Ganon’s kidney without 
anesthesia. The Greek-born Jew swore never to see a doctor 
again – until a recent heart attack brought his horrific tale 
into the open.

He is a thin man. His wine-red cardigan is a little too big, 
and his legs are like matchsticks in his brown pants. Yitzhak 
Ganon takes care of himself. He’s freshly shaven, his white 
mustache neatly trimmed. The 85-year-old sits on a gray 
sofa, with a cushion supporting his back. He is too weak 
to stand by himself, but he still greets a guest in German: 
“Guten Tag.”

Speaking is hard for him. “Slowly, Abba,” his daughter 
Iris says, and brings him a glass of water. Her father has 
never in his life complained of any pain, she says.

A month ago he came back from his morning walk and 
lay down. “Are you sick, Papa?” Iris asked. “No, just a little 
tired,” Yitzhak Ganon answered, before going to sleep. But 
after a few hours he was still tired. “I don’t need a doctor,” 
he told his daughter.

The next morning things were even worse. Ganon’s wife 
and daughter called a doctor, who diagnosed a viral infection 
and told him to go to the hospital. Ganon resisted, but finally 
realized his life was in danger. At some point he stopped 
fighting the doctor’s orders.

‘Just One Kidney’

His family brought him to the hospital in his home town 

of Petach Tikva near Tel Aviv. He had hardly been admitted 
when he lost consciousness. Heart attack, the doctor said. The 
blood clots were cleared with the help of tiny balloons, and 
the doctors put five stents in him. “We thought he wouldn’t 
survive the operation,” said Eli Lev, the doctor. “Especially 
since he had just one kidney.”

When Yitzhak Ganon came to, he told the doctors where 
he lost the other kidney -- and why he had avoided doctors 
for 65 years. A reporter from the Israeli paper Maariv heard 
about the story. And now, weeks after the operation, Ganon 
is ready to tell his story to a German reporter for the first 
time.

He stretches his back and looks at a photo on the living 
room wall. It shows the Acropolis in Athens. “I come 
from Arta, a small city in northern Greece. It happened 
on Saturday, March 25, 1944. We had just lit the candles 
to celebrate the Sabbath when an SS officer and a Greek 
policeman burst into the house. They told us we should get 
ourselves ready for a big trip.”

The 85-year-old slides the sleeve of his shirt up and 
uncovers his left forearm. The number 182558 is tattooed 
there in dark-blue ink.

Tied Down

The transport to Auschwitz took two weeks. His sick 
father died on the journey. Upon arrival, they had to strip 
and submit to an inspection. Ganon’s mother and five 
siblings were then sent to the gas chambers.

Yitzhak Ganon was taken to the Auschwitz-Birkenau 
hospital, where Josef Mengele, the so-called “Angel of 
Death,” conducted grisly experiments on Jewish prisoners.

Ganon had to lie down on a table and was tied down. 
Without any anesthetics, Mengele cut him open and removed 
his kidney. “I saw the kidney pulsing in his hand and cried 
like a crazy man,” Ganon says. “I screamed the ‘Shema 
Yisrael.’ I begged for death, to stop the suffering.”

After the “operation,” he had to work in the Auschwitz 
sewing room without painkillers. Among other things, he 
had to clean bloody medical instruments. Once, he had to 
spend the whole night in a bath of ice-cold water because 
Mengele wanted to “test” his lung function. Altogether, 
Ganon spent six and a half months in the concentration 
camp’s hospital.

‘Just Fatigue’

When they had no more use for him, the Nazis sent him 
to the gas chamber. He survived only by chance: The gas 
chamber held only 200 people. Ganon was number 201.

On January 27, 1945, Auschwitz was liberated by Soviet 
troops. Yitzhak Ganon made it back to Greece and found his 
surviving siblings –  a brother and a sister – and emigrated 
to Israel in 1949. He got married. And he swore never to 
go to a doctor again. “Whenever he was sick, even when it 
was really bad,” his wife Ahuva says, “he told me it was just 
fatigue.”

But now Ganon is happy he finally went to the hospital 
after his heart attack. One week later, he had another heart 
attack, and was given a pacemaker. “If the doctors hadn’t 
been there,” he says, smiling for the first time, “I would be 
dead now.” Yitzak Ganon has survived, again.

(Source: www.spiegel.de/international/world)

Why One Auschwitz Survivor Avoided Doctors for 65 Years
By Christoph Schult
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Well known author and speaker, 
David Pawson, has written a 

book about Israel in the New Testament, 
focusing especially on Israel in Matthew, 
Acts, Romans, Hebrews and Revelation. 
The author believes that Israel has a 
future in God’s purposes; that He has 
not finished with Israel; that neither the 
people nor the place has been left behind 
in God’s purposes.

“Those who believe what the Bible 
teaches about God’s plans and purposes 
for the people and place of Israel are often 

ISRAEL in the New Testament
Defending Christian Zionism
David Pawson Ministries Australia
Inspirational Media New Zealand
PO Box 38 Moffat Beach Qld 4551
Private Bag 12017 Tauranga 
Phone: (61) 07 5491 3899
Phone: (64) 07 579 2741
admin@davidpawson.com.au
media@inspirational.org.nz
www.davidpawson.com.au
www.inspirational.org.nz

ISRAEL in the New Testament

David Pawson

Another year has come and gone, and 
that simply means that the world is one 

year farther into the “end times” of Bible 
prophecy. As some would say, it is one year 
closer to its Biblical conclusion. Actually, 
the Bible does not say that the world itself 
will end, but that this “time” or “age” will 
end and a new one will begin. 

So how has the year 2009 contributed to 
this “end times” progression? What has 
occurred this past year to help lead the 
world closer to the conclusion of our present 
“time”? 

The election of a new American president 
focused on “change”. But it appears that the 
new administration is following the same 
route to attempt to fix the problem of the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict as did the old, 
namely to force a two-state solution. 

The pursuit continues, in spite of the 
clear reality that for 60+ years this highly 
heralded two-state solution has run into 
insurmountable obstacles. It has not worked 
and will not work until the rebellious and 
militant mindset of the radical Muslim Arabs 
changes and they accept Israel as a sovereign 
state and recognize her right to exist. The 
Arab and Muslim mindset of hatred for the 
Jewish people goes back some 4,000 years 
to the rivalry between Isaac and Ishmael. 

But Bible prophecy tells us that one 
day this Arab hatred is going to erupt in 
an all-out war aimed at destroying and 
annihilating the Jewish nation and people. 
This event seems to be more and more 
imminent. 

The world community has failed to 
acknowledge the Biblical significance of the 
state of Israel. The fulfillment of the Biblical 
prophecy of the return of the Jewish people 
to their ancient homeland and the rebirth of 
the ancient nation of Israel virtually launched 
the “end times.” Nor do the world leaders 
seem to understand that their policies, in 
regard to the restored present-day Israel, 
have accelerated the “end times” events that 

the Bible describes. 
The leaders of the world’s nations do not 

even realize that we are now living in a most 
important time in Biblical prophetic history. 
Ironically, even most Christians and Jews, 
who base their religious beliefs on the Bible, 
do not really comprehend Bible prophecies 
either. Most Christians and Jews do not 
seem to understand the Biblical significance 
of the nation of Israel, or of the Middle East, 
Russia, Iran, the European Union and other 
nations of the world. Most of the fathers, 
reverends and rabbis believe that the Biblical 
“end times” prophecies are allegorical and 
not literal. 

The Vatican and the World Council of 
Churches have joined the international 
political community in calling on Israel’s 
Jewish people to get out of and to give away 
to the Arabs the land that God promised to 
the descendents of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob 
as an everlasting possession. This view, 
of course, is in direct opposition to God’s 
Divine policy, as revealed in the Bible. 

The international Quartet, made up of 
the United Nations, the United States, the 
European Union and the Russian Federation, 
are trying their hardest to sacrifice the land 
of Israel, as they see it, for the sake of peace. 
But they should know that serving up Israel 
sacrificially will not bring peace to Israel or 
to the rest of the Middle East. 

The land for peace efforts already tried 
have only brought more violence and disorder 
because of the radical Islamic beliefs and the 
unabated Arab hatred for the Jews. 

True to form, the United Nations 
continually raises its fist against Israel, 
reflecting world sentiment. The demand is 
always on the table for Israel to commit to 
the formation of a Palestinian state as soon 
as possible and freeze all Jewish settlement 
construction. The entire world seems so 
completely biased that they totally ignore 
the Palestinians’ failure to make any efforts 
to implement what they promised in signing 
the Roadmap agreement several years ago. 

The first step in the 

agreement was for the Arabs to halt all their 
terrorist activities against Israel and for the 
Palestinian leaders to disarm and dismantle 
all the terrorist groups. Not only has this 
first step not been taken, but nothing else the 
Arabs agreed to has been implemented yet. 
President Obama and UN leaders want Israel 
to give the Palestinians a state anyway, even 
though they have deliberately defied their 
word and have done nothing positive to 
deserve it. 

All this world community pressure on 
Israel has only led to increased animosity 
toward Israel from Arab and Muslim nations 
of the Middle East, most prominently Iran. 
The whole world knows that the leader of 
Iran has incessantly declared his intentions 
“to wipe Israel off the face of the map.” 

Interestingly, Bible prophecy describes 
this very Middle East scenario and places 
it in the framework of the “end times.” The 
prophet Ezekiel clearly declared that in the 
“end times” Persia (today’s Iran) would 
form a military coalition with Russia and 
several other Arab-Muslim nations, to fight 
against Israel with the intent to annihilate 
the Jewish nation and people. This Iranian-
Russian alliance is already in place and, 
with Iran boasting of its nuclear weapons 
development, an attack against Israel could 
be imminent. 

The Bible calls this the Gog-Magog War. 
However, the prophecy goes on to declare 
that the God of Israel will intervene and this 
will begin with the coming of the promised 
Jewish Messiah. And remember, nothing 
is as sure as the promises of God in the 
Scriptures.

(International Christian broadcaster and columnist, 
Earl Cox, is highly-regarded worldwide, and his efforts 
on behalf of the State of Israel have earned him the 
respected title “Friend of Israel.” Earl G. Cox has 
served in senior level positions in the administrations 
of four U.S. Presidents. He regularly travels to Israel 
to conduct interviews for Front Page Jerusalem Global 
Radio Network)

Has the countdown to the end begun?
By Earl Cox

Temple Mount riots in Jerusalem

accused of giving more time and attention 
to the Old Testament than the New,” says 
David Pawson in the Introduction of his 
book. “They are criticized for taking 
prophetic promises of Israel’s restoration 
and return to the promised land too 
literally, whereas most Christians take 
them metaphorically and apply the 
predicted blessings (though not the 
curses!) to the church. In addition, some 
are said to be historical (referring to the 
return from exile in Babylon) and others 
are said to be conditional (requiring a 
repentance not yet forthcoming).

“Behind these charges lies the settled 
conviction that the Israel of the Old 
Testament has been ‘replaced by’ or 
‘fulfilled in’ the Church of the New. 
This new body may contain a minority 
of Jews, alongside the Gentile majority. 
But the Jewish nation as a whole is no 
longer God’s chosen people and must 
be regarded, treated and judged like any 
other. The Jews as such no longer have a 
place in the plans and purposes of God.

If this were an accurate assessment 
of the situation, one would expect a 
fading significance of Israel in the New 
Testament. It comes as a surprise that the 
name ‘Israel’ is mentioned over seventy 
times, always with an ethnic meaning: 

the Jewish people. Further more, there is 
as much about Israel’s future destiny as 
about her historic past, especially in the 
pages of the final book. Israel and the 
church have a parallel existence until the 
day they merge into one flock under one 
Shepherd, ultimately ‘one new humanity’ 
in Yeshua HaMashiach, Jesus the Christ.”

As always, David Pawson asks the 
readers of the book everything he says or 
writes with what is written in the Bible 
and, if at any point a conflict is found, 
always to rely upon the clear teaching of 
Scripture. 

photo@Isranet

- Books also available at local Christian bookstores and amazon.com
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On our slippe
ry way 

to the 
airport 

in Kiev.

By Koen Carlier

Jewish woman flees Gaza with 4 children
But then the plan went into action: Ohana had previously 

contacted her family in Ashdod by email, and they had been 
in touch with the Yad L’Achim anti-missionary and outreach 
organization. The group helps rescue Jewish women from 

unwanted marriages with Arabs – and they arranged for people in 
place, ready to help Ohana. 

The plan, coordinated by text messages, called for the young 
woman to bring her four children to the Erez Crossing, where IDF 
officials would let her through to the Israeli side. Yad L’Achim 
would find a safe place for her to live, where Abdullah would 
never find her, and would help her financially until she could get 
back on her feet on her own.

Not so simple for a young woman in Gaza speaking Arabic with 
a Hebrew accent, to explain why she needed to take four children 
to the Erez Crossing, quickly. “I asked how much it costs to get 
to the Erez crossing,” she related. “He said, ‘ It’s 70 shekels.’ I 
said, ‘No. Take 100 shekels, and hurry.’ I tried to speak as little as 
possible, so he wouldn’t notice my accent.” 

Cutting through the region, Ohana said the taxi had to pass 
through several checkpoints manned by Hamas terrorists. “Each 
time, I kept myself covered modestly and tried to speak as little 

Arabic as possible,” she said, “so they wouldn’t notice my 
accent.” 

The Hamas officials let her through, all the way across the 
region, and even at the Erez Crossing. However, when she got to 
the other side, Israeli security officials were cautious, even though 
the commander had been notified that she would be arriving. Yad 
L’Achim had already been in touch with the Defense Ministry and 
Shas party chairman and Interior Minister Eli Yishai to make sure 
everything would go off without a hitch. 

She was questioned by Israeli soldiers to make sure she was not 
a suicide bomber or a spy. Still, one IDF officer told an official 
from Yad L’Achim, “I donate to your organization regularly and 
I feel that it is in that merit that I was privileged to be able to 
participate in this rescue today.”

According to Yad L’Achim director Rabbi Shalom Dov Lipshitz, 
there are still “hundreds” of other Israeli women caught in similar 
situations, “some in Gaza, others in Shechem or Tulkarm…and 
there are even some in neighboring Arab countries.” 

Ohana and her children, meanwhile, celebrated their new-found 
freedom that night with her family. Her little ones will soon be 
given Hebrew names, and together they will all start a new life in 
Israel.
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to take such risks. Not that long ago a minibus and a truck collided on 
this road, and ten people lost their lives. Yet, once you see the happy 
faces when you offer them words of consolation, encouragement, as 
well as helping them to make aliyah, much of the stress disappears.  
When we asked Oleg, a Jew on his way to Israel, why he was going, he 
replied: “I am Jewish, and realise Israel is my home. On top of that, 
things are not going that well in the Ukraine and therefore now is the 
time to go.” He then wanted to know why we live in the Ukraine to help 
the Jewish people. That gave us the opportunity to witness and tell him 
our testimony. Oleg listened and was moved to tears. We encouraged him 
to also visit Israel to experience the ‘spiritual journey’ and to find out 
the reason for his returning. 
On December 28 the last trips in 2009 were made to the airport, with 30 
olims. Two hours before arriving in Kiev we were hit by a snowstorm. We 
feared the worst, but nevertheless we still made it in time. One of the 
families, who accompanied us, had been waiting for this moment for three 
years and was looking forward to going home, at last.
But just after all the olim had boarded the plane, the airport was 
definitely closed for about 24 hours. The passengers had to stay at the 

The Ukraine food-parcel action has gathered 
speed and different teams are engaged in visiting 
Jewish families, in conjunction with other Jewish 
organizations. We visited areas were we have never 
been before, and had the opportunity to share with 
them our purpose and mission.
The winter hit the Ukraine with sudden vengeance. 
On our slippery way to the new olim the thought 
came to my mind that we were pretty stupid  

airport until the next day, and late in the evening of December the 29th, the olim boarded the plane again 
and were on their way home to Israel. 
We have had much to be grateful for in 2009. Thank you for your generous support over the years 
for our Aliyah projects. Please help to bring more Jews home in 2010.
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