
Today, Christians by the thousands, by 
the tens of thousands, by the hundreds 

of thousands, by the millions, by the tens 
of millions, stand with Israel. I salute you, 
the people of Israel salute you, the Jewish 
people salute you.

Time after time, through thick and thin, 
you have stood shoulder to shoulder with our 
state, and I thank you for your unwavering 
friendship.  And today that friendship is 
more important than ever because Israel 
faces unprecedented challenges to its 
security and its legitimacy.

No security challenge is more important 
to our common future than preventing 
Iran from developing nuclear weapons.  I 
have said before and I’ll say again, that the 
greatest threat facing mankind is the specter 
of a militant Islamic regime acquiring 
nuclear weapons, or the specter of nuclear 
weapons acquiring a militant Islamic regime.  
The first is dangerously close to happening 
in Iran, and the second may or may not 
happen in Pakistan.  I believe that with the 
right policies both can be averted.

If Iran develops atomic weapons, the world 
would never be the same.  We would witness 
a cascade of terrorism across the globe as 
terrorists would operate under an Iranian 
nuclear umbrella.  Look at how much havoc, 
how much terror they sow now, when there 
is no such umbrella, and understand what 
can happen if Iran, their patron, sponsor, 
supplier and supporter, if that Iran had 
nuclear weapons.  Equally, the region’s vital 
oil supplies could be severely threatened 
and efforts to prevent the proliferation of 
nuclear weapons in the Middle East would 
collapse as one regime after another would 
rush to acquire nuclear weapons of their 
own.  Worst of all, if nuclear weapons would 
be given to terrorists, or to terrorist states, a 
65 year-old era of nuclear peace would be 
endangered for the first time.

Remember that for the tyrants in Tehran, 
Israel is only the little Satan.  In their eyes, 
America is the Great Satan.  America is their 
ultimate target.  Yet for Israel, the threat 
from Iran could not be clearer.  Iran’s leaders 
openly call for Israel’s destruction. They 
brazenly deny the Holocaust and they hope, 
and they say so just about every other day, 
they hope to wipe Israel off the map of the 
Middle East.

We must not allow such a regime to 
threaten the peace of the world, the peace 
and security of all humanity.  All responsible 
members of the international community 
must do everything in their power to stop 
Iran from developing atomic weapons. As 
we speak the United States is leading an 
international effort to impose sanctions on 
Iran.  We believe those sanctions must have 
teeth.  And to have teeth, they must bite deep 
into Iran’s energy sector.  Simply put, they 
should prevent Iran from importing gasoline 

and from exporting oil.  I believe that such 
measures might convince the regime to 
choose between continuing the weapons 
program and between assuring the regime’s 
future.  But there must be tough, biting 
sanctions.

I said that we face great challenges to our 
security, but we also face unprecedented 
challenges to our legitimacy. Now this 
assault on our legitimacy comes in many 

forms – it comes from the so-called human 
rights bodies in the UN which would  
deny Israel its legitimate right of 
self-defense, it comes by falsely charging 
Israel’s political and military leaders with 
imaginary war crimes, and it comes by the 
outrageous waging campaigns to boycott, 
divest and sanction Israel.  You are all 
familiar with that.

But I think that there is an even greater 
assault on our legitimacy.  I think it is the 
attempt to perpetrate one of the greatest lies 
of history – to deny the connection between 
the people of Israel and the land of Israel; to 
cast the Jewish people as foreigners in the 
land of our forefathers.  Make no mistake 
about it.  The attempt to deny our history in 
this land is an attempt to deny our future in 
this land.   That is why to defend our past is 
to defend our future.

I ask you all to join us in this battle 
to defend the truth.  Remind them of 
Abraham and Isaac, remind them of Joshua 
and Samuel, remind them of David and 
Solomon.  Remind the world that the land of 
the Bible is not in the heavens but right here 
on earth.  And that the people of the Bible 
are on the land of the Bible.

Let me tell you how I remind foreign 
officials of this connection of the Jewish 

people to our history and to this land.  You 
see, they visit my office.  And I say, Would 
you come and look at this little signet 
ring that I was given on loan from the 
Department of Antiquities?  It was found 
next to the Wall of the Second Temple, but it 
dates back to the First Temple.  It goes back 
some 2800 years ago, to the period of the 
Kings.  It is a signet seal of a Jewish official, 
and it has a name written in ancient Hebrew, 
which I can read.  The name is: Netanyahu.  
Netanyahu Ben-Yoash.  I say, that’s my last 
name.  My first name, Benjamin, dates back 
1000 years earlier, to Benjamin the son of 
Jacob, who also walked these hills.  That 
is our connection.  And nobody can deny 
the connection of the Jewish people to the 
Jewish land.

Israel faces great challenges.  We must 
prevent Iran from developing nuclear 
weapons.  We must repel the assault on our 
legitimacy.  We must find a way to achieve 
peace with our neighbors.  We must all pray 
for the peace of Jerusalem.

After centuries in exile, I assure you, the 
people of Israel have come home and no 
force on earth will ever make us leave our 
home again.

(Source: www.thejerusalemconnection.us)
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The Lord is bringing the Jews home to Israel and He is using the Gentiles, non-Jews, non-Jewish nations to do it. Isaiah prophesied: This is what the sovereign 
Lord (Adonai Elohim) says, “I am beckoning to the nations, raising My banner for the peoples. They will bring your sons in their arms and carry your 
daughters on their shoulders” (Isaiah 49:22).
Christians for Israel has made it possible for 100,000 Jews to make Aliyah to Israel during the past fifteen years. They came from different countries, but 
especially the former Soviet Union and Ethiopia. The 100.000th Jewish person to make Aliyah was Larissa Vaisburd, who with her husband Rusian and their 
daughter Elizabeth left the Ukraine and are right now back home in the Promised Land. We are bringing the Jews home, because Jesus, Israel’s Messiah, is coming!

See page 16
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Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu’s recent visit to Washington 

has failed to resolve the differences with 
the Obama administration over the Israeli-
Palestinian peace process. JoelRosenberg.
com reported the Obama administration has 
been applying intense and unprecedented 
pressure on the Netanyahu government to 
make huge unilateral concessions to the 
Palestinians even before direct peace talks 
begin. One advisor who has been briefed on 
the talks told Rosenberg: “President Obama 
is insisting that Israel sign a document that 
specifies Israel’s commitment to a peace 
deal with the Palestinians that will be based 
on 1967 lines. This means no building in 
Jerusalem, and a time table to address other 
core issues, like the ‘right of return.’” 

The advisor also noted that President 
Obama spoke by phone with German 
Chancellor Angela Merkel, French 
President Nicolas Sarkozy, and British 
Prime Minister Gordon Brown to make sure 
each of them are on board with pressuring 
the Israelis to make such unprecedented 
unilateral concessions. The White House 
apparently wants the document to become 
the blueprint for final status negotiations, 
even though the Palestinians refuse even 
to come to the table and sit down for direct 
talks with the Israeli leader. 

If anything, Netanyahu’s visit reinforced 
the widespread skepticism of the prospects to 
reach an Israeli-Palestinian peace agreement 
– the main item of frustration being Israel’s 
announcement of building 1600 new housing 
units in Ramat Shlomo, situated in an area 
that was captured by Israel in the 1967 
Six-Day War, and therefore is considered 
by most international media as an Israeli 
“settlement” in East Jerusalem. 

U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham 
Clinton told a leading Jewish organization 
recently that Israeli construction on land 
claimed by the Palestinians threatens peace 
efforts and undermines America’s ability to 
help end the Arab-Israeli conflict. Clinton 
defended the Obama administration’s strong 
criticism of the move because she said “it 
hurt attempts to launch indirect peace talks, 
and demanded Israel halt new construction 
in those parts of Jerusalem it occupied in 
the war of 1967, but which are claimed by 
the Palestinians as their future capital. The 
Obama administration has made it quite 
clear that if push comes to shove, it is the 
Israelis who will have to give ground. 

However, the media should not fool us. 
The new homes to be built are an integral 

and inextricable part of modern Jerusalem. 
It is not a new “settlement” outside of 
Jerusalem, but it will be an established 
Jewish neighbourhood within the Israeli 
designated borders of Jerusalem. 

Netanyahu made his point of view on 
the so-called “settlement” issue very clear 
during his speech at the recent America 
Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC):

“Jerusalem is not a settlement. It is 
our capital... Everyone knows that these 
neighborhoods will be part of Israel in any 
peace settlement.”

The extraordinary aspect of this 
manufactured crisis is that as Iran proceeds 
steadily toward nuclear weapons, the Obama 
administration lowers its sights from harsh 
sanctions against Iran to provoking a fight 
over long-standing Jewish neighborhoods 
in eastern Jerusalem, which were not the 
critical issue even in the “peace process,” 

much less the broader Middle East.
What makes this even more hard to 

swallow is that Obama is focusing on Iran 
and Afghanistan, places where Israel-
Palestinian issues clearly have zero effect 
on events. As Barry Rubin commented in his 
article ‘Explaining the U.S.-Israel Crisis’: 

“Sunni and Shia Iraqis aren’t in conflict 
because of Israel; Sunni insurgents aren’t 
attacking American troops because of Israel. 
Al-Qaida and the Taliban aren’t fighting to 
seize power in Afghanistan and Pakistan 
because of Israel. And al-Qaida isn’t 
seeking to overturn all Arab regimes, create 
an Islamist government, and destroy any 
Western role in the Middle East because of 
Israel.

And even if the Israel issue may be one 
factor affecting the attitudes of Arabs toward 
revolutionary Islamism it is only a single 
factor among many. The people prone to 

supporting revolutionary Islamism won’t 
interpret an American conflict with Israel 
as showing the goodness of Obama but as 
proving the weakness of Obama and the 
coming triumph of Iran in the region.

The handling of this issue is also 
counterproductive because it ensures Israel-
Palestinian talks won’t get going again. After 
all, if the United States is so angry at Israel 
why should the PA and Arab states defuse the 
crisis? They will raise their demands because 
they win either way: If the United States 
forces Israel to make more concessions 
then they get something for nothing. But if 
Israel doesn’t make those concessions then 
it gets blamed for the impasse and the Arab 
side profits from reduced U.S. support for 
Israel. As for the radical forces – Iran, Syria, 
Hamas, and Hizballah – they aren’t going 
to become pro-American or support a real 
peace process no matter what happens.

Consequently, just as with the original 
demand for a freeze on construction, the 
Administration has once gain shot itself in 
the foot. The chances for even indirect talks 
in 2010 has gone to virtually zero as a result. 
Israel didn’t do it; the U.S. government did. 
Ironically, the United States will end up 
losing more from this than Israel because 
nothing much is going to be altered regarding 
Israel-Palestinian issues but a great deal is 
changing in the larger regional situation”.

Anyway, it is time to stand up and 
speak out that Jews have the same right as 
every other people to live anywhere in the 
world, anywhere in Israel and anywhere 
in its capital Jerusalem. It should be 
acknowledged that Jerusalem is and should 
remain the capital of the State of Israel. 
Jerusalem should remain an undivided city 
in which the rights of every ethnic group are 
protected.

The Jews have returned from the four 
corners of the world to where King David 
established his capital 3,000 years earlier 
and they intend to stay there.

All new homes are to be built on Jewish 
owned land in Jerusalem, the city that God 
claims as His own! No matter what comes 
against Israel in her time of trouble, the Lord 
God, Jehovah is with her. 

“If I forget you, Yerushalayim, may my 
right hand wither away! May my tongue 
stick to the roof of my mouth if I fail to count 
Yerushalayim the greatest of all my joys.” 
(Jewish Bible - Psalms 137: 5-6). 

(Henk Kamsteeg is Managing Editor of Israel & 
Christians Today)

Jerusalem is no settlement
By Henk Kamsteeg

It was another one of those 13-hour days, 
lots of hard, but good work. By the end of 

the day we had brought 1,500 bars of olive 
oil soap from the West Bank to the apartment 
of my friend. Mahmoud is an ex-Palestinian 
Muslim who lives in Israel with permission 
from the Israeli government. In 2000 he was 
tortured and imprisoned by the Palestinian 
Authority (PA) for two years because he left 
Islam and became a Christian. 

He was excited about his new faith and 
shared it with his family and village before 
the PA arrested him. In 2002, Mahmoud 
was miraculously set free when the Israel 
Defense Force invaded the village and broke 
down the prison walls.

It would be too dangerous for Mahmoud 
to enter the West Bank now, so his family 
met us in a remote area. They make the soap 
in their village, and Mahmoud packages it 
in Israel to be sold. They were able to spend 

only two precious hours together, but it was 
a playful, loving time with his family. As 
we drove away, I could see tears forming in 
Mahmoud’s eyes, as he once again had to 
leave his family.

When approaching his apartment we 
prayed for help to carry the heavy load up 
five flights of stairs. Upon arriving we saw 
two boys sitting on the steps. I told them we 
would pay for their help to carry the soap, 
but they said, “We want nothing, Mahmoud 
is our friend.” We all made several trips up 
and down the many stairs. Finally, as we 
rested the boys shared their horrific life 
stories.

The 14-year-old boy lives with his mother 
and sister after having to flee their village. 
His father was considered a “collaborator” 
and killed by the PA because he informed 
Israel about a plot against the Jewish people. 
Because the family was in danger, the Israeli 

Government gave them permission to live in 
Israel proper. This Arab boy has learned to 
speak Hebrew fluently, is attending a Jewish 
school and chooses to be a part of the culture 
he has acclimated to in Israel.

The 15 year old was taken by the PA for 
questioning because his father was a wanted 
‘collaborator.’ During the interrogation, 
torture was used in an effort to extract 
information from him concerning his 
father’s whereabouts. After being beaten and 
hung by his ankles for 24 hours, he disclosed 
the information. The teen was immediately 
taken to prison, and soon after his father was 
put into the same prison. Six months later, 
Israeli troops entered the town and set the 
prisoners free.

Still today, they are wanted by the PA, so 
the father and son live together separated 
from the rest of their family. Though this 
teen never had the chance to finish school, 

he said he is grateful to live in Israel but 
misses his mother. He blames the PA for 
their suffering.

He showed us his scars from the past, but 
he said he that he now has a future in Israel. 
We prayed, as the teen wept. He said, “Here 
you are strangers caring and praying to God 
for me, but my own people are trying to kill 
me.”

As we packaged the soap together, we 
were joking and laughing, enjoying each 
other’s company. They felt compassion, and 
they felt love, but their scars run deep and 
we know only the Lord can give them the 
comfort they need.

I gave them each 100 shekels; however, 
their need is not in dollars but in securing 
a future with hope. They need the Prince of 
Peace to bring them everlasting Shalom, and 
I believe this night they experienced Him.

 (Source: Charismamag.com)

Finding Christ in Palestine
By Ana Paul    
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By Rev. Willem Glashouwer

What’s so special about Israel?

God truly loves the Jewish people! Israel is God’s 
firstborn. God loves Israel as a father loves his son. 

Will Christians share God’s passion of love for Israel?
As president of Christians for Israel International (www.

c4israel.org), I often speak, preach, and teach from the Bible 
about Israel. People sometimes ask me, “Why are you so 
involved with Israel and the Jewish people? Is it a kind of 
hobby for you, like collecting stamps or playing golf? What 
is so special about Israel?” My answer is always, “Well, 
I hope that what I feel about Israel is similar to what God 
feels about them. God loves Israel. Jesus loves Israel. The 
Bible says so. And because I love Jesus, and I know that He 
loves me, I can’t help loving the people He loves.”

My involvement with Israel began when someone once 
said to me, “You know, there are many Christians who love 
‘dead Jews.’ I replied, “I beg your pardon…‘dead Jews’?” 
“Yes,” he exclaimed, “the Jews of the past—Moses, 
Joshua, Isaiah, Jeremiah, David, Paul, Peter, John, and 
all the others. The Jews of the Bible—Jews who are long 
gone.” He proceeded to say, “And then there are Christians 
who love Jews who are not yet born—the Jewish 
generation who will live in the prophetic future when 
Israel will be the center of the earth, and Jerusalem will be 
the city from which peace will flow out and fill the earth. 
“But who will stand with the Jewish people today? Who 
will love them in the name of Jesus? Who will remain at 
their side while the world strives against them? Who will 
plead with the Church to repent of her terrible past? Who 
will start reading the Scriptures again to discover what the 
real relationship is between Israel and the Church? What 
about the Church’s Jewish roots? What about our prophetic 
future together? While the Church and Israel might have 
very different views about who the Jew, Jesus, really is, the 
fact is this difference doesn’t mean much to the powers of 
darkness. Those powers hate both peoples of God—both 
who believe in the same God; those powers will persecute 
Bible-believing Christians just as much as they will the 
Jews and Israel. History makes this quite clear.”

What he said made a great impact and encouraged me to 
start thinking and asking questions, such as, “What has God 
to do with Israel…even today? Even after the vast majority 
of the Jewish people have rejected Jesus as their Messiah 
and as the Son of God?” These questions drove me to reread 
the Scriptures, both the Old and New Testament—God’s 
totally trustworthy Word that He has revealed to the Jewish 
people.

God Loves and Disciplines His Firstborn 

The first thing I discovered was that while Jesus is God’s 
only begotten Son (see John 1:14), Israel is His firstborn son. 
When the children of Israel were oppressed slaves in Egypt 
and Pharaoh refused to let them go while systematically 
increasing their hardship in order to reduce their numbers, 
Moses and his brother Aaron sent Pharaoh this message: 
“This is what the Lord says: ‘Israel is My firstborn son, 
and I told you, “Let My son go, so he may worship Me.” 
But you refused to let him go; so I will kill your first-born 
son’”(Exod. 4:22b-23). And that was what happened in the 
tenth plague that struck Egypt (see Exod. 12:29). Refusing 
to let God’s firstborn son go did indeed cost them their 
firstborn sons, as God had warned. For God loves the 
Jewish people as a father loves his child. The prophet Hosea 
records God’s emotions in the lament that begins: “When 
Israel was a child, I loved him, and out of Egypt I called 
My son” (Hosea 11:1). God speaks as a father about His 
often disobedient and delinquent son, with all the conflicting 
emotions, from tender love to great anger, that a father can 
feel. Anyone with children of their own will understand 
these emotions. You love your children and will do anything 
for them, but their behavior can sometimes make your blood 
boil! And then you’ll speak harsh or sharp words, or words 
of warning, because you see that ultimately things will go 
terribly wrong if they continue to behave in that way. Out 
of concern and out of love, you speak words of correction, 

and possibly even take disciplinary action. As an old Dutch 
proverb says: If they won’t hear, they must feel!

One can hear the frustrated anger of the Father when He 
says, “But the more I called Israel, the further they went 
from Me. They sacrificed to the Baals [idols] and they 
burned incense to images” (Hosea 11:2). “I did everything 
possible for My son,” God says. “It was I who taught 
Ephraim [a term of endearment for Israel] to walk [just as 
a father teaches his children their first baby-steps] taking 
them by the arms; [as a father takes toddlers who have 
fallen into his arms to comfort them] but they did not realize 
[or recognize] it was I who healed them” (Hosea 11:3). In 
other words, God says, “I put plasters on their scratches 
and bruises, as an earthly father would do. But were they 
grateful? Absolutely not!” “I led them with cords of human 
kindness, with ties of love” (Hosea 11:4a). Just like earthly 
parents, God used every means to express love to bring His 
people back to Himself. “I lifted the yoke from their neck and 
bent down to feed them” (Hosea 11:4b). Like harnessed oxen 
pulling a plough, the people had sighed under the slavery of 
Egypt, driven along prescribed paths. But the Lord broke 
the yoke that harnessed them and freed His people from 
the slave drivers. He guided them across the Red Sea and 
into the desert (see Exod. 13–14), and there He provided 
for their needs with manna from Heaven and water from the 
rock. He led them from resting place to resting place, from 
oasis to oasis. Yes, He even provided meat in the form of 
quails (see Exod. 16–17:7). And then we hear the anger in 
His voice. “Will they not return to Egypt [back to slavery! 
That’s what they deserve, with their ingratitude!] and will 
not Assyria rule over them?” (Hosea 11:5a). What Assyria 
did to its prisoners of war is too cruel to describe on paper, 
although it is chiselled in the rocks where the Assyrian kings 
immortalized their horrendous deeds. And it is to Assyria 
that the ten tribes of Israel were finally led into captivity (see 
2 Kings 17:23) “…because they refuse to repent. Swords will 
flash in their cities, will destroy the bars of their gates and 
put an end to their plans” (Hosea 11:5b-6). In other words, 
“They can only blame themselves and their own behavior,” 
God says. “My people are determined to turn from Me. Even 
if they call to the Most High, He will by no means exalt 
them” (Hosea 11:7).

The Apple of God’s Eye 

But once again, the love in the heart of the Father breaks 
out. You can’t look on with dry eyes, can you? No matter 
what your child, your son, has done, isn’t he still your son? 
Of course, he is. Therefore, God says, “How can I give you 

up, Ephraim? How can I hand you over, Israel? How can I 
treat you like Admah? How can I make you like Zeboiim?” 
(Hosea 11:8a). Admah and Zeboiim were cities in the rift of 
the Dead Sea that were destroyed by fire from Heaven along 
with Sodom and Gomorrah, because of God’s wrath (see 
Deut. 29:23). God says, ““Can I do this to My own firstborn 
son?” Discipline him, yes! But reject him? Never! 

“My heart is changed within Me; all My compassion 
is aroused. I will not carry out My fierce anger, nor will I 
turn and devastate Ephraim. For I am God and not man – 
the Holy One among you” (Hosea 11:8b-9). People can act 
with great cruelty, and the actions of the nations who came 
against God’s firstborn son, Israel, were just that – cruel. 
God says by the mouth of the prophet Zechariah, “I am very 
angry with the nations that feel secure. I was only a little 
angry, but they added to the calamity” (Zech. 1:15). God 
says, “I know how to find these nations! I will judge those 
nations!” The great judgment of God on the nations will 
eventually come, in accordance with what they have done to 
Israel, because Israel is the apple of God’s eye.

Your eye is the most sensitive part of your body. Merely 
flicking a finger near your eye is enough to make you recoil. 
When directors of horror movies really want to shock their 
audiences, they know what to do – they mutilate eyes, 
sometimes even slicing them with razors. If Israel is the 
apple of God’s eye, do you think that God will ignore any 
assault on Israel? Will He ignore the Holocaust, six million 
murdered Jews, one and a half million of whom were 
children? No, there will undoubtedly be judgment upon the 
nations. When one of the leading German, “God-is-dead” 
theologians, Dorothee Sölle, once said, “Since Auschwitz 
I cannot believe in God anymore,” a rabbi responded, 
“Since Auschwitz I can only still believe in God, not in 
man anymore.” One day judgment will come. As Zechariah 
2:8-9 warns the nations that had plundered Israel, “Whoever 
touches you [Israel] touches the apple of His eye—I will 
surely raise My hand against you” In our attacks on Israel, 
we have not merely touched the apple of His eye; we have 
punched God directly in the eye, and cut the apple of His 
eye, His beloved people, to pieces.

“For the Lord’s portion is His people, Jacob His allotted 
inheritance. In a desert land He found him, in a barren 
and howling waste. He shielded him and cared for him; He 
guarded him as the apple of His eye, like an eagle that stirs 
up its nest and hovers over its young, that spreads its wings 
to catch them and carries them on its pinions. The Lord 
alone led him; no foreign god was with him” (Deuteronomy 
32:9-12). Chastise Israel? Yes! Destroy Israel forever? 
Never! “I will not come in wrath. They will follow the Lord; 
He will roar like a lion. When He roars, His children will 
come trembling from the west” (Hosea 11:9b-10). “Out of 
the west,” Hosea the prophet says. It will not be from the 
Babylonian or Assyrian captivity, for these countries, from 
Israel’s point of view, are to the east and the north. “They 
will come trembling like birds from Egypt [to the south, 
but also the land of slavery, which can be anywhere in the 
world], like doves from Assyria [thus out of the east]. I will 
settle them in their homes, declares the Lord” (Hosea 11:11). 
Over the past hundred years, we have seen this happening 
before our very eyes.

Israel is God’s firstborn son. Its very existence is 
miraculous, for Abraham was too old and Sarah past 
childbearing years when Isaac was born. God Himself 
gave His firstborn son life (see Gen. 17:17; 18:10-11), 
creating a people for His name among all the nations of the 
world. God’s own people—through whom He would make 
Himself known to the whole world. Many times they were 
disciplined throughout their history, but abandoned and 
rejected? Never! And now, Israel is returning to the land that 
God swore by an eternal covenant to give to them, the land 
of Canaan (see Ps. 105:7-11). God truly loves Israel.

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

Willem Glashouwer

photo by Judy McComb
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By Mark Halawa

A Kuwaiti Arab Makes a Stunning Discovery
My Muslim background left me unprepared for this 

shocking discovery.

Growing up in Kuwait, I had the best of everything. 
My father owned a successful construction company, 
and provided us five children with amenities like 
piano lessons, swimming, calligraphy and trips all 
over the world. Although we were Muslims like 
everyone else, we were totally secular and my father 
always aimed to shield us from religious people 
whom he described as crazies.

I grew up being told that Israelis and Jews were 
the lowest type of creature in existence, put on Earth 
only to kill us Arabs. In math class the teacher would 
say, “If one rocket killed X number of Jews, how 
many would six rockets kill?”

My father was rabidly anti-Israel. He was a 
product of Nasser’s school of thought: secular from 
a Muslim point of view, yet deeply dedicated to the 
idea of pan-Arab unity. Israel, he believed, was an 
American proxy in the post-colonial Middle East.

My father was a supporter of the PLO since the 
1960s when Yasser Arafat (who founded the PLO 
while living in Kuwait) was raising money from 
wealthy Palestinians working in Gulf States. As an 
engineer, my father participated in a program where 
the engineering association in Kuwait would deduct 
money from his monthly salary to be sent directly to 
the PLO. He insisted that war and resistance was the 
only way to deal with Israel.

In the summer of 1990, when I was 12 years old, 
our lives changed completely. We were on vacation 
when Saddam Hussein invaded and annexed 
Kuwait. My father’s business -- along with much 
of the country -- was ravaged. Our savings became 
worthless pieces of paper. We could not go back to 
Kuwait, so we immigrated to Canada. My father did 
manage to sneak back in for a few days to retrieve 
important business documents that would later be 
useful in recovering compensation from a United 
Nations fund.

Praying in the Dark

Of my family, I’m the only one who stayed in 
Canada. My father never really adjusted to life in the 
New World, and he had good business contacts back in 
Jordan, so my parents returned there. All my siblings 
also moved back to the Middle East. One brother runs a 
successful company in Jordan, two brothers are studying 
in Egypt (one dentistry and the other business), and my 
sister lives in Dubai where she works in the banking 
industry.

One evening in 2003, I was studying at the university 
library in London, Ontario, when I happened to notice 
an older man. From his chassidic garb, he looked 
like a religious Jew. My curiosity was aroused, so I 
approached him and asked, “Are you Jewish?”

With a gentle smile on his face, he said, “No, but 
I like to dress this way.” I didn’t know whether he 
was joking or not. All the religious people I had come 
across in the past were pretty scary. Are Jews supposed 
to be funny?

His name was Dr. Yitzhak Block, a retired professor of 
philosophy. We exchanged a few words and then he asked 
about my background. My family history is pretty complex, 
and I get a headache every time I have to explain it all. 
So I simply told him that I’m an Arab from Kuwait, and 
mentioned that my grandmother from my mother’s side is 
Jewish.

My mother’s parents met in Jerusalem when my 
grandfather, an Arab from the West Bank, was serving in 
the Jordanian army fighting the Zionists. He was 18 years 
old and my grandmother was 16. Her father ran a school in 
Jerusalem -- the same school where she would jump off the 
wall to meet my handsome, uniformed grandfather. They 
fell in love, got married, and lived for a number of years in 
Shechem (Nablus).

After my grandfather was discharged from the Jordanian 
army, the family moved to Kuwait, where oil profits were 
fueling huge business and construction projects. 

That’s where my mother met my father and got married.

Knowing about my grandmother’s Jewish background 
always made me curious about Jews. Whenever we were 
on vacation in Amman, Jordan, I used to constantly watch 
the Israeli channel -- when my parents weren’t around. My 
favorite was the Israeli national anthem, and I would stay 
up late waiting to hear them play it at the end of the TV 
transmission.

Standing there in the university library, this religious Jew, 
Dr. Block, looked at me and said, “In Muslim law, you’re 
considered Muslim, since the religion goes by the father. 
But according to Jewish law, you’re Jewish, since Jewish 
identity is transmitted by the mother.”

My head started to spin and memories of my childhood 
in Kuwait began to surface. I recalled how my grandmother 
had a funny name on her documents, Mizrachi, which I 
never heard before. She also had a small prayer book with 

Hebrew letters, and she prayed in the dark crying. (I 
thought the Wailing Wall was so named because crying 
was a part of prayer.)

Aside from a vague family legend, my grandmother 
never mentioned anything about being Jewish -- but 
now the pieces were fitting into place. I thanked Dr. 
Block for the conversation, and ran home to tell my 
roommate what I heard. He smiled and said, “So you’re 
a Mus-Jew!” I was not amused.

I went to my room and called my mother. She rebuffed 
the story, saying, “Don’t listen to people like that. We are 
Muslims and that’s that.”

I decided to call my grandmother myself and bring up 
the subject.

I beat around the bush a bit -- after all, she’d been 
denying it for the past 50 years -- and then finally blurted 
out, “Grandma, are you Jewish?”

She didn’t answer the question directly, but she started 
crying and spoke about the years of Arab-Israeli conflict. 
She told me how her brother Zaki had been killed in 
Jerusalem before the rebirth of the State. To me that was 
sufficient confirmation of her Jewishness and I decided 
to leave it at that.

Over the next few months, I avoided the whole issue of 
Judaism, mainly for the sake of not upsetting my mother. 
Besides, I was just finishing university, and career was 
my main priority. I was content with telling myself that I 
belonged to a mixed-faith family.

Streaming Tears

About a year later, I was rollerblading one day in 
my neighborhood when I took a hard fall and badly 
sprained my wrist. The road was smooth so I couldn’t 
figure out why I had fallen. I couldn’t stop thinking 
that it seemed like a push from Above. These thoughts 

caught me by surprise, since I wasn’t into spirituality 
and I never had any religious connection. I was a 
bodybuilder, had tons of friends, and was on the 
heels of a successful career as a foreign exchange 
trader. So why had this happened?

Because my wrist was heavily bandaged, I was 
forced to take off work for a few days. Dr. Block 
had mentioned the name of his synagogue, so that 
Saturday morning, I decided to go check out the 
scene. I was hesitant at the thought of everyone being 
from European background and me the only Middle 
Easterner, but I decided to go anyway.

I called a cab and got dropped off at the synagogue. 
As I walked in, the first person I saw looked Indian. 
He shook my hand, said “Shabbat Shalom,” and 
handed me a kippah. Then I saw a black man which 
really surprised me. And Dr. Block was there, too.

I was handed a prayer book, shown the proper page, 
and before I knew it everyone was singing, V’Shamru:

“And the Children of Israel shall keep the Sabbath, 
to make the Sabbath an eternal covenant for their 

generations. Between Me and the Children of Israel, it is 
a sign forever that in six days God made heaven and earth, 
and on the seventh day He rested and was refreshed.”

Something hit me and I felt as though I knew this song. 
I just stood there taking in the sounds, the smells and the 
sights. Everything felt whole and perfect. It was the opposite 
of everything I’d ever heard about Jews or Judaism. At this 
point my tears were streaming in freefall.

After the services finished, I met everyone over Kiddush. 
I spoke with an Egyptian couple and we shared our personal 
stories. Jews from all backgrounds were gathered together 
and I was another piece of this puzzle.

After Kiddush, I accepted Dr. Block’s invitation to join 
him for lunch. I told him: “I can’t believe I’m here, singing 

2008 - My first trip to Israel. Looking out at the Temple Mount,  from atop the Aish Ha Torah building

Age 18 - on a visit to New York City with my father’s cousin

My Jewish link - at a family event with my  
maternal grandmother, Rowaida

Continued on page 5
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and praying in Hebrew. I could never have imagined it.”

He smiled and said, “It’s not so hard to believe. Every 
Jew is born with a little Torah and a little Menorah inside.” 
He then pressed his shoulder up against mine and said, “All 
it takes is for another Jew to bump into him and light it up.”

Dreams of Peace

My interest grew from there, and I began studying 
Torah and keeping Shabbat. Last year I spent a month in 
Israel touring and studying on Aish HaTorah’s Jerusalem 
Fellowships program. It was a great “homecoming.”

I still keep in close contact with my family and old 
friends. They’re wonderful people and I love them very 
much. Yet it’s hard to relate to them on many levels. In 
the Arab world there are tons of misconceptions and 
misinformation regarding Israel. So I am working to 
develop a program to educate Arabs about Jews and 
Judaism, to dissolve the stereotypes propagated by 
the Muslim media and schools. I hope that my unique 
background can help bridge some of that divide.

Another way I hope to achieve this is to help establish 
economic relations between Israel and Arab countries. That 
would create trust and shared experience, which could be 
directed toward the goal of a genuine and lasting peace.

Another issue I’m trying to address is how the Arab world 
is filled with Holocaust denial. This past summer I went 
to Auschwitz, and I am working to produce the first-ever 
Arabic documentary about the Holocaust. I want to explain 
to Muslims in their own language exactly what happened.

It often seems like the Arab-Israeli conflict is intractable. 
Yet I believe in today’s world, there is a real opportunity 
for a breakthrough. Arabs today have a more universal 
education, which makes them more open and curious. Also 
they are meeting Israelis and Jews in their travels around 
the world, which breaks down misconceptions. And as 
we saw during the recent protests in Iran, many young 
people in the Muslim world are yearning for reform. On 
top of all this, they have high-speed Internet access which 
opens up all kinds of new avenues of communication, and 
the possibility of forming new friendships unrestricted by 
borders or political agendas. Perhaps this can be the basis 
of a grassroots movement to mend relations and hopefully 
one day achieve peace.

The other issue that needs urgent attention is intermarriage 
in Israel. Unfortunately, a story like my grandmother’s is 
not so rare. Many young Jewish women are wooed by Arab 
men and brought back to live in their villages. The children 
and grandchildren are never told the truth, especially with 
political tensions and the emotional unrest this would cause 
a family. As a result, many Jews are lost to our people. My 
mother has five sisters, and from there I have a few dozen 
cousins who are all Jewish -- all living as Muslims in the 
Middle East. I recently met a seventh-generation Israeli, 
whose cousin married a Palestinian and went to live in Saudi 
Arabia; her descendents are Jews living in Saudi Arabia.

All my relatives know that I’m practicing Judaism, 
and for the most part they’re accepting. I can talk to them 
about Judaism and they’re politely interested. We love and 
respect each other. My father is resistant, however, given 
that secularism and war against Israel are the two ideological 
pillars of his life. When I first became interested in Judaism, 
I didn’t tell him straight out. We were having a political 
discussion and I mentioned that I support the State of Israel. 
That ignited a big clash and I’ve learned to only discuss these 
matters with him in an indirect way. I always know when 
I’ve crossed the line; he gets angry and calls me a “Zionist.”

The other big exception -- not surprisingly -- is my 
grandmother. I’ve asked her a number of times for more 
information about her family background, but she refuses to 
talk about it. Maybe one day I will find the key to opening 
her up.

Growing up, I was taught that Jews were the source of 
all evil, descended from monkeys and pigs. On the other 
hand, I had the image of my grandmother holding her small 
prayer book with the Hebrew letters, praying with tender 
devotion. She is the sweetest person I know and there’s no 
way she came from a bloodthirsty gang of murderers. She 
gave me a Jewish soul, and in her own way, it was she who 
kept my Jewish spark alive.

(Source: www.aish.com)

Continued from page 4

Why does the Palestinian Authority get a pass when 
it holds a celebration ceremony glorifying Dalal 

Mughrabi, the woman responsible for one of the deadliest 
terror attacks in Israel’s history on March 11, 1978, the 
so-called “Coastal Road Massacre”.

Mughrabi was the leader of a Fatah PLO terror squad 
armed with a stash of Kalashnikov rifles, RPG light 
mortars and high explosives, that sailed from Lebanon 
and landed on a beach between Haifa and Tel Aviv. They 
first killed an American photojournalist who was taking 
nature photos, then hijacked a bus and commandeered 
another, embarking on a bloody rampage that left 38 
Israeli civilians dead, 13 of them children between the 
age of 2 and 18.

The youth division of Fatah, the party led by the 
so-called “moderate” Palestinian President Mahmoud 
Abbas, recently inaugurated the main public square 
in Ramallah, naming it after Shahida (Martyr) Dalal 
Mughrabi. The PA deliberately chose the 32nd anniversary 
of the massacre to celebrate its chief perpetrator and on 
TV called the terror attack, “A glorious chapter in the 
history of the Palestinian people... [near Tel Aviv] in the 
heart of the occupation state. The operation shocked the 
occupation entity.”

In an interview with Rashida Mughrabi, sister of terrorist 
Dalal Mughrabi who commanded the attack, called for 
further terror against Israel, who she referred to as “the 
Zionist enemy”: “This is the day of glory and pride for our 
Palestinian people and a blow to the Zionists… we must 
unite, and our rifles must unite, against the enemy who 
steals our land.”

“Neither Israel nor any other body is able to prevent 
us from taking pride in our history,” commented Adnan 

Al-Dumeiri, a spokesman for the security apparatus. 
Likewise, Fatah spokesman Dr. Faiz Abu Aytah, 
emphasized “It is the right of Fatah, of the Palestinian 
Authority, and of the Palestinian people to celebrate the 
anniversary of her Martyrdom in a manner that is worthy 
of her, as a heroine, a commander who fought with honor 
against an occupation army. It is our right to eternalize her 
name; we do not wait for anyone’s approval to emphasize 
our loyalty to the Shahids (Martyrs).”

Fatah representatives at the ceremony described Mughrabi 
as “a courageous fighter who held a proud place in 
Palestinian history.” “We are all Dalal Mughrabi,” declared 
Tawfiq Tirawi, a member of the Fatah Central Committee.

Today many in the media would probably call it an 
“act of resistance” rather than “a terrorist orgy of fire  
and death”!

Disgusting Performances – What’s Next?
By Henk Kamsteeg

Dalal Mughrabi 

When she is surrounded by a swirl of conversation she 
cannot understand, my two-year-old granddaughter 

turns to me expectantly: “What they talking about, 
Bubbe?” Right now, I would have to confess to her that the 
hubbub over 1,600 new housing units in Jerusalem defies 
rational explanation. 

Of the children of Abraham, the descendants of Ishmael 
currently occupy at least 800 times more land than 
descendants of Isaac. The 21 states of the Arab League 
routinely announce plans of building expansion. Saudi 
Arabia estimates that 555,000 housing units were built 
over the past several years.

Iraqi Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki announced during a 
meeting in Baghdad last year that “Some 10,000 units will 
be built in each province [of Iraq] with 100 square meters 
per unit” to accommodate citizens whose housing needs 
have not been met for a long time. 

Egypt has established 10 new cities since 1996. They are 
Tenth of Ramadan, Sixth of October, Al Sadat, Al Shurouq, 
Al Obour, New Damietta, New Beni Sueif, New Assiut, 
New Luxor, and New Cairo. 

In 2006 the Syrian Prime Minister, Mohammad Naji 
Atri, announced a new five-year development plan that 
aims to supply 687,000 housing units. Kuwait expects to 
have a demand for approximately 100,000 private housing 
units by 2010. Last year Jordan’s King Abdullah launched 
a National Housing Initiative, which aims to build 120,000 
properties for low-income Jordanians. 

Arab populations grow. And neighborhoods expand 
to house them. What’s more, Arab countries benefited 
disproportionately from the exchange of populations 
between Jews and Arabs that resulted from the Arab 
wars against Israel. Since 1948 upward of 800,000 Jews 
abandoned their homes and forfeited their goods in Egypt, 
Iraq, Morocco and Yemen. In addition to assets valued at 
hundreds of billions of dollars, the property deeds of Jews 
from Arab lands is estimated at a total area of 100,000 
square miles, which is five times the size of the state of 
Israel, and more than Israel would include even if it were 
to stretch over all the disputed territories of the West Bank.

These preposterous disparities are a result of contrasting 
political cultures. The Arab League was founded at the 
same time as Israel with the express aim of undoing the 
Jewish state’s existence. Although much has changed over 
the ensuing decades, opposition to the Jewish state remains 
the strongest unifying tool of inter-Arab and Arab-Muslim 
politics. Trying to eliminate the Jews rather than compete 

with them has never benefited nations.
It is unfortunate that Arabs obsess about building in 

Israel rather than aiming for the development of their own 
superabundant lands. But why should America encourage 
their hegemonic ambitions? In December the White 
House issued a statement opposing “new construction in 
East Jerusalem” without delineating where or what East 
Jerusalem is. 

Ramat Shlomo, the neighborhood at the center of the 
present altercation, is actually in northern Jerusalem, west 
of the Jewish neighborhoods of Ramot, home to 40,000 
Jewish residents. Why does the White House take issue 
with the construction of housing for Jewish citizens within 
the boundaries of their own country? The same White 
House raised no objection when Jordan recently began 
systematically stripping citizenship from thousands of its 
Palestinian citizens rather than providing new housing 
units for them in a land much larger than Israel. 

Perhaps Israel has been at fault for not doggedly insisting 
on unconditional acceptance of its sovereign existence, 
and for not demanding that Arab rulers adhere to the U.N. 
Charter’s guarantee of “equal rights of . . . nations large 
and small.” Preposterous as they would have thought it, 
perhaps Israelis ought to have called for a freeze on Arab 
settlements to correspond to unreasonable Arab demands 
on them.

Why are 21 countries with 800 times more land so 
obsessed with Israel?

Any peaceful resolution to the Middle East conflict will 
begin with a hard look at the map of the region in which 
21 countries with 800 times more land are consumed with 
their Jewish neighbors’ natural increase. 

(Ruth Wisse, a professor of Yiddish and comparative literature at 
Harvard, is the author of “Jews and Power” (Schocken, 2007). 

How About an Arab ‘Settlement’ Freeze?
By Ruth R. Wisse



The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is basically religious. 
The Bible connects the identity of the Jewish people 

to the land. To understand our time, we need a Biblical 
Theology of Israel. A purely secular analysis of the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict is surprising considering 
the religious rhetoric used in the Arab world with 
reference to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. The 
Hamas Statute envisages the restitution to Allah 
of all territory, which the international community 
has assigned to Israel. Speaking of peace has little 
meaning so long as one partner in dialogue retains a 
political/religious strategy, which decrees the eventual 
annihilation of the other partner. What makes this 
threat even more ominous is Jewish awareness that 
their personal survival is closely tied to the survival 
of the Israeli State.

More important is the seemingly intentional 
neglect, on the part of many, of the biblical vision 
of the unique relationship, decreed by God, between 
Israel and the land. The grounding of the unique 
relationship between Israel and the Land in divine 
promise may throw some light on the unusual 
circumstance of an international organ such as 
the United Nations decreeing the establishment 
of a Jewish State after a Diaspora of almost 2000 
years, as well as the subsequent survival of this 
State, despite the refusal of most of its neighbours 
to recognise its existence. The seed of the modern 
Zionist movement was already in the very soul of 
the Jewish people throughout their 2000 years of 
Diaspora. The Bible stresses the permanency of the 
relationship between Abraham, Isaac, Jacob and 
their descendants with the Promised Land. This is 
often suppressed by interpreting texts allegorically, 
together with all references to a future messianic 
kingdom centred in Jerusalem. The Bible has an 
eschatological dimension. This implies that not 
all-predictive prophecy can be spiritualised away 
or applied to the present. Eschatological hope 
is often closely related to the future of the chosen people, 
the Promised Land and Jerusalem. Therefore, a Biblical 
Theology of Israel seems appropriate.

Why the Recent History of the Near East cannot be 
understood without “a Biblical Theology of Israel”  

Norman G. Finkelstein’s book Image and Reality of the 
Israeli-Palestine Conflict, on the dedicatory page, Finkelstein 
expresses the hope that he will never forget what was done 
to the Jews during the Shoah, and he is very critical of the 
modus operandi of the Israeli State. 

In his opinion the only language it understands is force. 
Finkelstein’s analysis is purely secular. This is surprising 
considering the religious rhetoric used in the Arab world 
with reference to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.

By way of example, Article 13 of the Statute of the 
Hamas Islamic Resistance Movement states: Peace 
initiatives, and international conferences for resolving 
the Palestinian problem, contradict all the beliefs of 
the Islamic Resistance Movement. In reality, giving up 
any part of Palestine (including the territory that the UN 
assigned to Israel and that Hamas considers inalienable 
and not available to others) is tantamount to ceding part 
of the religion. The nationalism of the Islamic Resistance 
Movement is part of its religion and teaches its members 
to adhere to the religion and lift up the banner of Allah on 
their homeland while they engage in Jihad.

The Hamas Statute does not envisage reaching any 
agreement with the state of Israel, the existence of which 
it refuses to recognise; rather it envisages the restitution to 
Allah of all territory which the international community has 
assigned to Israel. Many similar calls for the extinction of 
the state of Israel made in recent years have been motivated 
by the presumed Islamic rights to Israeli territory. One 
particularly vocal political leader who has recently expressed 
the wish that Israel be cancelled from the world map is the 
Iranian president, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, who links Israel’s 
demise with a more general eschatological vision of the 
return of the Twelfth Imam of Shi’ia Islam. Had Finkelstein 
taken into consideration the religious polemic of many who 
adamantly refuse to accept the existence of an enduring 
State of Israel, he might have evaluated Israel’s “language of 
force” somewhat differently. Hudna style diplomacy, which 

envisages a temporary truce, before a return to pursuing a 
stated policy of annihilation, cannot be expected to convince 
Israel to engage in serious dialogue. Speaking of peace has 

little meaning so long as one partner in 

dialogue retains a political/religious strategy which decrees 
the eventual annihilation of the other partner. What makes 
this threat even more ominous is Jewish awareness that their 
personal survival is closely tied to the survival of the Israeli 
State. A long history of being the butt of discrimination and 
violence, including the Russian pogroms and the Shoah, has 
produced the conviction, even in assimilated Jews like the 
Austrian Theodor Herzl, sent to Paris to cover the Alfred 
Dreyfus trial in 1895, that Jewish survival requires the 
existence of a Jewish State.

Israel and the land linked by the Bible 

Another aspect of Israeli policy with which Finkelstein, 
and indeed many others, take issue, is the effort made to 
ensure that the majority of citizens of the democratic State 
of Israel be Jewish. On this point the government of Israel 
could be forgiven if she appealed to the very purpose of the 
Balfour Declaration, issued by the British government in 
1917, which had in view “the establishment in Palestine of 
a national home for Jewish people” or to chapter 2, point 6, 
of the United Nations Resolution 181 (29 November, 1947) 
which envisaged only a minority presence of Arabs and 
Jews, respectively, in the Israeli and Palestinian States after 
partition. More important, for the theme of this paper, is the 
seemingly intentional neglect, on the part of many, of the 
biblical vision of the unique relationship, decreed by God, 
between Israel and the land. Insomuch as Christendom accepts 
the Hebrew Scriptures as part of its Holy Bible, a cavalier 
attitude towards their testimony to this relationship is out of 
place. The grounding of the unique relationship between 
Israel and the Land in divine promise, which has yet to find 
complete fulfillment (Ezekiel 47:15-20), may throw some 
light on the unusual circumstance of an international organ 
such as the United Nations decreeing the establishment of a 
Jewish State after a Diaspora of almost 2000 years, as well 
as the subsequent survival of this State, despite the refusal of 
most of its neighbours to recognise its existence.

Zionism and Christian Zionism 

It is increasingly common to read and hear the expression 
“Christian Zionism” being used in relation to the birth and 
survival of the modern State of Israel, as though the rebirth 

of the Jewish State were the fruit of a theological construct 
developed by Christians while its survival depended on the 
support given by Zionist Christians. Apart from the fact 
that the help given by Zionist Christians pales before that 

given by the American Jewish community, 
it needs to be remembered that the term 
“Zionism” is derived from the Hebrew Bible 
(Psalm 132:13-18 and passim). Moreover 
the development of the Zionist movement 
depended largely on events in Russia in the 
XIX century and on the secular document 
Der Judenstaat written by Theodor Herzl in 
1896. More generally, the seed of the modern 
Zionist movement was already in the very 
soul of the Jewish people throughout their 
2000 years of Diaspora. What else can account 
for the wish expressed annually at Passover: 
“next year in Jerusalem”? It is no accident that 
this wish has been linked with the Passover 
celebration. In other words it has been part 
and parcel of the religious hope of the people. 
There are other evidences that memory, religion 
and thoughts of the land are closely linked in 
Jewish culture. 

In his book The Israelis, Amos Elon gives 
some interesting examples of this. He relates 
how “Chaim Weizmann, the first President of 
Israel, was once asked by a British commission 
by what right the Jews claimed possession of 
Palestine. He is said to have answered: ‘Memory 
is right’. Other nations too have occupied lands 
and then abandoned them. The point is that they 
did not remember, but the Jews never forgot 
Palestine.” He also tells the personal story of 
the Polish Jew known to history as David Ben 
Gurion and those of Ukrainian Jewish Socialists 
who felt a compulsion to return to the Land and 
dedicate their lives to developing it.

Israel’s claim to the land has strong religious roots. While 
modern Israel may seem to be a very secular state, it must be 
remembered that her claim to the land has strong religious 
roots. In this regard there is a significant difference, when 
compared with Arab references to religious roots, in the 
way these claims are grounded: the Hebrew Bible explicitly 
links Israel’s national and religious identity with the land 
promised to Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. 

For example the city of Jerusalem, closely linked with 
the king David, the Davidic dynasty and the centralisation 
of the worship of YHWH (2 Sam. ch 5-7 and passim), is 
mentioned over 700 times in the Hebrew Bible but not once 
in the Koran. These writings also stress the permanency of 
the relationship between Abraham, Isaac, Jacob and their 
descendants with the promised land (Genesis 15:18; 17:8; 
28:13-14; Psalm 105:7-11). The evidence of these passages 
is often suppressed by interpreting them allegorically, 
together with all references to a future messianic kingdom 
centred in Jerusalem. This hermeneutical device is used 
to justify the substitution of Israel, as a subject, with the 
Church which is thought to have permanently replaced Israel 
as mediator of the Kingdom.

(Ronald E. Diprose is Academic Dean at the Instituto Biblico Evangelico 
Italiano, Rome, Editior of the theological Journal Lux Biblica)

Biblical theology of Israel and recent history
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‘They Need To Be Liberated From Their God’
The ‘Son of Hamas’ author on his conversion to Christianity,  

spying for Israel, and shaming his family
By Matthew Kaminski

‘I absolutely know that in anybody’s eyes I was a traitor,” 
says Mosab Hassan Yousef. “To my family, to my nation, to 
my God. I crossed all the red lines in my society. I didn’t 
leave one that I didn’t cross.”

Now 32, Mosab is the son of Sheikh Hassan Yousef, a 
founder and leader of the Palestinian terrorist group Hamas. 
Throughout the last decade, from the second Intifada to the 
current stalemate, he worked alongside his father in the West 
Bank. During that time the younger Mr. Yousef also secretly 
embraced Christianity. And as he reveals in his book “Son of 
Hamas” (Tyndale House Publishers), he became one of the 
top spies for Israel’s internal security arm, the Shin Bet.

The news of this double conversion has sent ripples 
through the Middle East. One of Mr. Yousef’s handlers at the 
Shin Bet confirmed his account to the Israeli daily Haaretz. 
Hamas – already reeling from the assassination of a senior 
military chief in Dubai in January – calls his claims Zionist 
propaganda. From the Israeli prison he has occupied since 
2005, Sheikh Yousef on Monday issued a statement that he 
and his family “have completely disowned the man who was 
our oldest son and who is called Mosab.” For the past two 
years, Mosab Yousef has lived near San Diego, where he’s 
kept a low profile out of concern for his security. The U.S. 
is currently weighing his application for political asylum, 
and until his confession to espionage and the publicity blitz 
that accompanied it this week, only knew him as the son 
of a terrorist who sometimes attends evangelical churches 
in California. The book is intended to launch a new life in 
America.

Mr. Yousef, whose large, engaging eyes sit prominently on 
an oval face, says he was confused for many years himself, 
and realizes many people will be as well. His family has been 
shamed and old friends refuse to believe him. The book, a 
Le Carréesque thriller wrapped in a spiritual coming-of-age 
story, is an attempt to answer what he says “is impossible to 
imagine” – “how I ended up working for my enemies who 
hurt me, who hurt my dad, who hurt my people.”

“There is a logical explanation,” he continues in fairly 
fluent English. “Simply my enemies of yesterday became 
my friends. And the friends of yesterday became really my 
enemies.”

The first half of his memoir describes a childhood in 
Ramallah marked by close familial ties and the Israeli 
occupation. He describes a kind and unusual Muslim father 
who cooks dinner, treats his mother well, and cares for 
his neighbors. An imam trained in Jordan, Sheikh Hassan 
Yousef rises to prominence in their hometown, and in 1986 
– along with six other men including the wheelchair-bound 
cleric from Gaza, Sheikh Ahmed Yassin – forms Hamas at a 
secret meeting in Hebron. The first Palestinian Intifada – or 
uprising – breaks out the following year. Mosab did his part, 
throwing stones at Israeli settlers and army vehicles.

Most people heard about Hamas after Hamas started 
carrying out terrorist attacks,” he says now, speaking near 
his agent’s home here in Nashville. “Hamas started out as 
an idea. Let’s say a noble idea – resisting occupation.” 
Those early clashes with the Israelis begat worse violence, 
and the cemetery near his house began to fill up with 
cadavers. Palestinians also turned on each other. A corrupt 
and authoritarian Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) 
sparred with the rising Hamas and other groups. All of them 
used accusations of “collaboration” as an excuse to torture 
and kill rivals or the weak.

Mr. Yousef traces his awakening to his first sustained 
exposure to Hamas cruelty. In 1996, he was arrested by 
the Israelis for buying weapons. He says he was beaten 
and tortured badly in custody. It was then that the Shin 
Bet approached him. He says he thought about becoming a 
double agent. “I wanted revenge on Israel,” he writes. But 
when he was sent to serve his term at the Megiddo prison in 
northern Israel, he says he was more shocked by the way the 
maj’d, Hamas’s security wing, dealt with other prisoners.

“Every day, there was screaming; every night, torture. 
Hamas was torturing its own people!” he writes. The 
Muslims he met in jail “bore no resemblance to my father” 

and “were mean and petty . . . bigots and hypocrites.”

By agreeing to work with the Shin Bet, he got out of 
prison early. He says he was curious about the Israelis and 
fast abandoned his idea to become a double agent. Though 
he took money from Shin Bet and stayed on their payroll for 
a decade, his handlers in the early years didn’t ask much of 
him. They encouraged him to study and be a model son. His 
code name was the Green Prince: green as in the color of the 
Islamist Hamas flag, and prince as the offspring to Hamas 
royalty.

During those quiet years he met a British cabbie in 
Jerusalem who gave him an English-Arabic copy of the New 
Testament and invited him to attend a Bible study session 
at their hotel. “I found that I was really drawn to the grace, 
love and humility that Jesus talked about,” he says in “Son 
of Hamas.”

As a spy, Mr. Yousef wasn’t fully activated until the 
outbreak of the second Intifada in September 2000. A few 
months before at Camp David, the late PLO chief Yasser 
Arafat had turned down the Israeli offer of statehood on 
90% of the West Bank with East Jerusalem as the capital. 
According to Mr. Yousef, Arafat decided he needed another 
uprising to win back international attention. So he sought out 
Hamas’s support through Sheikh Yousef, writes his son, who 
accompanied him to Arafat’s compound. Those meetings 
took place before the Palestinian authorities found a pretext 
for the second Intifada. It came when future Prime Minister 
Ariel Sharon visited the Temple Mount in Jerusalem, site 
of the Al-Aqsa Mosque and the Dome of the Rock. Mr. 
Yousef’s account helps to set straight the historical record 
that the uprising was premeditated by Arafat.

Mr. Yousef tells me that he was horrified by the 
pointless violence unleashed by politicians willing to 
climb “on the shoulders of poor, religious people.” He says 
Palestinians who heeded the call “were going like a cow 
to the slaughterhouse, and they thought they were going 
to heaven.” So, as he writes in the book, “At the age of 
twenty-two, I became the Shin Bet’s only Hamas insider 
who could infiltrate Hamas’s military and political wings, as 
well as other Palestinian factions.”

Mr. Yousef claims some significant intelligence coups for 
himself, and he says he isn’t telling the world everything. 
Early on, he was first to discover that the Al-Aqsa Martyrs 
Brigades, a terrorist group born during the second Intifada, 
was made up of Arafat’s guards, who were directly funded 
by international donors. He says he found the most lethal 
Palestinian bomb maker and foiled assassination plots 
against President Shimon Peres, then foreign minister, 

as well as a prominent rabbi. He says he broke up cells 
of suicide bombers about to attack Israel. And he helped 
convince his father to be the first prominent Hamas leader to 
offer a truce with Israel.

His handler – a “Captain Loai,” now retired from the Shin 
Bet – corroborated many of these stories to Haaretz. The 
paper said the Shin Bet considered Mr. Yousef “the most 
reliable and most senior agent.”

Mr. Yousef strains to justify himself, but ultimately “the 
question is whether I was a traitor or a hero in my own eyes.”

So we’re back to why?

The motivation, he says, was to save lives.
“I’d seen enough killing. I was a witness to lots of death . 

. . Saving a human life was something really, really beautiful 

. . . no matter who they are. Not only Israeli people owe me 
their lives. I guarantee many terrorists, many Palestinian 
leaders, owe me their lives – or in other words they owe my 
Lord their lives.”

He says he used his influence at Shin Bet to get the Israelis 
to try to arrest Hamas and other Palestinian figures rather 
than blow them up with missile strikes. He says he saved 
his father from the fate of Sheikh Yassin and other Hamas 
leaders whom the Israelis killed by secretly arranging to 
have him arrested. “I know for sure that my father is alive 
today, he still breathes, because I was involved in this thing,” 
he says.

Mr. Yousef has some of the evangelist in him, even as he 
insists he is not a particularly devoted Christian and is still 
learning about his new religion. He wants Palestinians and 
Israelis to learn what he did from the Christian God.

“I converted to Christianity because I was convinced by 
Jesus Christ as a character, as a personality. I loved him, his 
wisdom, his love, his unconditional love. I didn’t leave [the 
Islamic] religion to put myself in another box of religion. At 
the same time it’s a beautiful thing to see my God exist in 
my life and see the change in my life. I see that when he 
does exist in other Middle Easterners there will be a change.

“I’m not trying to convert the entire nation of Israel 
and the entire nation of Palestine to Christianity. But at 
least if you can educate them about the ideology of love, 
the ideology of forgiveness, the ideology of grace. Those 
principles are great regardless, but we can’t deny they came 
from Christianity as well.”

Mr. Yousef says he felt burned out and decided to stop 
working for the Shin Bet in 2006, against their wishes. He 
made his way to friends in southern California whom he’d 
met through Bible study.

As the son of a Muslim cleric, he says he had reached the 
conclusion that terrorism can’t be defeated without a new 
understanding of Islam. Here he echoes other defectors from 
Islam such as the former Dutch parliamentarian and writer 
Ayaan Hirsi Ali.

Do you consider your father a fanatic? “He’s not a 
fanatic,” says Mr. Yousef. “He’s a very moderate, logical 
person. What matters is not whether my father is a fanatic 
or not, he’s doing the will of a fanatic God. It doesn’t matter 
if he’s a terrorist or a traditional Muslim. At the end of 
the day a traditional Muslim is doing the will of a fanatic, 
fundamentalist, terrorist God. I know this is harsh to say. 
Most governments avoid this subject. They don’t want 
to admit this is an ideological war. “The problem is not in 
Muslims,” he continues. “The problem is with their God. 
They need to be liberated from their God. He is their biggest 
enemy. It has been 1,400 years they have been lied to.”

These are all dangerous words. Of the threats issued to 
his life by Islamists, he says, “That’s not the worst thing 
that can happen to you. I’m OK with it, I’m not afraid. . . . 
Palestinians have reason to kill me. Some Israelis may want 
to kill me. My goal is not to defeat my enemy. It is to win 
over my enemy.”

(Mr. Kaminski is a member of the Wall Street Journal’s editorial board)
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Continued on page 9

In his recently released book, A Lethal Obsession: 
Anti-Semitism from Antiquity to the Global Jihad (Random 

House), Prof. Robert S. Wistrich provides one of the most 
comprehensive overviews to date of the “longest hatred,” 
which he has spent the better part of his life documenting 
and analyzing.

While warning of imminent catastrophes, boded by 
the likes of Ahmadinejad on the one hand and left-wing 
promoters of anti-Israel and anti-Western narratives on the 
other, he also stresses the spiritual opportunity this provides 
the Jewish people to, well, get its act together.

This challenge, like the author’s nearly 1,200-page tome, 
is weighty indeed. But it is one that the 64-year-old Wistrich 
– who was born in Kazakhstan to Polish Jews, raised in 
Britain, educated in America, and who settled in Israel in 
1981 – believes is worth confronting.

“It requires faith,” says Wistrich, in an interview on his 
return from a whirlwind book tour across the United States. 
“Our presence in the land of Israel is providential, and 
cannot be explained by purely rational arguments. Whether 
we live up to that depends on us.”

Q: Why do you call anti-Semitism an obsession, rather 
than a compulsion?

A: There is something in the history of anti-Semitism that 
better fits “obsession.”

“Compulsion” suggests being coerced; and I think of 
anti-Semitism as more inner-driven, though it can also be 
imposed from outside; it can even be both simultaneously. 
The word “lethal” was even more critical for the message 
I want to convey: that the commonplace notion of 
anti-Semitism – as a form of prejudice or a sub-category of 
racism – is both trivializing and inaccurate. In the book’s 
introduction, I quote French philosopher Jean-Paul Sartre – 
not one of my heroes by any means, but who, in his classic 
1946 essay, “Reflections on the Jewish Question,” said 
that anti-Semitism is not an opinion, but rather a crime of 
passion; and, in the final analysis, the anti-Semite wants, 
consciously or unconsciously, to kill the Jew.

Q: Would you say that anti-Semitism is religion-based 
at its core?

A: I certainly think that researchers have seriously 
underestimated the power of the religious driving force in 
anti-Semitism. I attribute that to something I remember 
vividly from my own student years in the mid-to-late 
1960s, and then when I did my doctorate in the 1970s. 
There was a consensus, particularly in academia, that 
religion was a force of the past; that it was in the process 
of becoming extinguished in most parts of the world; that 
it was symptomatic of backwardness in those countries 
where it still played a role; and as a result of economic and 
technological progress, it would become a distant memory 
by the 21st century. Yet here we are, at the end of the first 
decade of this century, and a person would have to put 
blinkers on his eyes, seal up his ears, and be completely 
disconnected from the world to think that religion is not a 
powerful factor, both in general, and in relation to how Jews 
are perceived. Islamic fundamentalism is the most obvious 
and startling example. But Christian Jew hatred, though 
definitely diminished since WWII, is also prevalent.

Despite the real efforts to develop a Christian-Jewish 
dialogue, it is only among the educated and broad-minded 
elite in the Catholic and Protestant churches that there has 
been a significant shift in the perception of Judaism and the 
Jews. But this is much less true of the Orthodox Christians, 
who account for well over 300 million people.

Furthermore, we would have to qualify even the progress 
made with the Catholic Church by saying that it is in the 
theological realm, not manifested in attitudes towards Israel 
– though, yes, finally in the 1990s, the Vatican recognized 
the Jewish state.

In the Protestant world, it’s a slightly reversed trend. The 
Evangelical Christians are among Israel’s most passionate 
supporters. But they have not altogether cast overboard more 
traditional theological ideas about conversion of Jews being 
the indispensable prelude to the ultimate redemption.

Q: How much of all this can be attributed to the 
Islamic world – with some Christians joining Jews by 

virtue of a common enemy, and others becoming more 
distant as a result of sympathy with the Muslim cause?

A: There are important nuances here, both between 
countries in different parts of the world, and within the West 
itself. American and European Christendom, for example, 
are completely different.

In the U.S., many Christians see Jews as allies in the 
struggle to protect and preserve all the core values that are 
threatened directly by militant Islam; just as many Jews see 
those Christians who understand the moral, historical, and 
political legitimacy of Israel as indispensable allies. The 
common interest is glaringly obvious, although sometimes 
more to Christians than to Jews.

Here lies a paradox that has to be addressed: Christians of 
the more liberal persuasion, particularly liberal Protestants, 
are very often hyper-critical of Israel, and push for boycotts, 
divestment, and sanctions. They also support charity 
organizations like War on Want and Christian Aid, which 
utterly and uncritically embrace the Palestinian cause.

Then there’s the left wing of Christianity, which has roots 
in the Third World and Latin America. It espouses a kind of 
Marxist liberation theology.

The conservative Christians have a totally different 
perception of Israel from these groups. They, unlike their 
more liberal coreligionists, passionately support Israel as a 
front line of democracy, which they sincerely define as the 
Judeo-Christian basis of all the freedoms that we tend to 
take for granted in Western countries.

Q: How do you explain the attraction on the part of 
many Westerners to the Third World-ism represented 
by radical Islam? Is it genuine – a la Lawrence of 
Arabia – or rather a piggy-back ride on an anti-Semitic 
movement?

A: There are a number of strands of this phenomenon. One 
is this Arabophile picture of the romantic and “unspoiled” 
East and the “glamour” of the Orient. That goes back to the 
days of colonial rule. Another – intertwined – element was 
the Lawrencian myth of the Arabs found among the British 
and French upper classes. I think this was a form of escape 
from their own societies and unresolved personal problems, 
among them sexual ones. There was undoubtedly an element 
of homosexual attraction involved. You find this with writers 
like Andre Gide, who wouldn’t be suspected of any political 
motives. But then you also find it in colonial officials. Take 
Sir Ronald Storrs, the first governor of Jerusalem during the 
British Mandate in Palestine. He was well-known for his 
homosexual tendencies, as were many of his advisers and 
other high officials in the Mandate. And they tended to be 
militantly anti-Zionist, considering the Jewish national home 

in Palestine to be a huge historic injustice to the Arabs.
Then there were great Orientalist scholars, like Louis 

Massignon in France, who adopted the view that turning 
Palestine over to the Jews was part of the really nefarious, 
decadent, Western influence that was spoiling the authentic 
and uniquely spiritual culture of Islam. Today, one reads 
such views with astonishment, because history has 
developed in such a contrary direction. But they influenced 
policy.

Take the case of Sir John Bagot Glubb who commanded 
the Jordanian-Arab Legion in the 1948 war. A conservative 
Englishman, he was called “Glubb Pasha” in the new 
Kingdom of Transjordan. He was a fully-fledged 
anti-Semite, not merely an anti-Zionist, as you would expect, 
given his mobilization for the Arab cause.

Still, there is something curious about the British case, 
because this Arabophile trend in the upper classes for a long 
time went hand-in-hand with an opposite sentiment held by 
pro-Zionists such as Lloyd George, Balfour, Churchill and 
others, who were great figures in British politics in the early 
20th century. What distinguished them was that they were 
schooled in the Bible. So they understood the geography and 
the history of the Holy Land; the biblical associations meant 
a great deal to them; and they felt they were performing a 
great act of historic justice in restoring the Jews to the land 
from which they came. This was self-evidently true to them 
in a way that it is self-evidently incomprehensible to people 
brought up today who do not know the Bible, or dismiss it 
out of hand; who know nothing about Jewish history, other 
than the Palestinian version of it.

This narrative basically says that the Zionist movement 
and the people who came to settle in the Land of Israel are 
all alien invaders. This is an outright lie, of course, but it’s 
one that is widely believed by people today who have no 
interest in history and no respect for truth. It’s astonishing 
how often one reads complete dismissals of the historical 
connection of the Jews with Palestine. The Palestinians even 
deny that there was a First or a Second Temple. And they go 
even further in falsifying history, by claiming, for instance, 
that the Arabs of Palestine are descendants of the Canaanites, 
and therefore preceded the children of Israel in the conquest 
of Canaan as described in the Bible. Obviously, there’s 
no shred of evidence for any link whatsoever between the 
Canaanites and the Arabs of Palestine.

Today, people from Western countries often have not even 
the vaguest idea of the Jews’ link to this land. They tend to 
believe the kind of things that were given some credence 
even by President Obama in his Cairo speech, where he 
suggested that it was only the history of persecution, and 
particularly the Holocaust, that provided the source of 
Israel’s justification.

But anyone really familiar with Judaism and the history of 
the Jews would know that the tripod that makes up the core 
of the Jewish people — Judaism, the land of Israel and the 
laws of the Torah — cannot be disconnected. This is why 
anti-Zionists, and often anti-Semites, try so hard to separate 
them.

                                                     
Q: You refer to the Palestinian-Arab narrative and 

its negative influence on the West. Iran is not an Arab 
country, yet it is seen today as the greatest threat to Jews 
and the Jewish state. Can you address that?

A: Iran is a major part of the Middle East. It is a country 
of 70 million people, with a small Arab minority. It was 
conquered by the Arabs in the 7th century, as part of the 
expansion of Islam, and it was converted initially to Sunni 
Islam. At the beginning of the 16th century – a thousand 
years later, more or less – it became the largest and most 
powerful Shiite state in the world. Persians are the dominant 
people in Iran, but it is a multinational country, with many 
different ethnic groups. And there is a traditional hostility, 
going back centuries, between Persians and Arabs. Persians 
often have very deprecating attitudes towards Arabs, and 
Arabs regard Persians as a threat. More recently, let us not 
forget that the bloodiest war in modern times was fought in 
the 1980s between Saddam Hussein’s Iraq and the Ayatollah 
Khomeini’s Islamic Republic of Iran.

What needs to be understood – and it’s a case I make 
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strongly in the book – is why the ayatollahs have invested 
such great efforts in their propaganda against Israel. The 
reason they have presented themselves as – and have carried 
out a policy of being –  the avant garde of total opposition 
to Israel’s very existence is that they see this as their most 
powerful card in a much broader and more ambitious aim. 
This aim is first to establish hegemony throughout the 
Middle East, and then to be in a position where they can 
actually challenge the hegemony of the West.

Hatred of Israel and this very intense, religiously driven 
indoctrination on Iran’s part is designed primarily for the 
Arab street, and it has had some success. Its most important 
success was in underwriting and reinforcing the Hizbullah 
movement it created in Lebanon in 1982. Hizbullah (the 
Party of God) is a movement which operates in an Arab 
country and whose members are all Arabs. But they are 

Shiites – Arab Shiites who have become a proxy of Iran, 
and closely controlled by its regime. Their ideology is 
completely Iranian-oriented, and includes a visceral hatred 
of Jews.

Q: What about Hamas?
A: That Hamas, a Sunni Muslim organization, has 

increasingly become another Iranian proxy in the region has 
been one of the most striking developments in the last five 
or six years. The seeking of Israel’s destruction has become 
the most effective glue linking Iran to an Arab world that is 
naturally and rightfully suspicious of its intentions. Countries 
like Egypt, Jordan, and Saudi Arabia, which are all Sunni, 
and often considered to be moderate or pro-Western in some 
way – though that would have to be seriously qualified in 
practice – do feel threatened by Iran. In their own ambiguous 
way, they are seeking means to diminish or neutralize the 
Iranian threat.

Then there are the smaller Gulf States, which are literally 
defenseless in the face of a nuclearized Iran. Presently, they 
may feel they have an American shield to protect them from 
future Iranian threats. But how much would such a shield be 
worth if there were a nuclear Iran nuclear? Not very much.

Q: You describe the current elites in the West as 
ignorant and even dismissive of the Bible and religion. 
How do you explain, then, the sympathy on the part of 
students on Western campuses for anti-Israel movements 
whose fervor is religious? And how do you account for 
the almost natural inclination of academia to side with 
them over Israel?

A: The bulk of them have completely bought in to the 
Palestinian version of the conflict: that the Jews came in 
and stole the land; that the state of Israel was an illegitimate 
creation with no historic justification; that its establishment 
was a colonialist and imperialist conspiracy. This is now 
a kind of lingua franca of a whole generation of students. 
Probably 90% of the books they are assigned in Middle East 
studies point in that direction.

Q: If that’s the case, then you could say that that their 
anti-Zionism – and even, perhaps, their anti-Semitism – 
is rational.

A: I wouldn’t use the word “rational.” I would say it is 
comprehensible, in light of certain ideological factors that 
have accumulated in the last two-three decades. It’s not 
merely a kind of herd-like mentality, although that plays a 
role, because students have to be both knowledgeable and 
courageous to go against the stream and risk unpopularity – 
harassment even – and all such unpleasantness that is now 
normal on many Western campuses.

Q: How would a student be equipped with the 
psychological and educational tools upon his arrival at a 
university to withstand the bombardment? How would 
he even know that doing so was an option?

A: He wouldn’t – unless there was a comparable effort 
being made on the Jewish and Israeli side. This has come 
very belatedly, and thus is an uphill – even Sisyphean – 
struggle. There still hasn’t been engagement, except among 
a handful of people, with the prevailing ideas in the political 
culture in the West about Israel.

Q: What difference can such “engagement” make? 
Would an effort to deal with “the prevailing ideas 
in the political culture” have made any difference in 
pre-Holocaust Europe?

A: We have far more possibilities than the Jews of the 
pre-Holocaust period had. We have an independent state, 
with a very advanced and flourishing society. Admittedly, 

our adversaries today have much more extensive resources 
with which to circulate and amplify the cycle of lies. This 
doesn’t mean, however, that we are fated to be passive 
recipients of vilifying accusations on the part of forces 
intent on Israel’s demise. One of the reasons I wrote this 
book was to identify those forces and the impetus behind 
them. Their build-up is something that only seems to have 
hit home to many Israelis after the Goldstone report. But 
that report is only the last straw in a long indictment that has 
been mounting with very little response, other than from a 
handful of people.

Q: That “handful of people” would and are often 
accused by Israeli academics and members of the media 
of being fanatically right-wing. In fact, a large percentage 
of Israelis think the government and the military should 
have cooperated with Goldstone. How can the things you 
speak about be counteracted if Israeli society and the 
Jewish people are themselves divided on the issues – and 
the narrative?

A: Here we are touching on one of the core problems 
of dealing with this escalating process of undermining the 
moral foundations and legitimacy of Israel.

It’s difficult for me to be cool, calm and collected when, 
as part of my everyday work, I have to read so many 
self-accusatory statements and indictments either by Israelis 
who have left Israel, or by those who remain and teach in 
Israeli universities, or by Diaspora Jews who have jumped 
on this bandwagon and seem so keen to produce their 
“divorce certificates” from the Jewish state. And they do this 
in order to give themselves the appearance of a clean bill 
of health. It is their way of saying: “We are good Jews; we 
have nothing in common with those bad ones.”

Q: Didn’t many German Jews have that very attitude 
on the eve of the Holocaust?

A: Indeed, I think there is an analogy to be drawn between 
the highly assimilated, well-off, middle- and upper-middle-
class Jews of Weimar Germany, who believed that if only 
they could demonstrate to non-Jewish Germans that it was 
the east European Jewish immigrants at the root of all the 
problems, they themselves would be spared anti-Semitism. 
This, of course, was all blown away after 1933, because it 
wasn’t of the slightest interest to Hitler and his supporters 
what kind of Jew you were. As a matter of fact, it was the 
well-established Jewish professionals and intellectuals who 
the Nazis were determined to “cleanse” Germany from first.

Today, those left-wing and liberal Jews who feel that if 
only they can show they fully share the anti-Zionist zeitgeist, 
they will be spared the indictment that is being handed out, 
are victims of the same delusion.

Q: Is this not typical of Jewish responses to 
anti-Semitism since time immemorial?

A: We recently celebrated the festival of Purim. And 
though nobody believes in the literal historicity of the events 
in the Book of Esther, it is a document of great importance, 
because of what it tells us about anti-Semitism and Jewish 
responses to it. It is astonishing to find such continuities 
from more than 2,000 years ago to today. And it is ironic that 
the great Jew-hater of the story, Haman, hails from the same 
country – what was then Persia – as Ahmadinejad today.

In the story, the Jews are already in the Diaspora – so 
presumably it was written in the Hellenistic period – and 
they are described as being a dispersed people, and divided 
among themselves, although they have their own laws and 
customs, which are distinct from those of the other habitants 
of the kingdom. And the bait that Haman offers to the king 
to carry out the extermination of the Jews is that it will 

bring great economic benefits to the treasury, and that it will 
introduce an element of uniformity in the kingdom that is 
actually a multicultural, multinational, perhaps quite shaky 
empire. And how do the Jews react? Well, Mordechai and 
Esther engage in a political action; there are court intrigues; 
a complex plot unravels. But ultimately, in the Diaspora, 
Jews are dependent on fate, on the powers-that-be, and on 
persuading at least some of those powers-that-be to allow 
them to defend themselves. This was less and less true in 
the history of the Diaspora, and Jews were less and less able 
to organize and defend themselves – which is one of the 
primary reasons why modern Zionism came into existence.

So, clearly, anti-Semitism is an ancient phenomenon. 
That’s why the subtitle of my book begins with “from 
antiquity.” And many Jewish responses are traditional ones. 
We can almost say that nothing new has ever been invented 
in the history of Jewish self-defense. Some techniques 
are more refined than others. Jews have achieved greater 
amounts of power in a number of diasporic societies. But the 
scenarios don’t change that much.

What has changed is the existence of Jewish sovereignty. 
Of a state. Of an army. Of a cohesive society which is 
willing and able to defend itself with all the means at the 
disposal of a modern society, to make sure there is no 
repetition of the Holocaust or of lower-scale massacres. This 
is a crucial development, even though it has not diminished 
anti-Semitism. On the contrary, it has simply given it new 
pretexts and sources on which it can feed.

Still, we Jews are privileged in comparison to all the 
generations that went before us. For the first time, with our 
own hands, and using all the creativity, talent, determination 
and tenacity that we have shown over the centuries in 
adversity, we can frustrate the evil designs of our enemies.

Q: The Zionists established Israel as a safe haven 
for Jews, yet it has become one of the most physically 
dangerous places for Jews in the world. Can you address 
that irony?

A: In the Bible, Israel is the name given to Jacob, one of 
the three patriarchs of the nation, after he struggles with 
the angel – this mysterious figure, half-God, half-man, 
God, man, something else, the stranger, a phantom of his 
unconscious imagination, a real person, who knows?

All name changes in the Bible have great significance. 
And the literal meaning of Israel is “he who struggles and 
prevails.”

Delving into the broader meaning of Israel, both 
historically and today – and asking what its purpose is, for 
itself as a people and for the nations – you could say that it 
represents a struggle for truth.

Q: Is this your interpretation of Israel’s serving as “a 
light unto the nations?”

A: I can already hear the cynics saying, “Oh, some light 
unto the nations.”

My point is not that we are, but that we struggle to be.
It is a struggle to transcend ourselves, to find our better 

part, to aspire to the light. Contrary to the stereotype 
branding Jews as the incarnation of materialism, anybody 
really familiar with the annals of Jewish history knows 
this is ludicrous. This is not to say there aren’t materialists 
among us, of course. On one level, we are no different from 
anybody else. But there’s another level on which we operate, 
which, for a lack of a better word, I would call metaphysical. 
And it is this level, which Israel represents, that is one of the 
deepest reasons for anti-Semitism.

I’m often asked, “Don’t you get depressed by studying 
anti-Semitism?”

The answer is that, among the many other intrinsically 
fascinating and horrendous features it has, anti-Semitism is 
also a continuous challenge to the Jewish people. It is a kind 
of barometer to us and to the nations, both of what is wrong 
— because it is often a symptom of major pathologies in 
a given society — and a warning signal of catastrophes to 
come. Indeed, it is clear that its current rise is a herald of 
a catastrophe already in the making. Rather than deluding 
ourselves that it is a passing storm, if we could only see it as 
a galvanizer, we could put our energies to more constructive 
use, and understand that fighting it, too, is part of a wider 
struggle for continual self-betterment.

As with all forms of persecution and oppression, running 
away doesn’t work. You have to stand up and fight your 
adversary and – as in the case of Jacob, who becomes 
worthy to be called Israel – to overcome him, even if this 
means sustaining a limp, as he apparently did.

Ruthie Blum Leibowitz, a freelance writer based in Israel, is the former 
features editor of The Jerusalem Post.
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JERUSALEM – Suddenly, my city feels 
again like a war zone. Since the suicide 

bombings ended in 2005, life in Jerusalem 
has been for the most part relatively calm. 
The worst disruptions have been the traffic 
jams resulting from construction of a light 
rail, just like in a normal city. But now, again, 
there are clusters of helmeted border police 
near the gates of the Old City, black smoke 
from burning tires in the Arab village across 
from my porch, young men marching with 
green Islamist flags toward my neighborhood, 
ambulances parked at strategic places ready 
for this city’s ultimate nightmare.

The return of menace to Jerusalem is not 
because a mid-level bureaucrat announced 
stage four of a seven-stage process in the 
eventual construction of 1,600 apartments 
in Ramat Shlomo, a Jewish neighborhood in 
northeast Jerusalem. Such announcements 
and building projects have become so 
routine over the years that Palestinians have 
scarcely responded, let alone violently. 
In negotiations between Palestinians and 
Israelis, the permanence of Ramat Shlomo, 
and other Jewish neighborhoods in East 
Jerusalem, has been a given. Ramat Shlomo, 
located between the Jewish neighborhoods 
of French Hill and Ramot, will remain 
within the boundaries of Israeli Jerusalem 
according to every peace plan. Unlike 
the small Jewish enclaves inserted into 
Arab neighborhoods, on which Israelis are 
strongly divided, building in the established 
Jewish neighborhoods of East Jerusalem 
defines the national consensus.

Why, then, the outbreak of violence now? 
Why Hamas’s “day of rage” over Jerusalem 
and the Palestinian Authority’s call to gather 
on the Temple Mount to “save” the Dome of 
the Rock from non-existent plans to build 
the Third Temple? Why the sudden outrage 
over rebuilding a synagogue, destroyed by 
the Jordanians in 1948, in the Old City’s 
Jewish Quarter, when dozens of synagogues 
and yeshivas have been built in the quarter 
without incident?

The answer lies not in Jerusalem but in 
Washington. By placing the issue of building 
in Jewish neighborhoods in East Jerusalem 
at the center of the peace process, President 
Obama has inadvertently challenged the 
Palestinians to do no less.

Astonishingly, Obama is repeating the 
key tactical mistake of his failed efforts 
to restart Middle East peace talks over the 
last year. Though Obama’s insistence on a 
settlement freeze to help restart negotiations 

was legitimate, he went a step too far by 
including building in East Jerusalem. Every 
Israeli government over the last four decades 
has built in the Jewish neighborhoods of East 
Jerusalem; no government, let alone one 
headed by the Likud, could possibly agree to 
a freeze there. Obama made resumption of 
negotiations hostage to a demand that could 
not be met. The result was that Palestinian 
leaders were forced to adjust their demands 
accordingly.

Obama is directly responsible for one 
of the most absurd turns in the history 
of Middle East negotiations. Though 
Palestinian leaders negotiated with Israeli 
governments that built extensively in the 
West Bank, they now refused to sit down 
with the first Israeli government to actually 
agree to a suspension of building. Obama’s 
demand for a building freeze in Jerusalem 
led to a freeze in negotiations.

Finally, after intensive efforts, the 
administration produced the pathetic 
achievement of “proximity talks” – setting 
Palestinian-Israeli negotiations back a 
generation, to the time when Palestinian 
leaders refused to sit at the same table with 
Israelis.

That Obama could be guilty of such 
amateurishness was perhaps forgivable 
because he was, after all, an amateur. But 
he has now taken his failed policy and 

intensified it. By demanding that Israel stop 
building in Ramat Shlomo and elsewhere in 
East Jerusalem – and placing that demand 
at the center of American-Israeli relations 
– he’s ensured that the Palestinians won’t 
show up even to proximity talks. This is no 
longer amateurishness; it is pique disguised 
as policy.

 Initially, when the announcement about 
building in Ramat Shlomo was made, 
Israelis shared Vice President Biden’s 
humiliation and were outraged at their 
government’s incompetence. The widespread 
sense here was that Netanyahu deserved the 
administration’s condemnation, not because 
of what he did but because of what he didn’t 
do: He failed to convey to all parts of his 
government the need for caution during 
Biden’s visit, symptomatic of his chaotic 
style of governing generally.

But not even the opposition accused 
Netanyahu of a deliberate provocation. 
These are not the days of Yitzhak Shamir, 
the former Israeli prime minister who used 
to greet a visit from Secretary of State James 
Baker with an announcement of the creation 
of another West Bank settlement. Netanyahu 
has placed the need for strategic cooperation 
with the U.S. on the Iranian threat ahead 
of the right-wing political agenda. That’s 
why he included the Labor Party into his 
coalition, and why he accepted a two-state 
solution – an historic achievement that set 
the Likud, however reluctantly, within the 
mainstream consensus supporting Palestinian 
statehood. The last thing Netanyahu wanted 
was to embarrass Biden during his goodwill 
visit and trigger a clash with Obama over an 
ultra-Orthodox neighborhood.

Nor is it likely that there was a deliberate 
provocation from the ultra-Orthodox Shas 
party, which runs the interior ministry 
that oversees building procedures. Shas, 
which supports peace talks and territorial 
compromise, is not a nationalist party. 
Its interest is providing housing for its 
constituents, like the future residents of 
Ramat Shlomo; provoking international 
incidents is not its style. 

Finally, the very ordinariness of 
the building procedure – the fact that 
construction in Jewish East Jerusalem is 
considered by Israelis routine – is perhaps 
the best proof that there was no intentional 
ambush of Biden. Apparently no one in 

the interior ministry could imagine that a 
long-term plan over Ramat Shlomo would 
sabotage a state visit.

In turning an incident into a crisis, Obama 
has convinced many Israelis that he was 
merely seeking a pretext to pick a fight with 
Israel. Netanyahu was inadvertently shabby; 
Obama, deliberately so.  

According to a banner headline in the 
newspaper Ma’ariv, senior Likud officials 
believe that Obama’s goal is to topple the 
Netanyahu government, by encouraging 
those in the Labor Party who want to quit 
the coalition.

The popular assumption is that Obama 
is seeking to prove his resolve as a leader 
by getting tough with Israel. Given his 
ineffectiveness against Iran and his tendency 
to violate his own self-imposed deadlines for 
sanctions, the Israeli public is not likely to 
be impressed. Indeed, Israelis’ initial anger 
at Netanyahu has turned to anger against 
Obama. According to an Israel Radio poll on 
March 16, 62 percent of Israelis blame the 
Obama administration for the crisis, while 
20 percent blame Netanyahu. (Another 17 
percent blame Shas leader Eli Yishai.)

In the last year, the administration has not 
once publicly condemned the Palestinians 
for lack of good faith – even though the 
Palestinian Authority media has, for example, 
been waging a months-long campaign 
denying the Jews’ historic roots in Jerusalem. 
Just after Biden left Ramallah, Palestinian 
officials held a ceremony naming a square 
in the city after a terrorist responsible for the 
massacre of 38 Israeli civilians. (To its credit, 
yesterday, the administration did condemn the 
Palestinian Authority for inciting violence in 
Jerusalem.)

Obama’s one-sided public pressure against 
Israel could intensify the atmosphere of 
“open season” against Israel internationally. 
Indeed, the European Union has reaffirmed it 
is linking improved economic relations with 
Israel to the resumption of the peace process 
– as if it’s Israel rather than the Palestinians 
that has refused to come to the table.

If the administration’s main tactical error 
in Middle East negotiating was emphasizing 
building in Jerusalem, its main strategic 
error was assuming that a two-state solution 
was within easy reach. Shortly after Obama 
took office, Rahm Emanuel was quoted in 

The Crisis
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Masked youths attacked security forces who were trying to prevent them entering the Temple Mount

U.S. Vice-President Joe Biden (L) and Prime Minister Benyamin Netanyahu at the Prime Ministers Office
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the Israeli press insisting that a Palestinian 
state would be created within Obama’s 
first term. Instead, a year later, we are 
in the era of suspended proximity talks. 
Now the administration is demanding that 
Israel negotiate over final status issues in 
proximity talks as a way of convincing the 
Palestinians to agree to those talks--as if 
Israelis would agree to discuss the future of 
Jerusalem when Palestinian leaders refuse to 
even sit with them.

To insist on the imminent possibility of a 
two-state solution requires amnesia. Biden’s 
plea to Israelis to consider a withdrawal 
to an approximation of the 1967 borders 
in exchange for peace ignored the fact 
that Israel made that offer twice in the last 
decade: first, when Prime Minister Ehud 
Barak accepted the Clinton Proposals of 
December 2000, and then more recently 
when Prime Minister Ehud Olmert renewed 
the offer to Mahmoud Abbas. Abbas, 
says Olmert, never replied. The reason for 
Palestinian rejection of a two-state solution 
is because a deal would require Palestinians 
to confine the return of the descendants of 
the 1948 refugees to Palestine rather than 
to Israel. That would prevent a two-state 
solution from devolving into a bi-national, 
one-state solution. Israel’s insistence on 
survival remains the obstacle to peace.

To achieve eventual peace, the international 
community needs to pressure Palestinian 
leaders to forgo their claim to Haifa and Jaffa 
and confine their people’s right of return to 
a future Palestinian state – just as the Jews 
will need to forgo their claim to Hebron and 
Bethlehem and confine their people’s right of 
return to the state of Israel. That is the only 
possible deal: conceding my right of return 
to Greater Israel in exchange for your right 
of return to Greater Palestine. A majority of 
Israelis – along with the political system – 
has accepted that principle. 

On the Palestinian side, the political 
system has rejected it.

In the absence of Palestinian willingness 
to compromise on the right of return, 
negotiations should not focus on a two-state 
solution but on more limited goals.

There have been positive signs of change 
on the Palestinian side in the last few years. 
The rise of Hamas has created panic within 
Fatah, and the result is, for the first time, 
genuine security cooperation with Israel. 
Also, the emergence of Salam Fayyad as 
Palestinian prime minister marks a shift from 
ideological to pragmatic leadership (though 
Fayyad still lacks a power base). Finally, 
the West Bank economy is growing, thanks 
in part to Israel’s removal of dozens of 
roadblocks. The goal of negotiations at this 
point in the conflict should be to encourage 
those trends.

But by focusing on building in Jerusalem, 
Obama has undermined that possibility too. 
To the fictitious notion of a peace process, 
Obama has now added the fiction of an 
intransigent Israel blocking the peace process.

The administration, according to a report 
in the Israeli newspaper Yedito Aharonot, is 
making an even more insidious accusation 
against Israel. During his visit, wrote Yediot 
Aharanot, Biden told Israeli leaders that their 
policies are endangering American lives in 
Afghanistan and Iraq. The report has been 
denied in the White House. Whether or not 
the remark was made, what is clear today 
in Jerusalem is that Obama’s recklessness 
is endangering Israeli – and Palestinian – 
lives. As I listen to police sirens outside my 
window, Obama’s political intifada against 
Netanyahu seems to be turning into a third 
intifada over Jerusalem.

(Yossi Klein Halevi is a senior fellow of the Shalem 
Center in Jerusalem, and a contributing editor of The 
New Republic) (Source: TNR.com)
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For many, the settlement issue essentially boils down to: Should 
we obey God, or should we obey man? Who is our higher 

authority?
Again, a difficult conflict has arisen in Israel - this time, wih 

regard to the government’s order to freeze construction of new 
housing units in the so-called Jewish “settlements” in Judea and 
Samaria.

For many, the issue essentially boils down to: Should we obey 
God, or should we obey man? Who is our higher authority?

Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu recently reversed his 
position on construction of new homes in the settlements. He 
had stood strongly against US and international pressure on the 
issue since taking office; but suddenly and surprisingly ordered a 
construction freeze.

However, it should not be overlooked that the ordered freeze 
is both temporary and incomplete. It is to be in effect for only 10 
months, and does not include 3,000 housing units already under 
construction in Judea and Samaria. Nor does it include east 
Jerusalem.

Israeli soldiers have been instructed by their government to 
enforce the freeze. However, many soldiers are defying those 
orders. Numerous settler leaders are angrily refusing to cooperate. 
Also, many rabbis are publicly proclaiming strong opposition to 
the government’s policy reversal - after all, Netanyahu’s original 
stance on the settlements was part of the platform that helped him 
get elected.

The rabbis have stressed the biblical, God-given right of the 
Jewish people to possession of the land in question. The biblical 
mandate clearly designates all the land west of the Jordan River 
to be the homeland of the Jewish people forever. Bible prophets 
called it “an everlasting covenant” with God. The rabbis claim that 
the covenant is still in effect today, following God’s miraculous 
re-gathering of the Jewish people back to their homeland and 
restoration of their ancient nation.

Some of the defiant soldiers have already been arrested and 
punished for disobeying orders, amid strong protests from the 
settlers and the rabbis. But as one settler, who is also a reserve 
soldier, put it, “We believe God’s authority supercedes that of the 
army or that of the government.”

“We have two alternatives,” he added. “Do we obey God or do 
we obey man?”

We Christians certainly support the position and actions of those 
who regard the authority of God to be higher than the authority 
of men, even the authority of any government. Our Bible instructs 
us to obey our government authorities - except when those orders 
are in opposition to the principles and values of God. The defiant 
rabbis, settlers and soldiers all claim that this is the case with the 
government’s construction freeze order.

The settlers showed that they are extremely serious about their 
opposition. Israeli media reported that more than 10,000 of them 
gathered outside the residence of the prime minister in Jerusalem 

to let him know about their strong and unmistakable opposition to 
the freeze.

Some settlers expressed fear that the freeze would be 
extended because international pressure will not abate. They 
fear Netanyahu will have to continue to mollify the Obama 
administration to maintain US support and aid.

Supposedly, the US is applying pressure to draw the Palestinians 
into resuming peace talks. However, the Palestinians have declared 
they will not resume talks until all settlement construction is halted.

Somehow, one believes Prime Minister Netanyahu may well 
know exactly what he’s doing with his construction freeze order. 
He should know the Palestinians will never end their belligerence 
toward the Jewish people and nation, that they will never negotiate 
in good faith with Israel (although the beginning of Isaiah 14 
indicates otherwise; Ezekiel 27 may also refer to the unification of 
the Jewish Palestinians and Israelis), and that they will never meet 
the necessary conditions to merit independent statehood.

The temporary construction freeze is thus probably just a 
strategic waiting period. Netanyahu obviously wants the US and 
the world to see that Israel is taking yet another step toward peace, 
which the Palestinians are again refusing to reciprocate.

It may turn out that Netanyahu’s temporary construction freeze 
is not so much in opposition to God’s covenant as it now appears 
to some. It may turn out that Israel will, after all is said and done, 
obey God rather than man.

(Earl G. Cox has been active in the political arena for over 30 years 
having served in senior level positions in the administrations of four U.S. 
Presidents. Presently Earl, along with his wife Kathleen, is actively crusading for 
Israel and has earned him the respected title “Friend of Israel.” Earl Cox proposed 
to the directors of Yad Vashem an idea to form a Christian Leadership Council of 
Remembrance. Yad Vashem embraced this concept. Having a Christian council at 
Yad Vashem represents another historical first in the development of Christian and 
Jewish relations.) Source: TNR.com

 

Just as the term “Zionism” has been turned into a negative word 
by Israel’s enemies, so “Christian Zionism” is under attack and 
often misrepresented in the media and in some public discourse. 

“Zionism, [is] the national movement for the return of the Jewish 
people to their homeland and the resumption of Jewish sovereignty 
in the Land of Israel, advocated, from its inception, tangible as 
well as spiritual aims. Jews of all persuasions, left and right, 
religious and secular, joined to form the Zionist movement and 
worked together toward these goals. Disagreements led to rifts, 
but ultimately, the common goal of a Jewish state in its ancient 
homeland was attained. The term ‘Zionism’ was coined in 1890 by 
Nathan Birnbaum,” according to the Jewish Virtual Library.

If Zionism is the belief in the Jewish people’s right to return 
to their homeland, then a Christian Zionist should simply be 
defined as a Christian who supports the Jewish people’s right to 
return to their homeland. Under this broad and simple definition, 
many Christians would qualify no matter what their reasons are 
for this support. Just as Jews of all persuasions form the Zionist 
movement, so can Christians of all persuasion fall within this 
broad definition of a Christian Zionist.

For this very reason, a myriad of answers may be given by a 
Christian when questioned about their support of Israel. Answers 
can include political, historical and/or religious reasons.

The actual theology of Christian Zionism, also known as 
biblical Zionism, supports the right of the Jewish people to return 
to their homeland on scriptural grounds. The biblical foundation 
for Christian Zionism is found in God’s covenant with Abraham. 
It was in this covenant that God chose Abraham to birth a nation 

through which He could redeem the world, and to do this He 
bequeathed them a land on which to exist as this chosen nation.

Christian Zionism is confirmed throughout the Hebrew 
Scriptures. The major and minor prophets consistently confirmed 
this national calling on Israel, promised her future restoration to 
the land after a period of exile, and spoke of her spiritual renewal 
and redemption bringing light to the world.

Christian Zionism differs from replacement theology, which 
teaches that the special relationship that Israel had with her God 
in terms of her national destiny and her national homeland has 
been lost because of her rejection of Jesus as Messiah. It claims, 
therefore, that the church has become the new Israel and inherited 
all the blessings promised to Israel. But the judgments and curses 
still conveniently remain over the Jewish people.

Christian Zionism instead teaches from the Scriptures that 
God’s covenant with Abraham is still valid today. There remains a 
national destiny over the Jewish people, and her national homeland 
is her everlasting possession in fulfillment of God’s plans and 
purposes for her. The New Testament Scriptures not only affirm 
the Abrahamic covenant, they confirm the historical mission of 
Israel and that Israel’s gifts and calling are irrevocable.

Thus, Christian Zionism is not based on prophecy or end-times 
events. Most Christian Zionists would agree, however, that 
Israel’s re-emergence on the world’s scene, in fulfillment of God’s 
promises to her, indicate that other biblically predicted events will 
follow.

(The Rev. Malcolm Hedding is the executive director of the International 
Christian Embassy Jerusalem)

Will Israel obey God or man?

What is Christian Zionism?

By Earl Cox

By Malcolm Hedding

Earl Cox
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By Jim Gerrish

The Dhimmi – Jews and Christians Under Islam

Today we often hear Muslims in the Middle East 
charging Israel with unfairness and discrimination in 

regard to the administration of Israel’s Muslim populations. 
At times, there may seem to be some justification for these 
charges. However, there is no way to fairly assess today’s 
situation without looking back over the last 1,300 years. 
Then the present tables were turned and Muslims ruled 
exclusively in the Middle East. The little-known facts of this 
dark and gruesome history have been well concealed and are 
only now gradually being brought to light. One excellent 
source book has become available in English over the last 
few years. This epic work was written by Bat Ye’or and is 
entitled, The Dhimmi (this is a term reserved for Jews and 
Christians under Islam). This work is not just a volume of 
idle speculation, but reflects the painstaking presentation 
of nearly 200 documents verifying the condition of both 
Christians and Jews under the rule of Islam. There are other 
works, of course, but in this article we will rely heavily upon 
this fine and comprehensive work of Bat Ye’or.

During the first half of the seventy century AD, Islam 
was becoming entrenched in the desert area which we 
know today as Saudi Arabia. Islam’s ugly side was quickly 
made apparent as the prophet turned against the Jews at 
the oasis of Khaybar, near Medina. After much destruction 
and bloodshed, the Jews surrendered under the terms of 
a treaty known as the dhimma. Subsequently, all the Jews 
and Christians of Arabia submitted to the Muslims under the 
terms of a treaty similar to the one granted at Khaybar. 

It was during this early period that the concept of jihad, or 
holy war, began to be developed. The Muslims considered 
all areas controlled by Islam as the dar al-Islam, or the 
“territory of Islam,” while all areas controlled by infidels 
were known as the dar al-harb, or the “abode of war.” Since 
Muslims felt Islam was destined to control all the earth, 
there could be no permanent peace made with infidels.

As Islam and its holy war burst from the confines of 
Arabia, many peoples were forcefully confronted with it. 
Islam swept across the Holy Land, Syria, Egypt, and North 
Africa in its early years. Generally, polytheists were given 
the choice of conversion or death. However, Jews and 
Christians, or “the people of the Book” as they were known 
to Muslims, came under special consideration. Based upon 
the previous treaty at Khaybar they were called dhimmi, 
people who were allowed to live and even to adhere to their 
religions, but all this for the benefit of Islam. They were 
doomed to remain second-class citizens, living, it seemed, 
for the sole purpose of demonstrating to all, the superiority 
of Islam over conquered religions. 

From this point on the dhimmi were always at the mercy 
of the Muslim rulers, and subject at all times to the whims 
of Muslim mobs. The dhimmi status seemed to always hang 
in peril. In fact, in AD 640, the status of the dhimmi was 
revoked throughout the whole Arabian peninsula and the 
remaining Jews and Christians were expelled.

Soon the dhimmi status, for what it was worth, was 
applied to Jews and Christians in many conquered lands 
of the Middle East. The dhimmi began to be more clearly 
defined by Muslim law and by common practice. There 
were several things that came to define the dhimmi status in 
Muslim lands.

ASPECTS OF THE DHIMMI STATUS

1. Oppressive taxation 

In each conquered land, the Jews and Christians were 
allowed to remain and cultivate the land in exchange for 
the payment of a tax to the local Muslim ruler. This tax was 
called the Kharaj. This system was designed to remind the 
tenants that Islam owned the land. Their national identities 
and histories were blotted out and soon became virtually 
nonexistent. They were forbidden to possess arms and thus 
became totally dependent upon the occupying Muslim 
power. In some areas, such as Morocco, this system became 
so oppressive that the Jews of that area were virtual serfs 
even as late as 1913, and were, literally, the property of their 
Muslim masters. 

In addition to the Kharaj tax, the dhimmi were subjected 
to the poll tax or Jizya. This tax had to be paid in person 
by each subject, and it had to be paid in a public and 
humiliating manner. It was common for the dhimmi to be 
struck on the head or on the nape of the neck as he paid the 
tax to demonstrate the superiority of Islam.

The dhimmi were also victimized by higher commercial 

and travel taxes. In addition they were often victims of 
extortion and blackmail at the hand of their own rulers. 
Often, greedy rulers required them to pay an avania, or 
protection money. This was simply a sum of money extorted 
from the Jewish or Christian communities, under the threat 
of persecution. This practice of having to pay for their own 
protection soon became the norm for dhimmi communities 
in Muslim lands.

2. Social and legal discrimination 

Dhimmi peoples were generally excluded from holding 
public office; were kept from many professions and 
high positions; or from being elevated, in any way, over 
Muslims. The most degrading jobs, such as cleaning the 
public latrines, fell to the dhimmi. Yemenite Jews, until they 
immigrated to Israel in 1950, were still required to clean 
the public latrines and remove dead animals from the city 
streets.

In the courtroom, the evidence of a dhimmi could never 
be accepted in testimony against a Muslim. Thus it was 
often necessary for the dhimmi to hire Muslim “witnesses” 
for his court appearance. The dhimmi was not allowed to 
raise a hand against his Muslim masters, even if raised in 
self defense. Such a thoughtless act would often result in the 
death penalty. In many Muslim lands, Jews were routinely 
beaten and abused in the streets. They could only beg for 
mercy and attempt to flee their persecutors. They did not 
dare defend themselves.

To further clarify their inferior status, the dhimmi were 
required to wear special clothing. The type of clothing varied 
from country to country, but always it seemed to be designed 
to make Jews and Christians appear inferior and foolish. In 
many countries the Jews were even required to go barefoot. 
They were also required to walk to the left of the Muslims. 
They were almost universally forbidden to ride horses, and 
even when riding donkeys, they were required to dismount 
upon meeting a Muslim. Jews and 

Christians were often confined to special quarters, and 
these areas were usually shut up after dark. They were 
not allowed to enter certain streets of Muslim cities. This 
practice continued in Persia, Yemen, and North Africa 
until the nineteenth century. These dhimmi ghettos were 
frequently the scenes of awful pogroms and persecutions 
by infuriated Muslim mobs. At the whim of local rulers 

these pitiful quarters could be confiscated and emptied on 
short notice. Whether they lived inside or outside of these 
quarters, the houses of dhimmi could never be taller or more 
elaborate than the houses of their Muslim neighbors.

3. Religious discrimination 

In Muslim lands, the construction of new churches and 
synagogues was generally forbidden. The restoration of 
certain pre-Islamic structures was permitted so long as they 
were not enlarged or transformed. Dhimmi places of worship 
were often ransacked, burned or demolished at the whim 
of the Muslims. This trend has continued right up through 
modern times. In Saudi Arabia, the government bulldozed 
the last Christian church in the kingdom in 1987. It was a 
unique 12th century structure found near the Yemen border. 

Liturgical forms were strictly controlled. It was generally 
prohibited to ring church bells, sound shofars (ram’s horns 
used in Jewish ceremony), publicly display crosses, icons, 
banners and other religious objects. Early photos taken 
during the middle of the nineteenth century confirm that 
even the Church of the Holy Sepulcher in Jerusalem had 
been stripped of both its cross and belfry.

In many Muslim lands, Jews and Christians had to bury 
their dead without mourning. Dhimmi graves had to be 
specially marked lest a Muslim should accidentally pray 
over the grave of an infidel. The cemeteries of dhimmi 
were not respected since they were considered as being 
from the realm of hell. Commonly they were desecrated or 
even destroyed completely, as occurred in Jerusalem during 
Jordanian rule (1948-1967). At that time the Jordanian army 
used Jewish gravestones from the Mount of Olives to line 
their latrines.

The dhimmi had to take great care to show respect to 
Muslim holy places. In North Africa, if Jews and Christians 
entered a mosque it was considered a capital offense. It was 
not even permitted for them to look into a mosque when 
passing by. Any such accusation, whether true or false, 
could cost the dhimmi his life. This was especially the case 
in all charges of blasphemy. The dhimmi communities were 
religiously harassed and sometimes forced to convert. For 
instance, in Yemen, it was required that every Jewish orphan 
child be converted to Islam.

Of course, marriage or sexual relations between dhimmi 
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Third Reich Policies against Jews

Why Berlusconi Wept

Syria willing to take back Golan in stages

By Jodie Anderson

By Jodie Anderson

The authorities of the United Arab Emirates made an 
unusual decision. Dubai police chief Dahi Khalfan 

al-Tamim said recently that anyone who looks or sounds 
like a citizen of Israel will be blocked from entering 
the country, even if a suspected individual produces a 
passport of a different state.

“It is easy for us to identify [Israelis], through their 
face or when they speak any other language. We used to 
respect them when they would come holding European 
passports; we regarded them as Europeans and never 
treated them badly. But from now on, anyone we suspect 
to have a dual citizenship, they will be treated with great 
suspicion,” the police chief said.

The decision is directly linked with the assassination of 
a high-ranking official of Palestine’s Hamas movement 
in one of Dubai hotels on February 20. UAE officials 
believe that Mahmud al-Mabhuh, one of the founders of 
the military wing of Palestinian Islamist group Hamas, 
was killed by Israel’s Mossad. The secret agents most 
likely used passports of other countries to commit the 
crime.

It is not quite clear, though, how Arab officials are 
going to identify Israelis. They would obviously have no 
difficulty in identifying Orthodox bearded hasids for their 
side-locks, hats and glasses. It looks like a joke though: 
“Wearing a hat and a pair of glasses makes you a Jew.”

(Source Pravda)

Addressing the Knesset on the 
occasion of the visit of his 

Italian counterpart, Silvio Berlusconi, 
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu told this story:

“I wish to share with you and the 
members of the Knesset a special 
story that touched my heart. It is a 
story about an Italian woman during 
World War II.”

“On the train, on her way to work, 
this woman observed a German 
policeman arresting a Jewish girl. 
The Italian woman, who was then 
eight months pregnant, came between 
the German officer and the Jewish 

woman.”
Berlusconi visibly moved by 

Netanyahu’s account of his mother’s 
stand.

“Without an ounce of fear she 
confronted the German officer and 
told him: ‘You can kill me, but look 
at the faces of the passengers on the 
train. I assure you, they will not let 
you out of here alive’.”

“With these decisive words, that 
Italian woman saved the life of the 
Jewish girl. She lit, if only for a 
second, a beacon of human light and 
courage in the great darkness that 
covered the entire land of Europe 

at the time. That brave woman was 
named Rosa, and one of her children 
is Silvio Berlusconi, Italy’s Prime 
Minister.”

“Your brave mother, Silvio, 
bequeathed to you the courage 
to stand strong in favor of truth, 
freedom and justice. And you, my 
friend, have become the courageous 
leader who stands by us. Not only 
in Italy do you enjoy the people’s 
support and admiration. Here in 
Israel, in the Jewish state, you have 
won our people’s hearts.” 

(Source: Israelinsider.ning.com) 

According to top British researcher Syrian foreign 
minister declared his country’s willingness to 

achieve peace with Israel based on new outline Ynet.
Despite the recent exchange of threats and the 

forming alliance with Iran, the British Guardian 
newspaper reported over the weekend that Syrian 
officials have expressed willingness to renew peace 
talks with Israel based on a step-by-step withdrawal 
from the Golan Heights. The report appeared in 
an Op-Ed written by Gabrielle Rifkind, director 
of the Middle East research program in Oxford 
Univesity. Rifkind quoted Syrian Foreign Minister 
Walid Moallem speaking during a press meeting 
last December. “For peacemaking, Israel needs to 
be ready to recognize that Syria is entitled to every 
inch of the Golan, but we wish to engage in talks,” he 
said. “For us,” he continued, “the land is sacred and a 
matter of honor.” 

Referring to the agreement’s outline he noted,“There 
could be stages of withdrawal, the timing of which 
could involve a form of normalization. Half of the 
Golan could lead to an end of enmity; three-quarters 
of the Golan, to a special interest section in the US 
embassy in Damascus: a full withdrawal would allow 
a Syrian embassy in Israel.”

According to Rifkind, the Syrian minister said 
that such key issues as Syria’s support of Hamas, 
Hezbollah and its policy towards Iran would “only be 
answered after withdrawal”.

(Source: Ynet News)

and Muslim women called for the death sentence, although 
Muslim men could marry a dhimmi woman. To the Muslim, 
there was something about the dhimmi that was unclean 
and impure. This concept affected all Muslim relations with 
dhimmi peoples.

THE DHIMMI CONCEPTS & MODERN-DAY JIHAD

Muslim concepts concerning the dhimmi may seem 
primitive and grossly discriminatory to the modern mind. 
However, these concepts are still very much alive in Muslim 
thinking, and are particularly evident in current ideas of 
jihad. The Islamic idea of world dominion has changed very 
little since the days of Muhammad. Involved in the Islamic 
concept is the complete military, religious and political 
domination of conquered peoples (which should ultimately 
include the whole world); Arabization of these peoples and 
nations; the absolute claim to their lands; the suppression 
of their historical, religious, and political traditions; and the 
extinguishing of their cultural and social aspirations.

It is unthinkable for Muslims that conquered peoples 
should rise up and throw off the yoke of Islam or that land 
once in the domain of Islam should ever be lost to that 
domain. According to Islamic thinking, once a region has 
been conquered for Islam, it is always Islamic and must be 
re-conquered from the infidel, regardless of the passage of 
time.

HOW DO THESE CONCEPTS AFFECT ISRAEL?

These territorial concepts are best illustrated by the 
jihad which has raged against Israel. Israel is a tiny island 
surrounded by a sea of Islam. Not only was Israel once 
within the domain of Islam, but until the current immigration 
wave, over 60 percent of her inhabitants were descendants 
of dhimmi, whether they were refugees from Arab countries 
or indigenous to the land. Israel’s declared independence and 
her subsequent victories over confederated Islamic armies in 
1948, 1967 and again in 1973 shook the Islamic world to 
the core. Egypt’s President Nasser well expressed Islamic 
feeling when he said, “To the disaster of Palestine there is 
no parallel in human history.”

Since jihad can be expressed in many ways, including 
military, economic, political, educational means, etc., it is 
not surprising that the modern jihad against Israel embodies 
and promotes many of the age-old dhimmi concepts. The 
tiny nation of Israel has been oppressed militarily since its 
birth by surrounding Muslim nations. There have already 
been five major wars in the Middle East over this matter, and 
there continues to be a very active campaign of terrorism 
against Israel even as peace conferences are in session.

Israel is also oppressed economically. It has been 
estimated that the Arab economic boycott of Israel has cost 
the tiny nation some $45 billion in the past forty years. This 
does not include an additional $24 billion lost in foreign 
investments. This boycott also continues despite all the 
current peace processes.

Israel is considered a pariah, an outcast, in the Muslim 
Middle East. The presence of a sovereign Jewish people on 
the land is considered a defilement and a sin. Thus, the only 
solution open to Islam is that the Jews must be pushed into 
the sea and the land cleansed.

As in the ancient days of the dhimmi, the history and 
culture of Israel is denied and even eradicated whenever 
possible. Rich Arab nations have exerted considerable 
pressure in this regard. Airline and even US State 
Department maps have been known to exclude Israel 
entirely. Reference books have often presented slanted 
views. In recent months Hannan Ashwari, spokeswoman 
for the Palestinians, has boldly stated for the worldwide TV 
audience that she is a true descendant of the first Christians, 
and that they were Palestinians. This of course is lie, since 
her Arab people did not inhabit the land of Israel for almost 
six hundred years after the New Testament era. By such 
statements, history is murdered and so is truth. These are 
just other sophisticated attempts to deny a supposed dhimmi 
people their own culture and history.

Thus the jihad rages on and on, even in this modern 
day. But for Islam to succeed in its plan of total world 
domination, there must be a people who are willing to play 
the part of the dhimmi. There must also be a people who 
have somehow allowed the love for truth to slip from their 
hearts.

(Jim Gerrish and his wife Betsy lived in Israel as Christian workers. 
They founded and directed the Galilee Study Center at Migdal, near 
Tiberias. For most of his sixteen-year stay in Israel, Jim was associated 
with the evangelical Christian ministry, Bridges For Peace)

Continued from page 8
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By Sara Yoheved Rigler

Rebuilding Jerusalem

In the middle of the most important Jewish neighborhood 
in the world’s most important Jewish city was a ruin. 

This ruin in the middle of Jerusalem’s Jewish Quarter of the 
walled Old City (the only Jerusalem that existed until the 
mid-19th century) was no ordinary ruin. It was the ruin of 
what had been the Hurva Synagogue, the largest and most 
magnificent synagogue in the Holy Land. And, unlike other 
ruins that dot the Old City, this ruin was not caused by the 
natural erosion of eras. The Hurva Synagogue was destroyed 
on one day, on May 27, 1948, in one malicious, devastating 
act. As soon as the Jewish residents were vanquished from 
that part of the Jewish Quarter, the Arab Legion exploded a 
bomb at the top of the massive dome.

Or so the official story goes. I was shocked, however, to 
see a photograph in a book called For the Sake of Jerusalem. 
It shows a uniformed Arab soldier wearing a keffiya standing 
on a pile of debris in the Hurva. The dome and one wall are 
missing, but three walls of the monumental building remain. 
Obviously, the Hurva, which stood 24 meters high, was too 
massive to destroy easily. The Arab conquerors of the Old 
City had to work hard to decimate what had been the glory 
of the Jewish community of Palestine.

Puah Shteiner, who was a little girl living in the Jewish 
Quarter in 1948, described (in her gripping book, Forever 
My Jerusalem) the grandeur of the Hurva: its white marble 
floor, its high walls with their three stories of stained glass 
windows, its holy Ark (two stories high) on the Eastern wall 
overlaid with gold, its many shining chandeliers, and its 
massive dome, painted sky blue and strewn with stars.

The Hurva was the site for all important events for the 
Jewish community of Palestine. There the Chief Rabbis 
were inaugurated. There the representatives of the Ottoman 
and British governments honored the community on festive 
occasions. There Lord Herbert Samuel, the first Lord High 
Commissioner of the British Mandate for Palestine, himself 
a Jew and a Zionist, was called to the Torah upon his arrival 
in 1920.

After the Old City was liberated during the Six-Day 
War of 1967, the Israeli government set about rebuilding 
the Jewish Quarter. The Jordanians, who had controlled 
the Old City for 19 years, had destroyed or desecrated all 
of the dozens of synagogues in the Jewish Quarter. The 
beautiful Sephardi Yohannon ben Zakkai Synagogue had 
been used as a garbage dump. It took months just to empty 
out the garbage before the building could be restored. 
As for the Hurva, however, nothing remained except the 
eastern wall and the bima. The rubble was cleared out, 
and an arch was constructed commemorating the location 
and size of the original southern arch of the building. This 
arch, representing former glory and destruction, became the 
symbol of the Jewish quarter.

 

TWICE BUILT
The synagogue was first built in 1701 by the followers of 

Rabbi Yehuda HaHasid, who brought a large contingent of 
Ashkenazi Jews from Germany and Moravia. Rabbi Yehuda, 
however, died three days after arriving in Jerusalem. His 
struggling community could not pay the interest on the debts 
they owed their Arab creditors, nor the heavy taxes imposed 
on non-Muslim residents. After 20 years, the Arabs banished 
the Ashkenazi Jews and burned down the synagogue 
with its 40 Torah scrolls. For the next century and a half 

the synagogue lay in ruins, thus conferring on it the name 
“Hurva,” which means “ruin” in Hebrew.

In the early 19th century, followers of the Goan of Vilna 
arrived en masse in Jerusalem. In 1836, one of those 
followers obtained official permission to rebuild the Hurva. 
Funds were collected from Jews throughout the world, and 
the Ottoman Sultan’s own architect designed the Byzantine 
building. In 1864, the splendid synagogue was dedicated. 
It was officially named “Beit Yaakov,” after Baron Jacob 
Rothschild, but everyone called it the Hurva.

THE DEDICATION
I have lived in the Jewish Quarter for the last 25 years. I 

have seen friends married in the ruins of the Hurva. I have 
worshipped on Rosh Hashana and Yom Kippur in services 
held in the ruins of the Hurva. And every time I passed the 
giant arch, I have felt galled and saddened at the loss of the 
splendor we once had that was so viciously destroyed.

But this week my sadness turned to euphoria as the rebuilt 
Hurva, after four years of construction, was dedicated. The 
three days of festivities culminated on Tuesday, March 16, 
the first day of the Hebrew month of Nissan. Here in Israel, 
where everything is symbolic, this date was chosen because 
the Tabernacle built by Moses in the desert after the Exodus 
was dedicated on the first day of the Hebrew month of 
Nissan. From a religious standpoint, the timing was perfect.

From a geopolitical standpoint, however, the timing was 
terrible. During Vice President Biden’s visit the week before, 
the building of 1600 units in the Jerusalem neighborhood 
of Ramat Shlomo had been announced. The Vice President 
was livid at what he perceived as an “insult” to American 
interests in advancing the fragile “peace process” with the 
Arabs. Then, with the impending dedication of the Hurva 
Synagogue in what the U.S. considers “contested” East 
Jerusalem, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton scolded Prime 
Minister Netanyahu for a full 43 minutes on the phone. 
The situation devolved into the worst crisis in U.S.-Israel 
relations in more than three decades. Instead of attending 
the Dedication ceremonies, Prime Minister Netanyahu sent a 
video of his greetings.

The most furious reaction to the Hurva dedication, 
however, came from the Arabs, who rioted in East Jerusalem 
and other areas of Israel. For the day of the dedication itself, 
the Hamas terrorists called for a “Day of Rage,” with the 
Imams whipping up their followers by proclaiming that 
the Al-Aqsa mosque on the Temple Mount is under attack, 
that the reconstruction of the Hurva is the first step toward 
rebuilding the Temple.

I was privileged to attend the morning worship on the first 
day that regular services were resumed, after 62 years, in the 
Hurva. The prayer leader got to the blessing for Jerusalem, 
“And to Jerusalem Your city please return in mercy, and rest 
Your Presence amidst her as You prophesized, and build her 

soon in our days, an eternal building …” When he reached 
the conclusion of the blessing, he yelled out the words that 
reverberated from the massive dome: “Blessed are You God, 
Who Builds Jerusalem.”

Jews have uttered that prayer three times a day every 
day for the last 2,000 years. Jews have uttered that prayer 
in ancient Rome, in medieval Europe, in exile ships setting 
sail from Spain, in Czarist Russia’s Pale of Settlement, 
in Auschwitz, in modern America, and in Israeli tanks 
protecting the northern border. The rebuilding of the Hurva 
is an answer to that prayer, a fulfillment of God’s promise. 
And no amount of scolding by Secretary of State Clinton 
can mute the jubilation of that fulfillment.

THE JEWISH RESPONSE TO DESTRUCTION
A cloud of gloom has settled over Israel. Prospects 

for peace are nil, terrorist organizations hold sway at the 
borders of Lebanon and Gaza, Israel’s own Arab population 
has become radicalized and implacable, Iran is within a 
year of building a nuclear bomb that could destroy this tiny 
state, Israel’s “right to exist” is being challenged by public 
intellectuals and academics the world over, Europe treats 
Israel like a pariah, and now the Obama administration is 
deriding the democratically elected leader of Israel in a way 
it would never dare to treat any other head of state.

The rebuilding of the Hurva is the Jewish answer to the 
specter of destruction. Twice destroyed, the Hurva stands 
again in splendor. Its message is that the spirit of the Jewish 
people can be temporarily routed, but never vanquished. The 
eternity of the Jewish people was promised by God. The 
resiliency of the Jewish people issues from their faith in that 
so-unlikely-but-miraculously-fulfilled Divine promise.

At the entrance to the Hurva on the first day of the 
dedication, I found myself standing in line behind Puha 
Shteiner, whose book Forever My Jerusalem relates her 
personal account of the traumatic fall of the Jewish Quarter 
in 1948. Her parents, grandparents, and great-grandparents 
had been born in theOld City and had prayed in the Hurva 
Synagogue. As a child she had loved the magnificent 
synagogue. The day before she had been expelled from her 
home with the defeat of the Jewish defenders, she had heard 
the frightening explosion that signaled the destruction of her 
beloved Hurva. After the liberation of the Old City in 1967, 
Mrs. Shteiner was one of the first residents to move back into 
the Jewish Quarter. As we entered the rebuilt synagogue, I 
asked her if she had ever dreamed she would pray again in the 
Hurva. With tears in her eyes, she shook her head.

The resurrected Hurva proves that the Jewish return to 
the Land of Israel and Jerusalem is inexorable. Described 
by the Prophets over and over again, the Jewish People’s 
return and rebuilding is a Divine promise. It can be delayed. 
It can cost us thousands of lives in war and terrorism. It can 
be denounced and condemned by America, Europe, and the 
entire world. But it cannot be stopped. Because we are the 
Eternal People. We are back and we are building.

(Sara Yoheved Rigler is an acclaimed author and lecturer. She resides 
with her husband and children in Jerusalem’s Old City)

Inside the Hurva Synagogue

Hurva Synagogue
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By Joel C. Rosenberg

Stop Iran or Israel will

After the worst week in U.S.-Israel 
relations in 35 years, Israeli prime 

minister Benjamin Netanyahu came to 
Washington Monday and gave a powerful 
and effective speech at the AIPAC gala 
dinner at the Washington Convention 
Center, warning the world to stop Iran – or 
Israel will – and respectfully but directly 
challenging the Obama administration on 
Jerusalem and the peace process. 

 Netanyahu received scores of standing 
ovations from the 7,800 guests in 
attendance, the biggest event in the history 
of AIPAC (the American Israel Public 
Affairs Committee). More than half of the 
members of the U.S. House and Senate 
were there, as were ambassadors from more 
than fifty countries and many top Israeli 
officials, including defense minister Ehud 
Barak and opposition leader Tzipi Livni. 
The longest and most sustained came when 
the prime minister firmly resisted the policy 
of President Obama, who seeks to divide 
Jerusalem and stop Israel from building 
“settlements” in East Jerusalem.   

“Jerusalem is  
not a settlement,”  
said Netanyahu.  

“It is our capital.”  

Netanyahu’s strategy in rebuilding 
U.S.-Israel relations is now clear. Reduce 
tensions with the president and executive 
branch if at all possible, but focus on 
speaking directly to the American people 
and strengthening the truly pro-Israel end of 
Pennsylvania Avenue: Congress.  

Most stunning line of the night: To the 
surprise of many at the dinner, New York 
Sen. Chuck Schumer conceded that when it 
comes to Iran, “Diplomacy has failed.” We 
all know this to be true, but it has not yet 
been said so clearly and publicly by such a 
high-ranking Democrat and close supporter 

of President Obama and Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton.  

 Will Schumer’s analysis be taken up 
by fellow Democrats? This remains to 
be seen, but if it is, it could have dramatic 
implications for Washington’s next 
steps towards Iran. Schumer urged the 
administration to keep the military option 
open, but he stressed hitting Iran with 
crippling economic sanctions immediately. 
A bill he has co-sponsored to help cut 

off gas supplies to Iran (Iran imports 45 
percent of its gasoline) passed the Senate 
on January 28th, he noted. It is now being 
reconciled with the House version. It should 
go to the president for signature soon, and 
he demanded the president move decisively 
with “immediate implementation.”  

The most sobering speech of the night 
was that of South Carolina Sen. Lindsey 
Graham, who spoke the truth more clearly 
and succinctly than anyone else when he 
noted that this could be the last annual 
AIPAC conference before Iran gets the 
Bomb. He said that while he hopes war 
won’t be necessary – he also supports 
crippling economic sanctions against Iran 
– the U.S. needs to urgently prepare for the 
possibility of launching massive airstrikes 
to stop Tehran from building and deploying 
nuclear weapons.  

What Will Happen If the World Does Not 
Stop Iran? 

The desire of Radical Islam to annihilate 
Israel was the first issue Netanyahu raised, 
and rightly so. “Iran’s rulers say, ‘Israel is 
a one bomb country,’” the prime minister 
noted. “The head of Hezbollah says, ‘If all 
the Jews gather in Israel, it will save us the 
trouble of going after them worldwide.’”  

Netanyahu called on the world “to act 
swiftly and decisively” to thwart Iran’s 
nuclear ambitions, but he made it clear 
that if the world does not stop Iran, Israel 
reserves the right to safeguard her people 
from another Holocaust.  

“The greatest threat to any living organism 
or nation is not to recognize danger in time,” 
the prime minister said in his speech’s most 
sobering moment. “Seventy-five years ago, 
many leaders around the world put their 
heads in the sand. Untold millions died in 
the war that followed. Ultimately, two of 
history’s greatest leaders helped turn the 
tide. Franklin Delano Roosevelt and Winston 
Churchill helped save the world. But they 
were too late to save six million of my own 

people. The future of the Jewish state can 
never depend on the goodwill of even the 
greatest of men. Israel must always reserve 
the right to defend itself.”  

What Have the Palestinian Leaders Done 
for Peace? 

That said, given the brouhaha in the 
past week between the U.S. and Israel, 
Netanyahu’s central message naturally 
focused on his country’s deep and 
substantive commitment to making peace. 

He noted that his government has repeatedly 
called on the Palestinians to come to the 
negotiating table without preconditions, to 
no effect.

 “From Day One, we called on the 
Palestinian Authority to begin peace 
negotiations without delay,” he said. “I make 
that same call today. President Abbas, come 
and negotiate peace. Leaders who truly want 
peace should sit down face-to-face.”  

Netanyahu pointed out that his government 
has dismantled several hundred roadblocks 
and checkpoints in the West Bank to enable 
the easier flow of people, goods, and 
services, and that this has lead to dramatic 
economic growth in Judea and Samaria. He 
noted that his government announced last 
year “an unprecedented moratorium on new 
Israeli construction in Judea and Samaria.”  

“This is what my government has done 
for peace,” said Netanyahu. “What has the 
Palestinian Authority done for peace?”  

The answer, according to Netanyahu: 
The Palestinian Authority has “placed 
preconditions on peace talks”; they have 
“waged a relentless international campaign 
to undermine Israel’s legitimacy”; they have 
“promoted the notorious Goldstone report 
that falsely accuses Israel of war crimes”; 
they have “continued incitement against 
Israel – a few days ago, a public square 
near Ramallah was named after a terrorist 
who murdered 37 Israeli civilians, including 
13 children. The Palestinian Authority did 
nothing to prevent it.”  

Why Does Israel Face a ‘Triple Standard’?  
The prime minister thanked the United 

States for six decades of a strong and 
enduring relationship, based on shared 
values and common interests. He mentioned 
specific ways that the U.S. and Israel work 
together to advance freedom and fight 
fanaticism. But he also noted that while 
Israel has its imperfections and welcomes 
and appreciates sincere and honest criticism 
from its friends, “Israel should be judged by 
the same standards applied to all nations, and 
allegations against Israel must be grounded 
in fact.” 

Going off text, he then asked why Israel 
faces a “triple standard” in the world. There 

is, he said, one standard for dictatorships, 
another for democracies, and a third for 
Israel.   

A case in point, of course, is the U.N.’s 
pernicious and anti-Semitic Goldstone 
Commission Report which condemns Israel 
for committing so-called “war crimes” 
for defending her innocent civilians from 
10,000-plus rocket attacks from Hamas 
terrorists in Gaza while for years the U.N. 
did nothing to stop those rocket attacks and 
barely holds Hamas to account for those 
attacks. 

 
Outreach to Evangelicals 
Finally, it should be noted that several 

years ago, to their credit, the leadership of 
AIPAC decided to make a conscious effort to 
reach out to pro-Israel evangelical Christian 
leaders and activists. I am so glad they 
did. Last night, there were 130 evangelical 
leaders present to show unconditional 
love and unwavering support to the Jewish 
people and the state of Israel. In the future, 
I hope more Christian leaders attend and 
build bridges to AIPAC and the Jewish 
community.  

My wife and I met numerous religious 
and secular Jews last night (as we did last 
year) who are profoundly grateful for the 
support of evangelicals. One Orthodox 
Jewish woman told my wife and me, “You 
Christians are the best friends Israel has. 
You’re the only friends we really have.”  

It remains to be seen whether Prime 
Minister Netanyahu’s “Washington blitz” 
will avert a coming train wreck between his 
government and the Obama administration 
over Iran, Jerusalem, and the peace process. 
But he is right to speak directly to the 
American people and to Israel’s friends in 
Congress. Indeed, he and his government 
should do much more, including a steady 
stream of major addresses to pro-Israel 
groups of Jews and Christians throughout 
the United States.  

Joel C. Rosenberg is the New York Times–best-selling 
author of seven novels and non-fiction books about 
Israel, including Epicenter and Inside the Revolution. 
He served as an aide to Mr. Netanyahu in 2000 (www.
joelrosenberg.com)
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Grandfather Leonid Vaisburd says goodbye to his grandchild Elizabeth

  By Koen Carlier

Last picture inside the airport with close family and best friends
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Olim number100,000 : Larissa Vaisburd

The 100,000th Jewish person that we brought 
to the airport in Kiev was 27-year-old Larissa 

Vaisburd. She comes from Kivachyyka, a small town 
in southwestern Ukraine. Together with her husband 
Rusian and their one-year-old daughter Elizabeth, 
Larissa was on her way to Israel, the Promised Land.

The initial process for Larissa’s Aliyah, 
commenced three years ago. Her grandmother, a 
Holocaust survivor, had told her that which she knew 
about Israel and the Jewish feasts. She did not know 
much about the Jewish festivals and Israel. While 
Communism reigned, it was almost a misdemeanor 
to be Jewish and people did all they could to hide 
their Jewish background. 

When we informed Larissa she was to be the 
100,000th person to make Aliyah, she was delighted 
and had no problem with us being present at her 
farewell. Pieter Benard, Christians for Israel’s 
Project Manager for many years, came over from 
the Netherlands for this special occasion. Pieter was 
thrilled to be able to participate in this prophetic 
work for a few of days. At Larissa’s farewell 
dinner with family and friends, Pieter told them 
why he had come and to present Larissa a ‘Bring 
the Jews Home’ Certificate with her name on it as 
the 100.000th Olim. We then had the opportunity 
to enjoy a delicious meal and listen to some young 

children singing Hebrew songs. 
Larissa and her only sister could simply not 

comprehend why we come from the nations to help 
unknown people while knowing that anti-Semitism 
is deeply imbedded in the Ukraine. We shared our 
motivation from the Bible, where the Lord calls the 
non-Jewish nations to assist in bringing the Jews 
back home to Israel.

Then came to moment for them to go to the airport 
and say “good bye” to parents and friends. This is the 
most emotional and devastating moment of making 
Aliyah. 

Once in Israel, Larissa comprehended the role 
Christians for Israel had played in her life. She 
phoned to thank us and invited us to visit her in 
Israel. For the first six months – while living in a 
kibbutz in the north of Israel – she will pass through 
a process of integration. Our hope and prayer is that 
those who stayed behind in the Ukraine, will one day 
also be able to make Aliyah as well.    

Dear ‘subscribers’ of Israel & Christians Today, we 
thank you for allowing Larissa to be the 100,000th 
person to make Aliyah to Israel. Thank you New 
Zealand, Australia, Canada, America, UK, and Europe, 
Asia, Africa, for your financial and prayer support for 
the ‘Bring the Jews Home’ continuing project. 

Praise the Lord!


