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Gaza-Humanitarian Aid-
Flotilla activists created war 
atmosphere before confronting 
Israel’s Navy, chanting battle 
cries invoking killing of Jews 
and calling for Martyrdom. 
We will continue until we 
break the siege of Gaza.
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I recently received an email accusing me of 
hating Arabs and my father. This email is 
typical of Arab media accusations of my 

views regarding the Arab-Israeli conflict. 
Since most Arabs have no chance to read 
my book, Now They Call Me Infidel, Why 
I Renounced Jihad for America, Israel and 
the War on Terror, which explains in detail 
my position, I will answer the email in this 
article. 

First, below is the translation of the Arabic 
language email which I received without a 
signature:

Salam to you,
With all of our pride in your father we 

pray that Allah will bless him with entering 
paradise, which is the wish of every person 
after this short prideful meaningless life. 
I want to ask you, has your father become 
your enemy after his death? We in the city 
of Gaza take pride in your father and I live 
on a street by the name of Shahid Moustafa 
Hafez which also has a school by the name 
of Shahid Moustafa Hafez. We never forgot 
his sacrifice, so how could you become an 
enemy to the tortured Palestinian people 
who are still suffering at the hands of Arab 
Zionists? I ask Allah to give you health and 
strength.

Awaiting your response and thank you in 
advance.

Here is my response:

Dear Gaza resident,
Your email touched me as sincere even 

though your accusations are wrong. I am not 
the enemy of Arabs and I assure you that I 
love my original culture and people. What 
makes me different is that I do not only love 
Arabs, but I also love the Jewish people. I 
am speaking my conscience. I respect their 
right to live in peace in their tiny homeland, 
Israel. I understand how that could be 
puzzling and unbelievable to many Arabs, to 
love both Jews and Arabs.

Unnatural indoctrination

We Arabs have suffered from an unnatural 
and consistent indoctrination into Islamic 
supremacy and Jew hatred for over 1400 
years. Thus it has become unfathomable to 
the Arab mind to comprehend loving both 
Arabs and Jews and wishing both well. Our 
culture has deprived us for many centuries 
from loving all of humanity as equals, 
through intense religious indoctrination 
resulting in self-imposed isolation and 
non-integration with other cultures. This 
isolation and jihad against non-Muslims has 
become increasingly difficult to maintain. 
Muslims everywhere are trying desperately 
to save face, reform Islam’s image and deny 
the undeniable. But they also want to have 
their cake and eat it too. While they are 
telling the world Islam is a religion of peace, 
they still want to continue with the jihad 
against non-Muslim countries. While one 
leader says, let’s kill all the Jews and take 
over Rome, another says to Western media 
that Islam is a religion of peace and we are 
deeply offended by the anti-Islam rhetoric. 
To play this sick game, Muslim culture 
must live a dysfunctional double life where 
everyone is deceived, including Muslims.

The true oppressor

Thus to do the kind of jihad that Bin 
Laden, Ahmadinejad, Hamas, the Muslim 
Brotherhood, Assad, Nasser, Saudi jihadists 

etc, do and which is dictated by Sharia, 
Muslims find it hard to be honest. Thus, 
Muslims must claim victimhood in order 
to justify jihad. The entire Muslim world 
is using your people, the Arabs of the West 
Bank and Gaza, to justify their jihad against 
not only Israel, but also all non-Muslim 
countries. That includes Iran, which supports 
Hamas and Hezbollah.

Your people in Gaza should have realized 
this game a long time ago, but you refuse 
to see and be open about who is your true 
oppressor. Arab and Muslim media is using 
and abusing your people in order to justify 
their Islamic jihad around the world. That 
is why they never want to resolve your 
problem and want you to suffer and live in 
constant terror against Israel.

Under Islamic law, non-Muslim countries 
are never equal to Muslim countries and 
actually their sovereignty as a non-Muslim 
nation must always be challenged by 
Islamic jihad. Islamic law codified jihad 
as a permanent war with non-Muslims to 
establish the religion. Muslims thus have 
to use Taquiyya, lies, to legitimize their 
aggression on Israel and the West. That is 
why Muslim countries can never abandon 
the constant hate propaganda, lies and 

misinformation about Israel and the West. If 
that ends, their jihad ends. 

Ridiculous accusations

The UN must be constantly bombarded 
by complaints from Arab countries against 
Israel. The Arab street must be constantly 
bombarded with ridiculous accusations 

and Zionist conspiracies. Lately on Syrian 
TV a Syrian intellectual accused Israel of 
stealing human organs in Haiti while they 
were helping them after the earthquake. 
This is not something new; it started in the 
7th century, when the prophet Mohammed 
accused the Jews of treason to justify killing 
and expelling them and taking over their 
wealth. To explain this away, he stated that 
Jews are worthy of this treatment since they 
are the descendants of apes pigs and enemies 
of Allah. Muslims still use the same dynamic 
and the world still falls for it every time.

The Arab mind was trained to never 
venture outside of the box of Islamic 
superiority, and that prevented us from 
treating the rest of humanity as equals. 
It is alien to Muslim preachers today to 
preach love to all of humanity and wishing 
non-Muslims the same human rights as 

Muslims. I have never heard that from a 
Muslim preacher. Only after 9/11 and in 
the West today, do we see some Muslim 
preachers trying to preach some Western 
values and engage in interfaith dialogue, in 
order to rehabilitate the image of Islam in 
the West and attract more converts.

Islam’s dilemma

I often get mail from secular Muslims 
who ask me: I can understand that you chose 
to leave Islam, but how can you support 
the Jews? I get mail like this because, in 
the Muslim mindset, loving, accepting and 
feeling good about Jews or Christians and 
thinking of them as equals, is unthinkable 
and an act of treason to Islam itself and even 
worse. It is as though the whole religion of 
Islam is dedicated to hating and killing Jews.

After centuries of this kind of education, 
the Muslim world produced a dysfunctional 
society, unable to relate to the rest of the 
world. While wanting to convince the 
world they are a religion of peace, do not 
be afraid of Islam, they are still hell-bent 
on conquering the world for Islam. That is 
Islam’s dilemma today.

What I, and a few others, are trying to do 
is to bring the truth to both Muslims and 
non-Muslims to finally face this sick game. 
We want to encourage Arabs to look at 
Jews and others as human beings and not as 
enemies to conquer. What kind of God will 
tell his followers to kill more than half of 
humanity if they don’t submit to Islam? The 
Muslim world today is a disaster waiting to 
happen. Ahmadinejad, who is not an Arab, 
wants to continue the Islamic jihad against 
Jews by destroying Israel. I have news to 
especially the Left in Europe and America: 
Islamic jihad will not end with Israel; you 
will be next.

To my email writer: in your letter to 
me, I have noticed that your outlook on 
life is pessimistic describing it as short 
and meaningless pride. Your views are 
prevalent in Muslim culture and I have 
heard it thousands of times when I lived in 
the Middle East. I remember even when we 
laughed and giggled as young girls, we were 

A Letter to Gaza
By Nonie Darwish
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What makes me different is that I do not only love Arabs, 
but I also love the Jewish people.

Continued on page 3

IDF Brigade operating in Gaza

IDF in Northern Gaza



3June 2010 editorial

By Rev. Dr. John Tweedie

By Tzvi Ben Gedalyahu

America Flexes her Political Muscles

New Desalination Plants 
Water the Desert

The big push for a Palestinian State, with its capital 
in East Jerusalem, has begun in earnest. U. S. 

President, Barack Obama, anxious to succeed where all 
of his predecessors have failed, has turned the attention of 
America’s biggest diplomatic guns, Hilary Clinton and 
George Mitchell, toward the Middle East,

It was Hilary Clinton, the U.S. Secretary of State, who 
announced the resumption of face to face discussions 
between Israeli and Palestinian negotiators by saying the 
talks were being held informally, a euphemism for guarding 
against unrealized expectations. The Middle East peace 
train has been derailed far too many times over the years 
to expect too much too soon. At the epicentre of America’s 
on-site diplomacy at the talks will be none other than George 
Mitchell, the U.S. Middle East Envoy. It was Mitchell who 
pulled off what many thought impossible - a quasi peace 
between the warring factions in Northern Ireland - known 
historically as the Good Friday Peace Accord.

Mitchell was already hard at work before Clinton made 
her announcement testing, presumably, the temperature of 
Israeli and Palestinian political will while no doubt doing 
a little back door arm-twisting at the same time. As natural 
enemies, the Israelis and Palestinians are unwilling suitors. 
Both needed to be coaxed, or coerced, back to the bargaining 
table, hence Mitchell’s recent shuttle diplomacy between 
Jerusalem and Ramallah. 

Enter Barack Obama and his train of change approach to 
the world’s problems. Obama’s latest peace initiative calls 
for the Middle East to become a nuclear-free zone. What a 
noble idea! The problem is that rumour has it that Israel, as 
a means of deterrent self-preservation, is the only nuclear 
power in the region, although not for long, given Iran’s 
sprint to acquire weapons of mass destruction. One can 
imagine that Obama’s latest proposal was not well received 
in Israel. Indeed, Israeli columnist, Caroline Glick, writing 
in The Jerusalem Post on May 7th, under the unsettling 
headline, “Time to plan for War” observed:

“So much for US President Barack Obama’s famed powers 
of persuasion. At the UN’s Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty 
review conference which opened this week, the Obama 

administration managed to lose control of the agenda before 
the conference even started.

Obama administration officials said they intended to use 
the conference as a platform to mount international pressure 
on Iran to stop its illicit nuclear proliferation activities. But 
even before the conference began, with a little prodding 
from Egypt, the administration agreed that instead of 
focusing on Iran, the conference should adopt Iran’s chosen 
agenda: attacking Israel for its alleged nuclear arsenal.”

This came in the wake of Iran’s President Mahmoud 
Admadinejad’s latest rant from the ignoble podium at the 
U.N. Never one to shy away from an opportunity to bash 
America, Ahmadinejad, used his latest messianic moment 
on America’s home turf – albeit the contaminated and 

compromised soil of the U.N. – to insult America up close 
and personal. 

John Bolton, former U.S. ambassador to the U.N. under 
the Bush presidency, speaking in response to Ahmadinejad’s 
poisonous rhetoric, called the U.N. an organization “empty 
of all content” that “lost its legitimacy a long time ago.” 
Bolton went on to suggest the establishment of an alternative 
body comprised only of those countries that are democratic. 
Amen! How our world has changed – and is changing – 
when leaders with Hitler-like aspirations and openly stated 
goals of “wiping Israel off the map” are allowed to address 
nations who say they stand united against genocide and 
war. What value has the U.N. when there are those in its 
membership who willingly turn a blind eye to the lessons 
of history, even as they adopt the agendas of new dictators 
planning genocide? 

The tree is known by its fruit. The UN‘s consistent failure 
to bear good fruit means that it has outlived its usefulness. 
Far from being a force for preventing war and easing human 
suffering, it has become, instead, a venue for vested interests 
where enemies become fast friends when they can support 
motions censoring Israel. In this regard, the UN’s record 
speaks for itself.

Whatever the outcome of this latest round of peace talks, 
we can be sure they will not take into consideration the 
opinions of the God of history, the Almighty God, who calls 
Himself the God of Israel. His views will not be represented 
at the table when Israel’s future is being discussed or 
negotiated away. Nevertheless, He will still have the last 
word, especially if the outcome of this latest round of 
so-called peace talks leads to the further carving up of Israel, 
or Jerusalem for that matter. His position on these matters is 
crystal clear:

“For behold, in those days and at that time, when I 
bring back the captives of Judah and Jerusalem, I will also 
gather all nations, and bring them down to the Valley of 
Jehoshaphat (judgment); And I will enter into judgment with 
them there on account of My people, My heritage Israel, 
whom they have scattered among the nations; They have 
also divided up My land” (Joel 3:1, 2 NKJV).

A huge new desalination plant dedicated recently is 
planned to help end Israel’s constant worry for enough 

water for farms, factories and homes. “Water, water 
everywhere and more to drink” may be a new phrase for 
Israel as the new plant begins to pump 10 percent of Israel’s 
water needs.

The facility on the Mediterranean Coast at Hadera, located 
between Haifa and Tel Aviv, is the largest of its kind in the 
world and the third largest in Israel. Two more plants are 
on the drawing boards, with all five of them projected to 
provide two-thirds of the nation’s water.

The desalinated water will be cheaper than the cost of 
pumping from the Kinneret (Sea of Galilee) to the national 
water carrier, according to Teddy Golan, CEO of the IDE 
Technologies group that built the 1.5 billion shekel ($400 
million) desalination plant.

President Shimon Peres was on hand and raised a cup of 
water to toast the new project. If all goes according to plan, 
the Kinneret will return to flood levels in several years after 
all of the desalination plants come on line. The desalinated 
water from the Mediterranean also will allow the dams to 
the Kinneret to be opened and help replenish the drying 
Jordan River and the rapidly depleting Dead Sea.

The Hadera plant uses reverse osmosis technology, 
which means the sea water does not have to be heated, 
as is done in larger plants in the world that are less 
environmentally friendly. The entire process of desalinating 
the water takes 35 minutes from the time it enters pipelines 
in the sea.

The mammoth plant covers more than 18 acres and 
actually is two facilities that can operate independently from 
each other. Together, they can provide 127 cubic million 
liters, or 33 million gallons a year.

(Source: IsraelNN.com)

John Tweedie is the chairman of Christians for Israel International

immediately silenced as being improper and that Allah 
somehow does not like us to laughing for no reason or in 
public. Even a heartfelt laugh to a Muslim was not going 
to get you friends, but critics. Your message to me and to 
Muslims is that life on earth will not get us happiness 
and the only escape from such misery is the everlasting 
happiness in the pleasures of Allah’s paradise after dying in 
jihad. But why take the Jews with us? They want to live and 
enjoy life and to make the earth, right here, a better place.

Culture of death

Our rejection of life is not a coincidence: since jihad 
does not value life, then it must value death. The first 
casualty of the jihad principle is peace and that is why 
I never learned peace as a value in Gaza. I have never 
heard a peaceful song in Arabic. To think of peace with 
the Jews is equal to treason to Islam. Rejection of peace 
has detrimental consequences to the healthy functioning 
of the Arab personality, family, society and the whole 
region. It is not a coincidence that Saudis reject under the 
law any celebration of Valentine’s Day, teaching peace 
and compassion to their children towards the others. Just 
look at our Islamic law books and see the most cruel and 
unusual punishments ever created in any culture on earth. 
Only a culture that demands war and terror can promote 
such cruelty. My father was the victim of the blood-thirsty 
culture of death all around him.

As to your question about hating my father, again 
I want to assure you that I adore and respect my father 
more than all of the people of Gaza. Actually I love him 
and wish him heaven not because he killed Jews, but 
because he was a good human being who was respected 
by many including the Israeli soldiers who killed him. 
He was known even to Israel as a cut above his peers and 
had integrity and honor. My father was the victim of the 

blood-thirsty culture of death all around him. He is one of 
the many thousands and even millions of victims of the 
jihad ideology, practiced over the last 1400 years.

Self-inflicted crisis

Dear Gaza resident, yes, I cannot blame the Jewish 
people, or the government of Israel, for what you call the 
‘misery’ of the Palestinians. I can only blame Arab and 
Islamic culture which used and abused you and which you 
allowed. I believe that this is an Arab self-inflicted crisis 
that has nothing to do with Israel.

Arab education has never told us the truth about the 
Israeli people and the story from their side and what 
Jerusalem means to them. We were told that Jerusalem 
was a Muslim city simply because Mohammed dreamt 
one night that he went to the farthest mosque but he 
never mentioned Jerusalem. The Koran never mentioned 
Jerusalem, which is mentioned hundreds of times in the 
Bible as the heart and soul of the Jewish people. We as 
Muslims never respected other religions holy cites and 
always claimed them to Islam; even Spain and India 
are being claimed as Muslim land. It was the tradition 
of Muslim conquerors to convert churches and temples 
to mosques and that is exactly what happened to the 
Jewish Temple Mount when 100 years after the prophet 
Mohammed died, Muslim conquerors built the mosque 
right on top of it. Just imagine if Jews or Christians had 
built a temple on top of the Kaaba in Mecca. This is how 
Islam has treated the Jews. It is time for Muslims to seek 
redemption and forgiveness and to extend the hand of 
reconciliation and peace to the Jewish people.

Mrs. Darwish, who grew up in Gaza City and Cairo, 
is the author, most recently, of “Cruel and Usual 
Punishment,” (Thomas Nelson)

(Source: This letter originally appeared on Frontpagemag.com)

A Letter to Gaza
Continued from page 2
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I never cease to be amazed at how the enemies of Israel 
have been trying to destroy her for thousands of years, 

aiming to annihilate her, so that no record of her name, 
Biblical values and God would remain in history.  Yet 
amazingly she still survives.  As an ex-fundamentalist 
Muslim, reading the following passage for the first time, I 
was astonished by what the Psalmist wrote:

They have said, “Come, and let us cut them off from being 
a nation, so that the name Israel may be remembered no 
more.” For with one heart they have plotted together; they 
have made a covenant against You-- the tents of Edom, and 
the Ishmaelites; of Moab, and the Hagarites; Gebal, and 
Ammon, and Amalek; the Philistines with the people of Tyre; 
and Assyria has joined with them; they have helped the sons 
of Lot (Psalm 83:4-8).

Who are these nations who were drawn into such unity 
against Israel? To my amazement, they are the forefathers of 
the Saudi Arabians, Palestinians, Jordanians and non-Aryan 
Iraqis, who were living in the area centuries before the rise 
of Islam.

Eventually, Islam revealed itself as the best servant of 
hostility and established itself as the political religion of 
these nations, employing all available means to destroy 
Israel and remove her name from the face of the earth. It 
is quite remarkable that despite millennia of opposition to 
Israel, she is still a nation, has a land to govern with the rule 
of law, and will be around until the end of history.

Why? What is the secret behind the survival of Israel?
The answer is in the Bible. God chose Israel and set her 

aside for Himself in order to fulfill His eternal plan for the 
nations through her. Throughout history, God has proven 
that Israel’s protection, judgment, punishment, blessing and 
deliverance all were, are and will be according to God’s 
plan as laid out in the Bible. Time and time again, nations 
united against Israel, but God crushed them because their 
confederacies were against God’s plan. They were ignorant 
and did not know that they would not be able to destroy the 
ones whom God has decided to preserve for Himself, even if 
the forces of the earth unite against them.

What a lesson this is for the Church of God! We see and 
experience how the enemies of today’s Church unify to 
destroy the body of Christ, yet they are unaware that they 
are face to face with the Most High God. This is what must 
encourage the children of God and unite them to take refuge 
in God, whose almighty love has preserved the Church for 
Himself.

The enemies of the God of Israel failed to understand the 
true reason for the failure of their schemes. This is the same 
intelligence our contemporary world lacks. The Islamic 

world thinks that the so-called Great Satan, America and 
the West, is behind Israel and Christianity. So, too, do the 
Leftists, who think that it is Capitalism that benefits from 
the survival of Israel and Christianity, and this is supposed 
to explain attempts to preserve them. Those who hold such 
views do not consider the irrationality of their beliefs, in 
light of the fact that neither America nor Capitalism were 
present throughout the millennia to protect the name of 
Israel or stand behind God’s Church. 

Israel is the Israel of God, whether the world likes this 
or not. God wants the world to respect her existence. If 
the world respects God’s Israel, this is absolutely an act of 
respect for God, but if it does not, this is, in effect an act 
against the God of Israel. The life of Israel is hid with Christ 
in God in a mysterious way. If the world knew this, it would 
not want to hate them as it does.

Ignorance has filled the world and many are unable to 
understand how a tiny community, Israel, survived through 
thousands of years despite the hostility of many nations 
towards its people. Unfortunately, it is regarded as politically 

incorrect to desire to wake up the West to the truth of God’s 
plan for Israel. You may be called a racist, fascist or Nazi by 
pious Muslims, as well as by many leftists or humanists. Yet 
by no means has God rejected Israel. God has a covenant 
with her, and at the end He will send His deliverer to Zion to 
save her from her sins and enemies (Romans 11:1, 26).

The leaders of some nations have turned against Israel 
and exposed their countries to the wrath of God. Because of 
economic dependency, they are aligning their plans with the 
plans of cruel Islamic leaders who follow Muhammad.  They 
have already brought the wrath of God on themselves by 
fighting against the existence of Israel (Zacharia 9). The Allah 
of Muhammad is quite opposite to the God of Abraham and 
Israel. They are opposites of each other in every aspect. While 
the God of Israel guarantees freedom, Allah ordains war 
against freedom and threatens those who stand for freedom. 
Biblical values are in stark contrast to the authoritarian god of 
Islam, and it is for this reason that pious Muslims are nervous 
about our task of awakening the world to their plans.  They 
are doing everything they can in order to prevent us, for they 
know that the growth of freedom means the death of Islam.

Therefore, let us pray for those of our leaders who have, 
consciously or unconsciously, united with the enemies 
of Israel. Let us express our concerns to these leaders and 
the world; that we love our nations and countries and do 
not want to unite with the enemies of Israel, exposing our 
nations to the wrath of God. Let us pray for the enemies of 
Israel. so that they can see the plan of God for Israel. Let us 
pray for a change in Israel’s enemies, so they will respect 
her right as a nation and understand that their plans cannot 
prevail against the plan of God for Israel. Let us pray for 
the salvation of Jews so that they, like the Psalmist, might 
rely on God’s wisdom and leadership, and not on their own 
limited human power:

Keep not silence, O God; … Your enemies roar; and those 
who hate You have lifted up their head (Psalm 83:1-2).

Dr Shayesteh was born into a Muslim family in Northern Iran. He 
became a radical Muslim leader and teacher of Islam in the militant Free 
Islamic Revolutionary Movement, closely supporting Ayatollah Khomeini. 
However, after falling out of favor with Khomeini’s political group, he 
escaped to Turkey where there began an amazing journey to faith in Jesus 
Christ.

Israel has been accepted as a full member of the 
“Organization for Economic Co-operation and 

Development” recently, despite all the best efforts of 
the Palestinians to influence the OECD to reject Israel’s 
participation citing all the usual spurious reasons why 
Israel should not be accepted. The Palestinian Authority 
had told the OECD that granting Israel membership 
would mean ‘accepting its occupation of the Palestinian 
territories’.

The Palestinian efforts to try again to marginalize 
Israel in an international body was no surprise, but 
what was a surprise was the fact that OECD member 
countries, like Sweden and Norway, which have been 
very critical of Israeli policies, supported Israel’s entry.

Israeli Prime Minister Benyamin Netanyahu 
said, “This was a great day for Israel and the Israeli 
economy.” 

 The OECD stated, “Israel’s scientific and 
technological policies have produced outstanding 
outcomes on a world scale”.

 Up until now Israel has only been granted observer 
status in the world body.  The OECD Secretary-General 
Angel Gurría said, “This new chapter in the history of 
the Organization confirms our global vocation as the 
group of countries that search for answers to the global 
challenges, and establish standards in many policy fields 
such as environment, trade, innovation or social issues”.

 Finance Minister Yuval Steinitz commented, The 
announcement of Israel’s accession to the OECD is a 
mark of respect for the Israeli economy. The OECD is the 
most respected international club a small state like Israel 
can be accepted into.  From what we know about other 
states, in the years following the acceptance there has 
been a rise of billions of dollars in foreign investments in 
the newly accepted state”.

 (Source: Edgar Asher-Isranet)

The Name of Israel Will Be Remembered No More!?

Israel Joins the OECD

By Daniel Shayesteh

Daniel Shayesteh

The Israeli fl ag with the Al Aqsa mosque in the background, the second oldest Islam mosque after the Ka’ba in Mecca, and the 
third in holiness and importance.
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By Michael Nazir-Ali

Bishop Michael Nazir-Ali

In the August heat of Karachi in 1949 a 
little boy was born in to a Shia Muslim 

family. Pakistan was only two years old, a 
fledgling and chaotic nation, trying to find 
its way in the world without British rule. 
Michael Nazir-Ali’s mother cannot then 
have imagined that her baby boy would one 
day sit in that most British of chambers, the 
House of Lords. Nor that he would become 
a prominent Anglican bishop and an eminent 
Christian thinker.  

Nine years before Michael Nazir-Ali 
was born, London was under attack by the 
Luftwaffe and Britain was fighting for its 
life. In 1940, Churchill spoke these immortal 
words:”I expect that the Battle of Britain is 
about to begin.

Upon this battle depends the survival of 
Christian civilisation... Hitler knows he will 
have to break us in this island or lose the 
war. If we can stand up to him, all of Europe 
may be free and the life of the world may 
move forward into broad, sunlit uplands. But 
if we fail, then the whole world, including 
the United States, including all that we have 
known and cared for, will sink into the abyss 
of a new Dark Age made more sinister, and 
perhaps more protracted, by the lights of 
perverted science.”  

The vicar’s house on Giltspur Street in 
central London was one of many London 
buildings destroyed by a Nazi bomb during 
that earlier effort to eradicate Christian 
civilisation. Perhaps appositely, this is where 
I met Bishop Nazir-Ali last month. 

Standing on Giltspur Street you are 
waist-deep in history. A vicar of this very 
church sang the Psalm Miserere in February 
1555 as he was led around the corner to 
Smithfield, where he was burned alive for 
heresy. During the Crusades this ancient 
church was re-named in honour of the 
Church of the Holy Sepulchre in Jerusalem. 
How little things change in 1,000 years: in 
2010 our conversation was to be dominated 
by the ongoing tensions with Islam, and 
schisms in the Christian Church.  

Dr Nazir-Ali was Bishop of Rochester 
until March last year, when he retired. He 
still lives in Kent with his wife and two 
children and now ministers to persecuted 
Christian minorities abroad.  

“Christians in this country are becoming 
aware of the persecutions of Christians 
abroad. I think partly because they are 
experiencing something of it themselves,” 
he says. 

Dr Nazir-Ali speaks weighty words at a 
hypnotic pace, each word enunciated with 
a trace of a soft Pakistani accent. You know 
that you are in the presence of a profound 
and incisive mind. I refer to Churchill’s 
speech in 1940 and ask whether he feels that 
Christian civilisation is now endangered.   

“I used to speak of a moral and 
spiritual vacuum that was created by the 
catastrophic loss of discourse in terms of 
the Judaeo-Christian tradition in the public 
place,” he says.   

“I think that vacuum is now giving 
way to a hostility to the Judaeo-Christian 
worldview. “I am pursuing a twin track on 
this: on the one hand you have to uphold 
the Judaeo-Christian tradition as a basis for 
making the most important moral decisions 
that need to be made.”

At same time, I am conscious that if 
present trends continue, we need another 

strategy... [as] in the last Dark Age, when 
Christian communities preserved the Gospel 
learning, and a kind of humanism, so that 
there were lights in the darkness. I think it 
would be wise for the churches also to build 
strong moral and spiritual communities that 
can survive and flourish in the darkness, and 
indeed attract other people to themselves. 
That’s the way I have begun to think.”  

I ask him whether he feels the EU is 
helping move us toward this “new Dark 
Age”.  

“Oh yes, absolutely,” he replies. “The 
EU is the source of much legislation in this 
country which refuses to respect Christian 
conscience, which has weakened a public 
doctrine of marriage, [and] which has 
compromised the dignity of the human 
person... A lot of this has its origins in 
European directives, and we haven’t seen 
the last of it either.”  

As someone who spent the past 10 years 
in the House of Lords, he knows a thing or 
two about the influence of the EU on British 
law. “One of the things I’ve discovered is 
that most legislation in this country is an 
attempt to domesticate an EU directive... 
unelected bodies issue these directives. The 
feeling one gets with the EU is they will get 
their way whatever the will of the people.  

“I think if you look at what has happened 
to the family, that is an unmitigated evil for 
this society. It has destroyed security for 
children, prevents their proper development, 
and the flourishing that God wants for 
them... seven million abortions since the 
passing of the abortion acts: that is an evil.” 

In 2008 Dr Nazir-Ali hit the headlines 
when he spoke frankly about Britain’s 
immigration problems, saying that 
immigrants, “should be willing to adapt 
to living in a context shaped by traditional 
British values, which have been largely 
derived from the Judaeo-Christian tradition”. 

Of this episode, he says: “One has to speak 
the truth whatever the circumstances... My 
concern is with what attitude [immigrants] 
have to British society, and British values. 
Britain has never asked these questions. 
Ever.”  

A teenage convert from Islam, Dr 
Nazir-Ali is profoundly knowledgeable 
about the Islamic faith.   

“The whole issue is grounded in the 
classical view that there is the house of 
Islam, and the house of war, and that the 
duty of good Muslims is to extend the Dar 
al-Islam, not only through armed jihad but 
through propaganda and preaching.   

“The only exceptions to this were cases 
where there was a truce, or a treaty. A truce 
by nature is temporary, and a treaty was 
always taken by Muslim lawyers [to imply] 
a tribute from the non-Muslims to the 
Muslims.

Now, this is not a basis for the future. 
“This is why Muslims have found it so 
difficult to be minorities [in non-Muslim 
states] It is absolutely vital for world peace 
that Muslims should develop a way of being 
at peace with the non-Muslim world. The 
Sharia tradition has to develop formally so 
that it is recognised that Muslims can be a 
loyal minority in a non-Muslim polity.”   

He offers as a paradigm the early Islamic 
constitution of Medina, which recognised 
Jews, Christians, pagans and Muslims. But, 
he says, “on the other hand we know of the 
conflicts”. In early Islam, non-Muslims were 
only allowed to continue as farmers if they 
gave half their produce to the Muslims.

“That [the dhimmi paradigm] became 
the basis for the treatment of Jews and 
Christians within the Islamic world. Now, 
which paradigm will Muslims choose: the 
dhimmi paradigm, or the paradigm of the 
constitution of Medina? That’s a question 
for Muslims to answer.”   

I mention that some Christian theologians 
seem to say that Allah is not the same 
God as the Judaeo-Christian God. At that 
question, Dr Nazir-Ali becomes visibly 
uncomfortable. He pauses a long time, 
formulating his reply, as if his life depended 
on the answer.

The terrifying truth is that, in modern 
Britain, his life could indeed depend on how 
he answers this question. He knows this 
well, for he has received death threats in the 
past, and has been under police protection.   

“I would say that Islam has a sense of the 
God of the Bible but, for various reasons, 
understands the nature of that God, and 
God’s action in the world, quite differently,” 
he says.  

I then ask whether he regards it as an open 
theological question as to whether they are 
the same.   

He replies quickly: “I don’t think that they 
are the same. Muslims, like everyone else, 
have some sense of the One God... but the 
way in which they understand the nature and 
the work of that God is very different from 
the Judaeo-Christian way.

“While Islam wants to take power to 
change the world, Christianity is about 
turning away from power to change the 
world. And that has to do with a view of 
God. We have a God who humbled himself 
and took the form of a slave, and accepted 
death. And that is the source of Christian 
power, the Cross. So, clearly, in any 
Christian view of polity, and Muslim view 
of polity, there must be a radical difference.”  

As to the future of European Christianity, 
and suggestions that France and Holland 
may be majority Islamic by 2050 or 2060, 
he says: “That’s a combination of the falling 
away of Christian belief, a decreasing 
indigenous population, and an increasing 
Muslim population.   

“So I think there is going to be more 
tension about this, because these are the 
two great missionary religions in the world, 
which is why I think it is very important for 
Christians and Muslims to come to some 
common view about how to live together.”  

Dr Nazir-Ali has sometimes been 
characterised as a stern figure, but the man 
I met was warm, humble and softly spoken. 
On leaving the vicar’s house on Giltspur 
Street, you walk out in to a cosmopolitan 
city. On the Tube, a kind old Muslim man 
shows me the way. There’s talk of banning 
the veil abroad, but I see a dignity and 
beauty in the colourful veil of the Muslim 
girl sitting opposite me on the train.  

For better or worse, we are all in this 
together now, trying to muddle our way 
home, as ancient faiths collide with law and 
ideology in the belly of this great city. This 
beautiful behemoth, London, has seen it all 
before. In its sprawling and amiable diversity, 
it whispers this: let’s hope for the best.  

(Source: The Catholic Herald - www.catholicherald.
co.uk)

Bishop Michael Nazir-Ali will be visiting 
Australia from 14-22 September 2010 at 
the invitation of FamilyVoice Australia. He 
will be speaking at public meetings and 
leaders seminars in Brisbane (14 Sept), 
Sydney (15-16 Sept), Melbourne (17 Sept) , 
Canberra (20 Sept), Adelaide (20-21 Sept) 
and Perth (21-22 Sept). For more details 
and bookings see www.fava.org.au or 
telephone 1300 365 965.

One Has To Speak The Truth Regardless
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The themes of the hope of Israel and the remnant are 
closely tied. Paul refers to this hope, claiming that his 

chains of imprisonment were due to “the hope of Israel” 
(Acts 28:20). But the two themes are not equal. Man is 
exhorted not to push his trust in man, remnant or not, but in 
God (Is. 2:20-22).

The Messianic Hope

The beginnings of the messianic hope – the Hope of 
Israel – are traced to God’s earliest dealings with man. 
This was progressively revealed to Israel, in statement and 
in type, to inspire and motivate the people to persevere in 
God’s mission to the nations. The pledge came through the 
seed promise to Eve, the Shiloh promise to Judah, Balaam’s 
prophecy of star and scepter, the king promise to David, and 
numerous other promises (Gen. 3:15; 49:10; Num. 24:17; 
Ps.2; 110:1-4; Is. 2:2-4; 4:2; 9:1-7; 11:1-5; 52:13-53:12; 
Jer. 23:5-6; 30:9; 33:14-18; Ezek. 34:22-31; 37:24-28; Hos. 
3:5; Amos 9:11-15; Mic. 4:1-4; 5:1-5; Hag. 2:6-9; Zech. 
6:12-15).

Associated with this hope was the hope of having 
dominion over the nations. This was not a vain hope, nor 
one in which political Israel would exercise dominion. 
Israel misunderstood this and so rejected the servant role to 
which she had been appointed. The messianic hope was first 
associated with David, thought to be the one sent to deliver 
Israel from all her enemies. David indeed represented God’s 
concern to save His people and bless the nations.

Israel translated the messianic hope into its larger 
dimension and spoke of One yet to come who would be 
of the seed of David. He would be “Wonderful Counselor, 
Mighty God, Eternal Father, Prince of Peace. There will be 
no end to the increase of His government or of peace” (Is. 
9: 6-7). His rule would include dominion over all nations. 
This coming Messiah would destroy Israel’s enemies and 
transform and rule the remnant (Is. 11:1-5; Mic. 5:2-4). 
He would be a new Adam, starting afresh, ruling in a new 
Eden over a new Israel and would bless all the nations of 
the world from Jerusalem (Is. 2:2-4; 11:6,7; Mic. 4:1-4). 
He would rule the world in righteousness with power, love, 
justice, and holiness (Is. 60:10-14).

God used the remnant’s yearning for the Messiah to kindle 
the hope of Israel for His intervention in their history. Never 
did the hope shine brighter than when the people were under 
oppression or in exile. Times of oppression simply moved 
the remnant to focus more on this “Hope.” As God purified 
His people in the exile, He also rid them of their outward 
idolatry and encouraged them to focus their loyalty on 
Yahweh God and His purposes (cf. 2 Pet. 3:9-13).

The post-exilic prophets, reflecting on the David of 
history, introduced other aspects of the coming Messiah. The 
Hope of Israel would be a servant king. Although this was 
contrary to what Israel expected, it had been predicted by 
the prophets even before the exile. He would not come as a 
soldier-king like David, but rather upon the colt of a donkey. 
He would be righteous and victorious, lowly and peaceful, 
but by the power of God strong to deliver, to help and to save 
(Zech. 9:9). He would conquer through the powerlessness of 
the servant and further expose the weakness of the gods and 
kings of the nations.

The Suffering Servant

The messianic hope apart from the suffering servant theme 
was not biblical because the Messiah, the Hope of Israel, was 
the Suffering Servant (Isaiah 53). From the very beginning, 
suffering was to characterize the coming Deliverer: “And I 
will put enmity between you and the woman, and between 
your seed and her seed; He shall bruise you on the head, and 
you shall bruise Him on the heel” (Gen. 3:15). 

The theme of conflict and confrontation cannot be without 
suffering. This will inevitably characterize the battle with the 
kingdom of darkness for man’s deliverance. The principle is 
later reviewed by Paul: 

We are afflicted in every way, but not crushed; perplexed, 
but not despairing; persecuted, but not forsaken; struck 
down, but not destroyed; always carrying about in the 
body the dying of Jesus, that the life of Jesus also may be 
manifested in our body. For we who live are constantly 

being delivered over to death for Jesus’ sake, that the life of 
Jesus also may be manifested in our mortal flesh. So death 
works in us, but life in you (2 Cor. 4:10-12).

The Suffering Servant theme takes on meaning within the 
context of encounter with the kingdom of darkness. 

This motif appears in several key passages, but especially 
in Isaiah (Is. 52-53). Suffering to accomplish redemption 
is inherent in the concept of the Messiah. He would come 
to give His life a ransom for others (Is.53; cf. Mt. 20:28). 
The view of the Suffering Servant is further supported by 
New Testament statements such as, “Behold, this Child is 
appointed for the fall and rise of many in Israel, and for a 
sign to be opposed – and a sword will pierce even your own 
soul –  to the end that thoughts from many hearts may be 
revealed” (Lk. 2:34-35). There was also the incarnational 
model for mission: “And being found in appearance as a 
man, He humbled Himself by becoming obedient to the 
point of death, even death on a cross” (Phil. 2:8). Therefore, 
to exclude suffering is to reduce Israel’s mission (and by 
extension, the Church’s) and to subvert her best interests.

Israel’s mission was to parallel that of God’s Suffering 
Servant. She, too, should have been willing to give her 
life a ransom for other nations (see Isaiah’s servant songs, 
chapters 40-55). She, too, should have walked a pathway 
of suffering if necessary to bring people into a relationship 
with her covenant God. Her agenda was to be that of the 
Suffering Servant, longing that the nations would know her 
God. Such is now the mission of the Church, emulating her 
Lord (Jn. 17:18; 20:21).

As the Suffering Servant, the Messiah was destined for 
death to fulfill His mission (Is. 53; cf. Lk.13-27). He was 
commissioned to carry the light to all nations (Is. 49:5). He 
was “the true light which…enlightens every man: (Jn. 1:9; 
cf. Jn. 8:12). He was a willing sacrifice (Is. 53:10), dying 
by choice, but not for himself. Nobody took His life from 
Him; He gave it to remove the sins of others. He Himself 
was sinless (Is. 53:9). He was also the universal Savior (cf. 
Jn. 3:16). His suffering was of the widest efficacy. The time 
would come when the nations would confess that they, too, 
deserved what He vicariously endured for them:

It will yet be that peoples will come, even the inhabitants 
of many cities; and the inhabitants of one will go to another 
saying, “Let us go at once to entreat the favor of the LORD, 
and to seek the LORD of hosts; I will also go.” So many 
peoples and mighty nations will come to seek the LORD 
of hosts in Jerusalem and to entreat the favor of the LORD 
(Zech. 8:20-22).

Israel questioned and rejected the Suffering Servant role. 
When Isaiah reminded Israel of her mission as the servant 
of God, he introduced a model which was unattractive 
and laden with offense. To this day most Jews consider 
it a mystery and cannot reconcile this concept with their 
Messiah. But Israel does not stand alone. The Church 
questions the extent of such a loyalty and subtly rejects 
suffering as part of the sacrifice to be made for the salvation 
of the nations. Of course, neither Israel’s nor the Church’s 
suffering would ever bring reconciliation with God; only 
God’s Messiah could do that. But in carrying out the 
evangelistic and cultural mandates, suffering cannot be 
avoided.

God’s servant would know redemptive suffering, and 
through it, the people and the kingdom of God would 
come to triumph and eschatological fullness. He would 
have a purposeful, worldwide mission. Isaiah speaks of the 
servant’s election, preservation, divine anointing, universal 
mission and certain triumph; but he would know this 
exaltation only through rejection. Yes, he would be despised, 
rejected and slain, but afterward there would be exaltation 
and the establishment of a lasting Kingdom (Is. 53:10,11; 
60:1-22).

Isaiah spoke of God’s Servant in varying ways. The 
Servant was a corporate group – Israel, blind and deaf to 
God’s purposes (Is. 42:19). He was representative of a 
righteous remnant within Israel (Is. 44:1,2,8; 51:6,7). He 
was thought of as another Moses who would lead a new 
exodus out of the captivity of sin (Is. 48). He was the great 
Servant who would lead a servant people out to the nations 
in mission:

Awake, awake, clothe yourself in your strength, O Zion…
How lovely on the mountains are the feet of him who brings 
good news…who announces salvation…The LORD has 
bared His holy arm in the sight of all the nations, that all 
the ends of the earth may see the salvation of our God (Is. 
52:1,7,10)

He was the sinless Servant, which qualified Him to take 
to His innocency the sins of His people and thus achieve the 
victory of the kingdom of God (Is. 53:4-6, 10-12).

The New Testament applied the role and theme of the 
Suffering Servant to none other than Jesus Christ, and the 
Church has believed and taught this from the beginning. In 
some measure, the Church must know the same suffering 
if she is to bring the nations to faith in her Lord. Thus the 
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Church is reminded: “Now I rejoice in my sufferings for 
your sake, and in my flesh I do my share on behalf of His 
body (which is the church) in filling up that which is lacking 
in Christ’s afflictions” (Col. 1:24; cf. 2 Cor. 1:5; 1 Pet. 
4:13).

Missiological Considerations

When Israel focused on just one aspect of biblical 
truth – eschatology – she not only became introverted and 
self-centered, she also ignored her obligation to declare the 
glory of God (Mal. 1:11-14; 3:8; 8-12). Emphasizing certain 
biblical truths to the exclusion of others is counterproductive 
to the missions task of God’s people. It is bound to produce 
an abundance of inconsequential, cabalistic ideologies.

When God’s people wanted only to preserve themselves, 
they became introverted. They no longer felt obligated to 
confront others with the message of redemptive grace. They 
no longer acted in faith. They refrained from taking risks and 
believing God to vindicate and validate their dependence on 
Him (Mal; cf. Acts 3,4,5).

Suffering is the price of identification and participation 
in declaring salvation to the nations. Only a bond-servant 
would be willing to endure suffering (cf. Rom. 1:5; 2 Cor. 
4:8-12). Jesus Christ offered His disciples the role of servant 
which would lead to a cross: “If anyone desires to come 
after Me, let him deny himself, and take up his cross, and 
follow Me. For whoever desires to save his life will lose 
it, and whoever loses his life for My sake will find it” (Mt. 
16:24,25). 

Suffering is certainly part of the cost involved in making 
Jesus Christ know to the nations. There will be opposition 
and conflict – sometimes even loss of life.

Rejecting the role of Suffering Servant, Israel kept its faith 
to itself, thereby losing the true dimensions of biblical faith. 
However, Israel was still missionary, making proselytes 
throughout the Mediterranean basin and forming them into 
believing and practising communities. These synagogues, 
in fact, later became centers for Paul’s evangelistic strategy. 
But rather than produce converts with a singular purpose to 
declare the glory of God, Israel drew these converts to her 
own introversion (Mt. 23:15). Preferring her own ideological 
pursuits, she was set aside by God (Rom. 9:30-33; 10:1-3; 
11:7, 15-26).

Even today it is quite possible to convert people to 
ideologies and even “evangelical” theologies destructive of 
the God-given commission to make disciples of all nations.

These ideologies and theologies may actually keep 
converts from knowing that Jesus Christ’s servants cannot 
avoid the fellowship of His sufferings (Acts 14:22; 20:24; 
1 Pet. 4:1-2, 12-19). The role of Suffering Servant is 
imperative for identification and involvement in mission. 
His followers are to be servants to others for His Name’s 
sake (Rom. 1:1-5). They will have the motivation of the 
servant – to respond in obedience to the Lord of the Church. 
They will have the mindset of the servant – to please the 
Lord of the Church and be conformed to His pattern (Phil. 
2:1-8). And they will eagerly await His return to hear His 
commendation: “Well done, good and faithful slave:… enter 
into the joy of your master” (Mt. 25:21).

The certainty of the return of Jesus Christ should cause 
God’s people to live in obedience “to observe all that I 
commanded you” (Mt. 28:20). It should motivate believers 
to implement the Great Commission. Answering the critics 
who questioned the return of Jesus Christ, Peter pointed out 
that Christ was delaying out of His concern for the nations. 
Peter stressed that believers could hasten the Second Coming 
through obedience to be His servant people on mission to all 
nations (2 Pet. 3:1,2,9-12,14,15).

The ever-present danger is that believers so involve 
themselves in the good of biblical studies that they ignore 
the best, namely obedience to God’s commission. Our 
Lord commanded “that repentance for forgiveness of sins 
should be proclaimed to all the nations” (Lk. 24:47). That 
responsibility can only be ignored at our peril, even as it was 
by Israel (Rom. 11:11-32).

(Source: “In Step with the God of the Nations” – by Philip  M. Steyne. 

{ISBN # 1-880828-75-8 – Touch Publications, Inc. Houston, Texas} 
Steyne has been Professor of Missions at Columbia Biblical Seminary and 

Graduate School of Missions since 1980. He has served as a missionary in 

Southern Africa and pastured a number of churches in the U.S.A. He holds 
the Doctor of Missiology degree from Fuller School of World Missions)
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Once again, Israel faces hypocrisy and a biased rush 
to judgment. I’m afraid this isn’t the first time. Last 

year, Israel acted to stop Hamas from firing thousands 
of rockets into Israel’s towns and cities. Hamas was 
firing on our civilians while hiding behind civilians. And 
Israel went to unprecedented lengths to avoid Palestinian 
civilian casualties. Yet it was Israel, and not Hamas, that 
was accused by the UN of war crimes. Now regrettably, 
the same thing appears to be happening now.

 But here are the facts. Hamas is smuggling thousands 
of Iranian rockets, missiles and other weaponry – 
smuggling it into Gaza in order to fire on Israel’s cities. 
These missiles can reach Ashdod and Beer Sheva – these 
are major Israeli cities. And I regret to say that some of 
them can reach now Tel Aviv, and very soon, the outskirts 
of Jerusalem. From the information we have, the planned 
shipments include weapons that can reach farther, even 
farther and deeper into Israel.

 Under international law, and under common sense 
and common decency, Israel has every right to interdict 
this weaponry and to inspect the ships that might be 
transporting them. This is not a theoretical challenge or 
a theoretical threat. We have already interdicted vessels 
bound for Hezbollah, and for Hamas from Iran, containing 
hundreds of tons of weapons. In one ship, the Francop, 
we found hundreds of tons of war materiel and weapons 
destined for Hezbollah. In another celebrated case, 
the Karine A, dozens of tons of weapons were destined for 
Hamas from Iran via a shipment to Gaza.  Israel simply 
cannot permit the free flow of weapons and war materials 
to Hamas from the sea.

 I will go further than that. Israel cannot permit Iran to 
establish a Mediterranean port a few dozen kilometers 
from Tel Aviv and from Jerusalem. And I would go 
beyond that too. I say to the responsible leaders of all 
the nations: The international community cannot afford 
an Iranian port in the Mediterranean. Fifteen years ago I 
cautioned about an Iranian development that has come to 
pass – people now recognize that danger. Today I warn of 
this impending willingness to enable Iran to establish a 
naval port right next to Israel, right next to Europe. The 
same countries that are criticizing us today should know 
that they will be targeted tomorrow.  For this and for many 
other reasons, we have a right to inspect cargo heading 
into Gaza.

 And here’s our policy. It’s very simple: Humanitarian 
and other goods can go in and weapons and war materiel 
cannot. And we do let civilian goods into Gaza. There is 
no humanitarian crisis in Gaza. Each week, an average 
of ten thousand tons of goods enter Gaza. There’s no 
shortage of food. There’s no shortage of medicine. There’s 
no shortage of other goods. On this occasion too, we made 
several offers – offers to deliver the goods on board the 
flotilla to Gaza after a security inspection.  Egypt made 

similar offers. And these offers were rejected time and 
again.

 So our naval personnel had no choice but to board these 
vessels. Now, on five of the vessels, our seamen were not 
met by any serious violence and as a result, there were no 
serious injuries aboard those ships. But on the largest ship, 
something very different happened.

 Our naval personnel, just as they landed on the ship 
– you can see this in the videos – the first soldier – they 
were met with a vicious mob. They were stabbed, they 
were clubbed, and they were fired upon. I talked to some 
of these soldiers. One was shot in the stomach; one was 
shot in the knee. They were going to be killed and they 
had to act in self-defense.  It is very clear to us that the 
attackers had prepared their violent action in advance. 
They were members of an extremist group that has 
supported international terrorist organizations and today 
support the terrorist organization called Hamas. They 
brought with them in advance knives, steel rods, and other 
weapons. They chanted battle cries against the Jews. You 
can hear this on the tapes that have been released.

 This was not a love boat. This was a hate boat. These 
weren’t pacifists. These weren’t peace activists. These 
were violent supporters of terrorism. I think that the 
evidence that the lives of the Israeli seamen were in 
danger is crystal clear. If you’re a fair-minded observer 
and you look at those videos, you know this simple truth. 
But I regret to say that for many in the international 
community, no evidence is needed. Israel is guilty until 
proven guilty.  Once again, Israel is told that it has a right 
to defend itself but is condemned every time it exercises 
that right. Now you know that a right that you cannot 
exercise is meaningless. And you know that the way we 
exercise it – under these conditions of duress, under the 
rocketing of our cities, under the impending killing of 
our soldiers – you know that we exercise it in a way that 
is commensurate with any international standard. I have 
spoken to leading leaders of the world, and I say the same 
thing today to the international community:  What would 
you do? How would you stop thousands of rockets that 
are destined to attack your cities, your civilians, your 
children? How would your soldiers behave under similar 
circumstances? I think in your hearts, you all know the 
truth.  Israel regrets the loss of life. But we will never 
apologize for defending ourselves. Israel has every right 
to prevent deadly weapons from entering into hostile 
territory. And Israeli soldiers have every right to defend 
their lives and their country.

 This may sound like an impossible plea, or an 
impossible request, or an impossible demand, but I make 
it anyway: Israel should not be held to a double standard. 
The Jewish state has a right to defend itself just like any 
other state. Thank you.

This Was No Love Boat
By Benjamin Netanyahu

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu making a statement concerning the interception of the fl eet of ships trying to 
evade the Gaza sea blockade, addressing the world’s press and the Israeli nation
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I must begin by telling you that I was 
uncomfortable writing this April 17, 2010, 

sermon. I wondered whether it was too 
harsh or not harsh enough. I asked myself if 
I should be delivering it or if I should have 
delivered it two years ago. So I’ll leave it to 
you to decide.

This week Israel celebrates the 62nd 
anniversary of its rebirth ... the greatest event 
in modern Jewish history. You know by now 
how much Israel means to me. From my 
perspective, an Israel comes along once every 
2000 years so it is to be cherished, protected 
and loved. In two weeks I will make my 
annual visit to that beautiful country, taking 
along my entire family, which means that for 
my oldest granddaughter – who is 7 years 
old – this will be her fourth visit but for my 
youngest granddaughter it will be her first. 
We are all excited for her! Israel is at the 
very heart of my family’s existence.

It was with this feeling uppermost in my 
mind that I chose not to vote for Barack 
Obama for President. Although I felt he 
offered a measure of hope for our country, 
and although I felt the election of a black 
man as President of the United States would 
be one of the most positive and remarkable 
events to take place during my lifetime, 
and although I agreed with many parts of 
his domestic policies ... it was his foreign 
policy views that concerned me and proved 
decisive. I have a much more hawkish view 
than he does on foreign policy. I have always 
considered myself what is called a “Jackson 
Democrat” and I was genuinely concerned 
about Obama’s perspective on Israel. My 
feeling was based on something he had said 
and something he didn’t say.

What he said was said in February of 
2008 in a meeting with a hundred Cleveland 
Jewish leaders. Here are his words: “I 
think there is a strain within the pro-Israel 
community that says: unless you adopt an 
unwavering pro-Likud approach to Israel, 
that you are anti-Israel and that can’t be the 
measure of our friendship with Israel. If we 
cannot have an honest dialogue about how 
do we achieve these goals, then we’re not 
going to make progress ... because of the 
pressure that Israel is under, I think the U.S. 
pro-Israel community is sometimes a little 
more protective or concerned about opening 
up that conversation.”

What he said was not so terrible and I 
have to tell you that I respected him for 
having said it. He was very honest about his 
feelings. What he was basically saying was 
that he does not agree with the policies of a 
Likud government and that American Jews 
should be more prepared to debate those 
policies. Now, Mr. Obama is entitled to his 
opinion. It is just not my opinion! Does that 
make him an anti-Semite? Absolutely not! 
We have got to stop that kind of foolish talk. 
There are many Israeli Jews who agree with 
what he said ... there are many American 
Jews who agree with what he said! But I’m 
not one of them! And knowing that after 
years of Hezbollah and Hamas and suicide 
bombings and kidnappings and rocket 
attacks, a majority of Israeli voters don’t 
agree with his perspective, it seemed obvious 
to me that if he were elected President, there 
would be a clash between his policies and 
Israel’s policies. Sad to say, I was right.

But as events have unfolded, even sadder 
to say unfortunately I think I was right in 
my concern about what Mr. Obama had not 
said. For 20 years he went to a church whose 
minister, Rev. Jeremiah Wright, spoke in 
terms that were both critical of America and 
of Israel. And Mr. Obama had never raised 
his voice in protest. He not only should have, 
he could have! Let me tell you about a man 
who, in similar circumstances, did! His name 
is Abraham Foxman, and he is the head of 
the Anti-Defamation League. Mr. Foxman 
was a member of a prominent Orthodox 
synagogue in Teaneck, New Jersey but he 
found himself in an uncomfortable position 
... the rabbi of his synagogue is known to 
have very strong right-wing views when it 
comes to Israel; views so extreme that the 
rabbi not only criticizes the position of the 
American government, he was one of the 
severest critics of the position of the Rabin 
government, urging his congregants in one 
of his letters not to listen to “the blatherings 
of the Rabin judenrat.” (A judenrat was a 
Jewish council set up by the Nazis to preside 
over Jewish ghettos early in World War 
II.) Mr. Foxman found such a comparison 
unacceptable and he left his synagogue. In 
his words, “I tried to have my rabbi change 
his views. I went to fellow congregants to see 
if they could have an impact on him. Only 
at a point in time where that didn’t happen 
I resigned.” And he went on to say, “It was 
a wrenching decision, this was a synagogue 
where my son was Bar Mitzvahed, this was 
a synagogue where every happy event and 
every sad event I celebrated ... this was my 

religious home.” But he got up and left! 
And when Rev. Wright’s words came out 
into the open, I asked myself: why didn’t 
Mr. Obama do the same? And it wasn’t 
just a matter of Rev. Wright’s words and it 
wasn’t just a matter of Mr. Obama’s close 
relationship with him ... it was a matter of 
the whole church being enveloped with 
a “liberation theology” with it’s Bulletin 
reprinting pro-Hamas articles. Wouldn’t 
all this have had an effect on Mr. Obama’s 
thinking? I asked myself. James Tisch, the 
Manhattan billionaire and Chief Executive 
of Loews Corp. and long time activist in 
Jewish causes and philanthropies, thinks it 
did! In light of everything that has now been 
unfolding, Mr. Tisch recently said, “I think 
the President comes to this from Jeremiah 
Wright’s church and there is no doubt in 
my mind that in Jeremiah Wright’s church 
the Palestinians were portrayed as freedom 
fighters and not as terrorists.” In light of Mr. 
Obama finding the time to visit Saudi Arabia, 
Egypt and Turkey, but not Israel ... in light 
of his refusing to take a picture with Prime 
Minister Netanyahu after their recent meeting 
... in light of so much emphasis being placed 
on the settlements ... in light of the recent 
resurrection of Zbignew Brezinski ... in light 
of new talk about an imposed settlement ... 
in light of all this and more, I have to agree 
with Mr. Tisch.

I don’t like what is happening, but that, 
in and of itself, is nothing new. There have 
always been conflicts between the United 
States and Israel. In 1956 the Eisenhower 
administration forced Israel to withdraw 

from captured territories despite Egypt’s 
belligerency. In 1967 President Johnson 
warned Israel not to go to war and became 
the first American administration to 
condemn Israel’s settlement activities. 
The Nixon administration tried to impose 
the Rogers Plan, forcing Israel back to the 
1949 Armistice lines. Jimmy Carter ... well, 
Jimmy Carter was, is and will always be 
Jimmy Carter. Ronald Regan was a friend 
but he was a friend who withheld weapons 
from Israel in punishment for its attack on 
Iraq’s nuclear reactor. I could go on and on ... 
there have always been conflicts; there have 
always been disagreements.

And one has to expect that! America is a 
global superpower ... Israel is a country of 
seven million people. America’s view is 
of the woods and Israel’s is just one of the 
trees! So, disagreements are to be expected 
amongst friends. But the disagreements that 
are now taking place between America and 
Israel are different than the disagreements in 
the past. They are different on two levels.

First, for the first time that I can think 
of, Israel is being accused of being the 
one that is the hindrance to peace. That’s 
never happened before! Despite all the 
disagreements between Israel and the 
United States, it was always understood 
that after all is said and done, it is the 
Arabs and Palestinians who have resisted 
making peace. The Ford and the first Bush 
administration refused to negotiate with 
the PLO. Bill Clinton clearly stated that 
it was the Palestinians fault that Camp 
David fell apart. Bush the Second refused 
to even talk to Yassir Arafat, saying he was 
an impediment to peace. Now? Now Mr. 
Obama goes to Cairo and says the first step 
toward making peace possible is freezing the 
Israeli settlements. He asks nothing tangible 
from the Palestinians. The Palestinians 
refuse to even negotiate, but its Israel’s 
fault! And then when the clash erupts over 
the Jerusalem housing, Secretary of State 
Clinton and the others insist that Israel has to 
do certain things to show it is committed to 
making peace. Mr. Obama calls on Israel to 
take “bold steps” for peace but again, nothing 
tangible is asked from the Palestinians! Israel 
should show that it is committed to making 
peace? Israel should take “bold steps?” What 
was Camp David, which the Palestinians 
rejected? What was the Gaza withdrawal, 
which the Palestinians responded to with 
rocket attacks? What were the Olmert 
concessions to Abbas, which only led to the 
Palestinians refusing to negotiate? What 
was Mr. Netanyahu’s accepting a two-state 
solution and a partial freeze of settlements? 
And what was the removal of most of the 
check-points in the West Bank? And what 
were the “bold steps” the Palestinians took 
besides refusing to even indirectly negotiate, 
refusing to compromise on the right of 
return, refusing to accept a demilitarized 
state, refusing to accept Israel as a Jewish 
state, refusing to recognize any Jewish 
historic claims to Jerusalem ... All they really 
seem to have agreed to do is to name more of 
their streets and squares after terrorists and 
suicide bombers. And Israel should show that 
it is committed to peace? Sen. John Kerry 
goes to Damascus and proclaims that Syria is 
committed to the peace process. 

Does He have a Problem? Do we?
Obama and Israel

By Rabbi Mitchell Wohlberg

Photo by Judy McComb



9June 2010 feature

Really? But with Israel there’s a question?

I don’t like what’s happening. This has 
never happened before! And to make matters 
worse, Israel is not only now being blamed 
for hindering peace with the Palestinians, talk 
has started to boil to the surface that Israel 
is to be blamed for the death of American 
soldiers in Iraq and Afghanistan. This is 
a libel ... this is a blood libel! We’ve heard 
these accusations before, but they always 
came from the extreme fringes; from the Pat 
Buchanans and others of his ilk. Now the talk 
is becoming more mainstream. The Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Admiral Mike 
Mullen, was quoted as saying that Israel’s 
stubbornness makes the U.S. appear 
impotent. In a statement later denied, Vice 
President Biden was quoted as telling Prime 
Minister Netanyahu, “What you are doing 
here undermines the security of our troops 
who are fighting in Iraq, Afghanistan and 
Pakistan.” U.S. Central Command General 
David Petraeus sends a statement to the 
Pentagon with a stark warning: “America’s 
relationship with Israel is important but 
not as important as the lives of American 
soldiers.” A member of the administration is 
quoted as accusing Dennis Ross of having 
a dual loyalty. And we’re told that it’s 
all “misunderstood” or “misquoted” ... it 
“doesn’t mean anything.” Well, I could read 
you quotes from the Palestinian Chronicle 
and from the Jordan Times and from the 
Middle East Online, Beirut’s Daily Star and 
many other pro-Palestinian papers that have 
taken these words very seriously and are 
emboldened by them. In fact, I don’t have 
to quote from Arab sources, let me just read 
you the headline of a recent editorial in USA 
Today: “Our view on the Middle East: Israeli 
Settlement Push Hurts U.S. Interests, Peace 
Process” ... with the editorial including these 
frightening words: “... if Americans whose 
own family member’s lives are at risk every 
day in Iraq and Afghanistan come to believe 
that Israel’s action needlessly increase that 

risk, support would be jeopardized.” Those 
words are true, you know. You know why 
our country has supported Israel these last 
62 years? It’s not because of Republicans 
or Democrats, liberals or conservatives; it 
is because of the American people. Every 
survey shows an overwhelming majority of 
American people supporting Israel, even 
during oil embargos, and that support is 
there because there is something about the 
American people that are able to distinguish 
right from wrong, good from bad, terrorists 
from innocent civilians and democracy from 
tyranny. The only thing that could change 
the feelings of Americans would be if our 
country’s service men and women were 

dying because of Israel. And a mood is 
emanating from Washington that could lead 
people to believe just that! What else is one 
to make of Mr. Obama’s statement this week 
that the Middle East conflict was “costing 
us significantly in terms of both blood and 
treasure.” What a horrible thing to say! The 
truth is, the Middle East conflict is affecting 
the blood and treasure of Israeli boys – not 
Americans. No American blood has been 
shed for Israel but plenty of Jewish blood 
has been! A real friend would not say this is 
Israel’s fault.

I know that some of my words are going 
to bother some of you, but please understand 
if I didn’t say them it would bother me 
even more! The fact of the matter is, this 
administration has from day one made 
improved relations with the Muslim world a 
primary goal, going as far as to ban the use of 
words like “Jihad” and “Islamic terrorism.” 
It is unfortunate that to date, America’s 
outreach of a friendly hand has not been 
reciprocated, which leads some to blame 
it all on Israel. If Israel would only give up 
what it is entitled to, the women of Al Qaeda 
would take off their burqas and join the 
Daughters of the American Revolution, the 
Taliban would sing Hava Negilah around the 
campfire, Hezbollah and Hamas would join 
Hadassah and the Shiites and Sunis in the 
Middle East would say: after 1400 years of 
killing each other, let’s co-sponsor a Kiddush 
at Beth Tfiloh! It’s just little Israel that is 
standing in the way of all this!

Well, let me tell you: it has been pointed 
out that the Jews have always been in 
the way! Look in the Bible ... every time 
Babylonia or Syria wanted to invade Egypt, 
little Judea was in the middle. The Jews 
developed a unique set of rituals and beliefs; 
they couldn’t offer sacrifices to the images 
of Roman emperors, they wouldn’t work 
on the Sabbath and so to the Greeks and 
the Romans, they stood in the way of world 
domination. And then came another religion 
whose followers proclaimed that it was the 

fulfillment of the one the Jews practiced, 
but the Jews refused to go along. And so our 
people were portrayed as being the devil who 
were to be eternally dammed. And then came 
Islam ... Mohammed was eager to win over 
the Jews. After all, he was a monotheist ... 
why couldn’t the Jews go along? And if they 
had, Mohammed would have a solid base 
from which to operate. But the Jews refused 
to go along. And so we were portrayed as 
being monkeys. In modern Europe, the Jews 
were in the way of middle-class Frenchmen 
and Germans who were seeking their jobs. 
The Communists found them in the way 
because Jews didn’t fit into simple class 
categories. Eventually, Hitler came along 

and decided to once and for all eliminate this 
universal inconvenience. It didn’t happen 
then and it’s not going to happen now!

Meir Dagan is the head of Israel’s Mossad. 
Under his directorship the Mossad, in recent 
years, has rebuilt its reputation for lethal and 
successful operations. What motivates Mr. 
Dagan may become obvious to a visitor to 
his office in Tel Aviv, where on the wall there 
is a picture of an old Jew standing on the 
edge of a trench ... an SS officer is aiming his 

rifle at the old man’s head. “This old Jew was 
my grandfather,” Dagan tells visitors. The 
picture reflects his philosophy for Israel’s 
survival. In his words, “We should be strong, 
use our brain and defend ourselves so that 
the Holocaust will never be repeated.”

I don’t fear that the Holocaust will be 
repeated. This is not 1938 all over again. In 
1938 there was no Israel Defense Forces; 
now there is a mighty and majestic one. That 
makes all the difference in the world! But in 
some ways, it is 1948 all over again, when 
there were leaders in the upper most echelons 
of the American government including the 
Secretary of State, who urged the President 

not to recognize Israel, saying that such 
recognition would stand in the way of Arab 
friendship with our country. President Truman 
didn’t listen to them. Instead, he listened 
to the words of his advisor, Clark Clifford, 
who told him, “In an area as unstable as the 
Middle East, where there is not now and 
never has been any tradition of democratic 
government, it is important for the long range 
security of our country – and indeed the world 
– that a nation committed to the democratic 
system be established there; one on which we 
can rely. The new Jewish state can be such a 
place.” That’s just what the new Jewish state 
has been for the past 62 years.

Sure, not every Israeli soldier acts like 
a saint, and not every Israeli policy is an 
act of genius. There is certainly room for 
criticism but that should not blind anyone 
to the fact that despite all the provocations 
and incitements, despite Palestinians using 
their children as human shields and their 
wives as suicide bombers, despite acts of 
barbarism and terrorism ... despite all this 
there is no country on earth more desirous 
of peace, more willing to compromise for 
peace than the people of Israel. And this too 
I know: that as American Jews we should 
take Meir Dagan’s words to heart: “We 
should be strong and use our brains ...” 
And one thing more. We dare not despair. 
We dare not lose hope.

Barack Obama entitled his book “The 
Audacity of Hope” – a title he got from Rev. 
Wright. The truth of the matter is the history 
of the Jewish people could be entitled, “The 
Audacity of Hope,” as expressed in Israel’s 
national anthem, the Hatikvah, meaning 
“the hope.” Its author, Naphtali Herz Imber, 
once said, “Kings, Earls, Cardinals will all 
pass away ... but I and Hatikvah will remain 
forever.”

He was right! The hope remains forever 
...“L’hiyot am chofshi b’artzeinu b’eretz 
tziyon v’Yerushalayim” – to be a free 
people in our land, in the land of Zion and 
Jerusalem. Amen.

Continued from page 8
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What would it be like to sit at the feet of 
Jesus and listen to the conversations 

with His disciples? What would it be like to 
be immersed in the prayers, feasts, history, 
culture and customs that shaped Jesus and 
those who followed Him? Would it change 
the way we read Scripture and deepen our 
understanding of the life of Jesus? Would we 
emerge from it with new excitement about 
the roots of our own Christian faith?

In their book “Sitting at the Feet of Rabbi 
Jesus” – How the Jewishness of Jesus Can 
Transform Your Faith, Ann Spangler and 
Lois Tverberg present a vibrant and stirring 
documentation of Jesus in the first-century 
Jewish context. 

Gabi Barkai, an eminent Jewish 
archaeologist, has said that “every day in 
Jerusalem is a day of discovery.”  It bolsters 
the historical realibility of the Gospels. 

God promised Abraham that the Gentiles 
would be blessed through his descendants. 
When we honor this ancient people by 
learning about their culture and customs, 
God blesses us with a deeper understanding 
of our Scriptures and of Jesus, our Messiah. 
Tuning into the customs of Jesus’ time and to 
the conversations of the rabbis who lived at 
that time can deepen our faith, transforming 
the way we read the Bible.

Just one example from this very interesting 
book. 

Let’s look at the dramatic gesture Mary 
made one day, sitting at the feet of Jesus. 
John 12:3 describes the scene like this: 
“Then Mary took about a pint of pure nard, 
an expensive perfume; she poured it on 
Jesus’ feet and wiped his feet with her hair. 
And the house was filled with the fragrance 
of the perfume.”

Without understanding the cultural 
background in which this event occurred, 
it’s easy to miss the full significance of 
Mary’s gesture. What exactly was she trying 
to communicate? Jesus Himself clarified one 
aspect of the story by commenting that Mary 

was preparing Him for the day of His burial 
(Matt. 26:12). We understand that her act of 
devotion pointed toward Christ’s death at the 
end of the week. But we miss something else 
that the disciples would have immediately 
realized, something so obvious that Jesus 
didn’t even need to mention it. By anointing 
Him with expensive fragrances, Mary may 
well have been making a statement about 
who she believed Jesus was, proclaiming 
Him a Messiah. In fact, the Hebrew word for 
Messiah is Mashiach, which literally means 
“the Anointed One.”  Christos, or “Christ,” 
is the Greek equivalent.

But why “the Anointed One”? The word 
“Messiah” alludes to the ceremony used to 
set apart someone chosen by God, like a 
king or a priest. Instead of being crowned 
during a coronation, Hebrew kings were 
anointed with sacred oil perfumed with 
extremely expensive spices. Only used 
for consecrating objects in the temple and 
for anointing priests and kings, the sacred 

anointing oil would have been more valuable 
than diamonds. The marvelous scent that it 
left behind acted like an invisible “crown,” 
conferring an aura of holiness on its 
recipients. Everything and everyone with 
that unique fragrance was recognized as 
belonging to God in a special way.

In the ancient Middle East, the majesty of 
a king was expressed not only by what he 
wore – his jewelry and robes – but by his 
royal “aroma.” Even after a king was first 
anointed, he would perfume his robes with 
precious oils for special occasions. Listen to 
a line from King David’s wedding song: 

“You love righteousness and hated 
wickedness; therefore God, your God, has 
set you above your companions by anointing 
you with the oil of joy. All your robes are 
fragrant with myrrh and aloes and cassia” 
(Psalm 45:7-8).

Consider, too, the passage about King 
Solomon: “Who is this coming up from the 
desert like a column of smoke, perfumed with 
myrrh and incense made from all the spices 
of the merchant? Look! It is Solomon’s 
carriage, escorted by sixty warriors, the 
noblest of Israel” (Song of Songs 3:6-7). 

Now take a look at another scene from the 
Old Testament. It describes a newly anointed 
Solomon being led into Jerusalem from the 
spring of Gihon, just outside the city, and 
then parading through the streets on a mule 
while people stood by and cheered: 

“So Zadok the priest…went down and put 
Solomon on King David’s mule and escorted 
him to Gihon. Zadok the priest took the horn 
of oil from the sacred tent and anointed 
Solomon. Then they sounded the trumpet 
and all the people shouted, ‘Long live King 
Solomon!’ And all the people went up after 
him, playing flutes and rejoicing greatly, so 
that the ground shook with the sound” (1 
Kings 1:38-40).

Now consider a striking parallel in the life 
of Jesus. It happened the week before His 
death, right after Mary anointed Him with 

the expensive perfume. Just as Solomon 
had done a thousand years earlier, Jesus 
rode a donkey on His triumphal entry into 
Jerusalem. Imagine the scene as recounted 
in John 12. The crowd was not greeting an 
ordinary rabbi. No, people were shouting 
out: “Hosannah! Blessed is the king of 
Israel.” They were remembering Solomon, 
the son of David, who long ago had ridden 
through their streets on a mule, and now 
they were proclaiming that Jesus was the 
promised “Son of David,” whom God had 
sent to redeem His people.

But the significance of Mary’s action 
doesn’t stop there. It seems likely that the 
smell of the perfume with which Mary 
anointed Jesus would have lingered for days. 
God may have used Mary’s act of devotion 
to telegraph a subtle but powerful message. 
Everywhere Jesus went during the final days 
of His life He had the fragrance of royalty. 
Jesus smelled like a king.

Imagine, in the Garden of Gethsemane, 
as Judas and the guards approached Jesus to 
arrest Him, the guards must have sniffed the 
air and wondered who stood before them. 
When Jesus was on trial, mocked whipped, 
and stripped naked, even then the aroma 
may have clung to Him. What an amazing 
God we have!

“But thanks be to God, who always leads 
us in triumphal procession in Christ and 
through us spreads everywhere the fragrance 
of the knowledge of Him. For we are to God 
the aroma of Christ {the Anointed One} 
among those who are being saved and those 
who are perishing. To the one we are the 
smell of death; to the other, the fragrance of 
life” (2 Corinthians 2:14-16).

What a fascinating parallel, which shows 
what Paul meant by the “aroma of Christ.” 
As Jesus’ followers, we spread the fragrance 
of our sacred Messiah everywhere we go.

(Source: Sitting at the Feet of Rabbi Jesus, by Ann 

Spangler and Lois Tverberg, Zondervan, Grand Rapids, 

Michigan, ISBN 978-0-310-28422-2)

Jerusalem, wrote historian Martin Gilbert, 
is not a ‘mere’ city. “It holds the central 

spiritual and physical place in the history of 
the Jews as a people.” For more than 3,000 
years, the Jewish people have looked to 
Jerusalem as their spiritual, political, and 
historical capital, even when they did not 
physically rule over the city. 

Throughout its long history, Jerusalem has 
served, and still serves, as the political capital 
of only one nation – the one belonging to the 
Jews. Its prominence in Jewish history began 
in 1004 BCE, when King David declared the 
city the capital of the first Jewish kingdom. 
David’s successor and son, King Solomon, 
built the First Temple there, according to 
the Bible, as a holy place to worship the 
Almighty. Unfortunately, history would not 
be kind to the Jewish people. Four hundred 
and ten years after King Solomon completed 
construction of Jerusalem, the Babylonians 
(early ancestors to today’s Iraqis) seized and 
destroyed the city, forcing the Jews into exile. 

Fifty years later, the Jews, or Israelites as 
they were called, were permitted to return 
after Persia (present-day Iran) conquered 
Babylon. The Jews’ first order of business 
was to reclaim Jerusalem as their capital and 
rebuild the Holy Temple, recorded in history 
as the Second Temple.

Jerusalem was more than the Jewish 
kingdom’s political capital – it was a 

spiritual beacon. During the First and 
Second Temple periods, Jews throughout 
the kingdom would travel to Jerusalem 
three times yearly for the pilgrimages of the 
Jewish holy days of Sukkot, Passover, and 
Shavuot, until the Roman Empire destroyed 
the Second Temple in 70 CE and ended 
Jewish sovereignty over Jerusalem for the 
next 2,000 years. Despite that fate, Jews 
never relinquished their bond to Jerusalem 
or, for that matter, to Eretz Yisrael, the Land 
of Israel.

No matter where Jews lived throughout 
the world for those two millennia, their 
thoughts and prayers were directed toward 
Jerusalem. Even today, whether in Israel, the 
United States or anywhere else, Jewish ritual 
practice, holiday celebration and lifecycle 
events include recognition of Jerusalem as 
a core element of the Jewish experience. 
Consider that:

Jews in prayer always turn toward 
Jerusalem.

Arks (the sacred chests) that hold Torah 
scrolls in synagogues throughout the world 
face Jerusalem.

Jews end Passover Seders each year with 
the words: “Next year in Jerusalem”; the 
same words are pronounced at the end of 
Yom Kippur, the most solemn day of the 
Jewish year.

A three-week moratorium on weddings in 

the summer recalls the breaching of the walls 
of Jerusalem by the Babylonian army in 586 
BCE. That period culminates in a special 
day of mourning - Tisha B’Av (the 9th day 
of the Hebrew month Av) - commemorating 
the destruction of both the First and Second 
Temples.

Jewish wedding ceremonies - joyous 
occasions, are marked by sorrow over the 
loss of Jerusalem. The groom recites a 
biblical verse from the Babylonian Exile: 
“If I forget thee, O Jerusalem, let my right 
hand forget her cunning,” and breaks a glass 
in commemoration of the destruction of the 
Temples.

Even body language, often said to 
tell volumes about a person, reflects the 
importance of Jerusalem to Jews as a people 
and, arguably, the lower priority the city 
holds for Muslims:

When Jews pray they face Jerusalem; in 
Jerusalem Israelis pray facing the Temple 
Mount.

When Muslims pray, they face Mecca; in 
Jerusalem Muslims pray with their backs to 
the city.

Even at burial, a Muslim face, is turned 
toward Mecca. Finally, consider the number 
of times ‘Jerusalem’ is mentioned in the two 
religions’ holy books:

The Old Testament mentions ‘Jerusalem’ 
349 times. Zion, another name for 

‘Jerusalem,’ is mentioned 108 times.
The Quran never mentions Jerusalem – 

not even once.
Even when others controlled Jerusalem, 

Jews maintained a physical presence in 
the city, despite being persecuted and 
impoverished. Before the advent of modern 
Zionism in the 1880s, Jews were moved by 
a form of religious Zionism to live in the 
Holy Land, settling particularly in four holy 
cities: Safed, Tiberias, Hebron, and most 
importantly - Jerusalem. Consequently, 
Jews constituted a majority of the city’s 
population for generations. In 1898, “In 
this City of the Jews, where the Jewish 
population outnumbers all others three to 
one …” Jews constituted 75 percent of the 
Old City population in what Secretary-
General Kofi Annan called ‘East Jerusalem.’ 
In 1914, when the Ottoman Turks ruled the 
city, 45,000 Jews made up a majority of the 
65,000 residents. And at the time of Israeli 
statehood in 1948, 100,000 Jews lived in the 
city, compared to only 65,000 Arabs. Prior 
to unification, Jordanian-controlled ‘East 
Jerusalem’ was a mere 6 square kilometers, 
compared to 38 square kilometers on the 
‘Jewish side.’

(Eli E. Hertz is the president of Myths and Facts, an 
organization devoted to research and publication of 

information – www.mythsandfacts.com)
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It was the end of May, 1943 and Jewish 
Lvov was burning. Once home to Poland’s 

third largest Jewish community, Lvov’s 
100,000 Jews numbered less than 8,000. 
“They are killing the Jewish police! This is 
the end!” came a cry from the ghetto.

Huge buildings, entire blocks were on 
fire. Jews ran in all directions. Hundreds 
made a dash for the sewers, hoping to 
avoid detection by vicious German dogs 
and their inhuman masters. Jewish children 
were rounded up and tossed into awaiting 
trucks like sacks of raw potatoes. Watching 
helplessly at the fate of their children, some 
women threw themselves down from several 
stories high. Little Krystyna Chiger beheld 
all of this in fear and terror.

For months, a small group of Jews 
were preparing for this moment. Yaakov 
Berestycki understood the fate of Lvov’s 
already martyred Jews would soon be his 
own. Daily, he and a few others clawed 
away at a concrete floor with spoons and 
forks and small tools from the apartment of 
a Jew named Weiss to gain entry into the 
sewers.

Ignacy Chiger was their leader. Weeks 
before the ghetto’s destruction they broke 
through and lowered themselves into the 
sewers of Lvov. As they searched for a 
place that might be their ‘home,’ they were 
discovered by three Polish sewer workers.

The three Poles could have easily handed 
them over to the Nazis for a reward of badly 
needed food.

With no options before them, Weiss and 
Chiger explained what they had done. A 
cherubic-looking Pole named Leopold 
Socha was amused. He followed the diggers 
and raised himself up through the floor of 
the ghetto apartment. He beheld a defiant 
Jewish mother, Paulina Chiger, clutching 
two children closely to her chest. Deeply 
moved by the frightened youngsters, he 
broke out in a magnificent smile.

Leopold Socha was not merely any 
sewer worker; he was Chief Supervisor 
of all of Lvov’s sewers. He knew the best 
places to hide and how to lead prowling 
German inspectors in a direction away from 
clandestine Jews.

For Krystyna, her brother Pavel and 
the rest, the escape into the sewers was a 
nightmare. Accompanied by screams and 
shrieking in a stone and lime chamber that 
trapped all sound, the Jews entered a world 
of cold darkness. The deafening sound of 
the river waters terrified Krystyna. Her 
subterranean world was inhabited by rats 
that made no secret of their presence, and 
she could not see where she was going.

Lvov’s labyrinth underground system was 
actually a complicated work of art, designed 
by early 20th century Italian engineers. As 
it wove its way beneath the city’s major 
landmarks and streets, the 20-foot wide 
Peltew River roared, charging mightily. 
It snatched all those who got too close, 
including Krystyna’s beloved Uncle Kuba.

Another Jew who descended that terrible 
day in May 1943 was a resourceful, spirited 
Jew named Mundek Margolies. His name 
was on several deportation lists. Each time 
he somehow managed to escape. While in 
the ghetto he grew fond of Klara Keller. 
Mundek convinced her to take a chance with 
life by coming with him into the sewers, 
leaving her sister, Mania, behind.

Socha promised Chiger that he would 
protect 20 Jews -- for a price.

The Chigers provided the lion’s share 
of the money, having stashed some cash 
and valuables away before the war. Socha 
brought whatever food he could each day, 
as well as news from a place called Earth. 
He gave them pages of newspapers and took 
their clothes home to clean each week. On 
Passover he provided potatoes.

Over time the 20 hidden Jews shrank to 

ten. Some died. After living under inhuman 
conditions for several months, some left 
out of sheer madness. A newborn baby was 
smothered by its mother to save the lives of 
the others who trembled at the sound of his 
pitiful cries.

This small group of Jews struggled to 
maintain some semblance of Jewish life 
in their underground hiding place. Yaakov 
Berestycki, a chassid, found a relatively 
clean place to put on tefillin each morning.

Paulina Chiger asked Socha if he could 
bring her some candles. She wished to bring 
light of Shabbat into the sewers. Socha 
loved those who loved God as much as he 
did and he was excited by the challenge. 
Every Friday, Socha was paid by Ignacy and 
Paulina later lit her candles.

Socha spoke to the children. He played 
with them and tried to raise the spirits of 
all ‘his’ Jews. He took Krystyna to a place 
where she could see light drifting into the 
sewers as she sat upon his shoulders.

Mundek Margolies made daring forays 
into the destroyed ghetto to bring anything 
left behind that would make the lives of his 
friends more bearable. He had resolved to 
marry Klara after the war. They eventually 
learned that Klara’s sister, Mania, was sent 
to Janowska concentration camp. Klara 
blamed herself for abandoning her.

In the hellish world of concentration camps 
Janowska was particularly horrific. People 
were left overnight to see how quickly 
they could freeze to death in icing vats of 
water. Each morning nooses were prepared 
in the large square. Jews were “invited” to 
“volunteer” to be hanged. Tragically, there 
was no shortage of daily volunteers. Despite 
all this, Mundek determined to sneak himself 
into Janowska to rescue Mania and other 
Jews he could convince to follow him into 
the sewers.

It was insane. It was impossible. But 
angels can fly. Mundek changed identities 
with a Jewish slave he spied out from a 
work detail on one of his courageous flights 
outside the sewer. He smuggled himself into 

Janowska with the work detail at evening.
A little over a day later he located Mania 

behind a fence. Mania told him she simply 
could not live in a sewer and wrote a note 
to Klara, begging that she not blame herself. 
She blessed Klara with life.

Mundek met other Jews, urging them to 
leave. They thanked him and blessed him. 
But they were weak and terrified. The angel 

returned to the sewers, alone.
After several months the Chigers’ money 

ran out. They met with Socha and he told 
them such an enormous risk required 
compensation; that Wrobleski and Kowalow, 
his two Polish friends, could not be expected 
to assist him otherwise. They wished each 
other goodbye and good luck.

The following day a familiar shuffling 
of footsteps was heard. It was Socha! He 
became so committed to preserving their 
lives he saw no alternative but to use his 
own money. But he was concerned that his 
buddies, upon learning that the money was 
his, would back out of the rescue. So he 
asked Chiger to pretend he had found extra 
money and that is was really Jewish money 
being paid to Wrobleski and Kowalow.

One day Socha revealed to the Jews his 
motive for rescue. He had been a convicted 
felon, spent considerable time in jail before 
the war. This mission was his way to show 
that he was a changed man and return to 
God.

Protective wings sheltered the hidden 
Jews. They survived discovery by a Pole 
who opened up a manhole cover and 
shouted: “It’s true! There are Jews in the 
sewers!” (Socha moved them to a safer 
location.) They survived the planting of 
mines only days before the Germans fled 
Lvov, as the Russian army neared. Socha and 
Kowalow shouted with all the authority men 
in overalls could muster before well-dressed 
German soldiers. They warned that gas 
pipes lay directly below the ground they 
were digging for the mines. The Germans 
would blow up the whole street, themselves 
included.

It was a lie. And it saved the subterranean 
Jews.

They survived the melting snows and 
heavy spring rains in the winter of 1944. 
The water filled their small basin and rose 
above their necks. Krystyna screamed to 
Yaakov, the chassid, “Pray, Yaakov! Pray 
to God to save us!” Yaakov prayed and the 
water receded. Sixty years later she said, “It 

was a miracle.”
The long awaited day of liberation came. 

In July 1944, after 14 months underground, 
Socha lifted the manhole cover, telling the 
Jews they were free! Like creatures from 
another planet, hunched over from a hideout 
with low ceilings, ten ragged, thin and filthy 
survivors found themselves surrounded by 
Poles who gaped in wonder: “Jews really 

did live in the sewers!” After months of 
darkness, their eyes were blinded by the 
sunshine. Everything seemed red, “bathed 
in the color of blood.” Socha brought them 
indoors, to dark rooms where their eyes 
could adjust to light.

Months after liberation, Socha and his 
daughter were riding their bicycles in 
the street. A truck came careening in the 
direction of Socha’s little girl. He steered 
quickly to knock her out of the way. Once 
again he saved a life -- his daughter’s -- but 
Socha was killed, his blood dripping into 
the sewer. ‘His’ Jews, dispersed around 
Poland and Europe, returned to pay their last 
respects.

Krystyna still cannot cry. In the sewer she 
learned to suffer quietly. Her body swallows 
her tears. She dreads the sound of rushing 
water and moments of darkness. But she is 
a healer -- a medical professional with an 
office in New York and has raised a Jewish 
family. Her brother Pavel served in the IDF 
and also raised a new generation. Ignacy and 
Paulina lived out their lives in Israel where 
Paulina continued bringing the light of 
Shabbat into her home.

Yaakov moved to Paris where he, too, 
raised a Jewish family and lived a full life. 
All those in the sewer, but for Krystyna, 
have since passed to a world with angels on 
high.

Mundek and Klara married shortly 
after the war. After moving to London 
from Poland, they established together a 
flourishing kosher catering business, still run 
by the family. He danced in the very center 
at every celebration he catered, grabbing 
his clients by the hand and beaming a broad 
smile, for his Jewish world was revived. 
Every Jewish simcha was his simcha. The 
world of darkness he once knew was now 
filled with light.

(Rabbi Shmuel Burstein is the author of “The War 

Against God and His People,” by Targum Press. He 

is a Holocaust Studies educator and lecturer, and 

interviewed members of the families for this story)

(Source: aish.com)

Angels in The Dark
The amazing story of survival in the sewers of Lvov.

By Rabbi Shmuel Burstein
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By Jenny Hazan

Dr. Wafa Sultan is trying to transform the Muslim world

Dr. Wafa Sultan first made headlines after 9-11, when 
she spoke out against Islamic world-spawned rumors 

that the attacks had been perpetrated by Jews and the CIA. 
Four and a half years later, she sparked more controversy 
when she appeared on Al Jazeera, where she argued against 
Samuel P. Huntington’s theory of the ‘Clash of Civilizations’ 
between the Muslim and Western worlds, and instead 
painted a picture of the conflict free of cultural relativism, as 
one of modernity vs. barbarism. 

Last year, she rocked boats again with the publication of 
her biography A God Who Hates: The Courageous Woman 
Who Inflamed the Muslim World Speaks Out Against the 
Evils of Radical Islam (St. Martin’s Press, 2009).

It has been a lonely and oftentimes terrifying quest. 
But Dr. Sultan doesn’t look back.
Since the psychiatrist escaped her native Syria for 

California in 1989 she has made it her life’s work to open 
the Western world’s eyes to Islamic reality, reeducate the 
Muslim world, and create a moderate Muslim revolution. 
This job has cost her her homeland, her relationship with 
most of her family, and her and her family’s personal 
security.

It has been a lonely and oftentimes terrifying quest. But 
Dr. Sultan doesn’t look back. She is proud to have been 
one of the firsts to speak up and create change in both the 
Muslim and Western worlds. She takes great comfort in the 
conviction that she is fighting for truth, for life, and for good 
over evil.

In an exclusive phone interview from a secret location, she 
reveals why, against all odds, she is confident that she and 
those who think like her, will prevail.

Q1. Why did you leave Syria when you did?
I believe that if you give the chance to any Muslim woman 

or man to leave their country, most of them will not turn it 
down because of the miserable situation we live in, in all 
Islamic countries. Our situation is a product of our Islamic 
teachings, which we are forced to follow, and which are not 
humane.

My turning point was when the Muslim Brotherhood 
gunned down my professor.

The very painful turning point for me happened in 1979, 
when members of the Muslim Brotherhood gunned down my 
professor at the University of Aleppo Medical School right 
in front of me. Dr. Yusef al Yusef happened to belong to the 
same Islamic sect as the Syrian president. As they shot him, 
they shouted “Allah is great!” At the time I didn’t realize it 
would eventually lead me to become who I am today, but it 
pushed me to start asking myself what kind of Allah are we 
worshipping. One who inspires men to kill.

Of course my account of events has been refuted. Some 
say it didn’t happen on campus, some say I wasn’t there 
to see it. Others say it didn’t happen at all. This is the only 
way these people know how to defend themselves. They 
have never learned how to challenge, logically, so when 
something goes against them they say it’s not true, or that 
somebody else did it. This is their mindset.

Q2. What is the problem with Islam?
For many years after my professor was murdered, I 

struggled with a deep psychologically conflict about what 
was behind the evil that day – Islam itself or bad people who 
hijacked Islam? It was extremely difficult for me to admit 
where the problem lay, but I have come to the conclusion 
that the problem is deeply rooted in Islam. Muslims are 
victims of their own religion, not the other way around.

The world has to understand that this is the root of the 
problem. It’s Islam. It’s not fundamentalist Islam. It’s not 
political Islam. It’s not Wahhabi Islam. It’s not militant 
Islam. Growing up in Syria I never heard any of these terms. 
The problem is with Islam itself. It is violent by nature.

If you leave the Koran aside for a moment and look at the 
life of Mohammad, the role model for every Muslim man, 
you will see what I mean. In one “heroic” story, the prophet 
beheads 80 Jewish men, rapes their women and kills their 
sons and fathers in front of them. Tell me, how can you 
interpret this story in a humane way? Islamic third graders 
have been learning that story for the last 1,400 years.

The problem with Islam is that it is lacking a moral code. 
There are no ethics. The only responsibility a Muslim has is 
to worship Allah; nothing beyond that. The most important 
human values are missing here – feeling responsible for and 
regretting bad deeds. If you don’t take responsibility for 
your bad deeds, what else is left for human beings to build 
a good life?

It follows that the problem in Islamic countries is not 
only with our governments, not only with poverty and lack 
of education. Islamic societies fundamentally lack ethics. 
This problem is deeply rooted in Islam. Once you are able to 
solve the religious part of it, the political part will be easily 
solved.

Q3. If Islam is a battle against the “infidel,” why are Jews 
more often the focus of Islamic attack than Christians?

We are raised to hate, to 
believe that we are only to 
worship Mohammad and to 
destroy all people who do 
not worship Mohammad. We 
are brainwashed to believe 
that Islam is going to take 
over the world. Our major 
goal – that we learn at a 
very early age – is to destroy 
whoever doesn’t believe in 
Islam, especially Jews.

To answer why Jews in 
particular, we have to go 
back to Mohammad’s life. 

Mohammad taught that you have to keep killing Jews until 
the judgment day. One legend has it that on judgment day 
the Jews will try to hide behind anything they can find and 
everything on earth – rocks, bushes, and hills – will whisper 
Jews’ locations to the Muslims so they can find and kill 
them. All things on earth that is, except for a certain type 
of tree, which will sympathize with the Jews and refuse 
to give away their hiding places. One Imam on Arabic 
television told his audience that that is the reason why the 
Jews in Israel plant so many trees – to hide behind them on 
judgment day.

My assumption is that during Mohammad’s time the 
Jews were more stubborn to keep their religion than the 
Christians. Jews are described in the Koran as more hostile 
to Islam than Christians. This may be why they are a greater 
Islamic target.

Q4. How do you hope to change Islamic countries?
I am a well-known writer in the Islamic world, where I am 

in contact with millions of readers via my website. When I 

write something that in the West sounds very basic, like why 
it’s not good to lie, it is very controversial because they have 
never heard about that before.

The way to change things is through education
 and exposure to different thoughts.

This kind of basic values education is the number one tool. 
These people have been prisoners for the last 1,400 years. 
The only way to change things is to give them the chance 
to be educated and the freedom to be exposed to different 
thoughts so they can reach their own conclusions.

For many years, I have criticized Islamic teachings and 
I feel as though I have created a vacuum for Muslims in 
the Arab world. Now I am at a stage where I am building 
a value system to fill this gap. When you take something, 
you have to replace it with something else. I am teaching 
my readers basic ethical values: how to say sorry if they do 
something wrong; how to say thank you; why not to lie; how 
to be honest with their children; and how to take hatred out 
of their way of life. I am amazed at the positive responses 
from my readers.

I would like to enlarge my impact. Just last week I 
received an email from a university professor in Morocco 
who is building a civil movement against Islam with is 
students, and he asked to me to join them, to inspire them.

I also try to lead by example. It is very hard to take the 
road not traveled. It is human nature to look for the road that 
has been taken. But when you take the road not traveled it 
leads you to a place where no one else has been. In taking 
my journey I have inspired millions of Muslims. I have no 
doubt that I am making a positive change in the Muslim 
world. I believe that the seeds I am planting now are going 
to yield great results three or four generations from now.

Q5. How do you hope to change Western countries?
When I first started I thought I only needed to reeducate 

my people in the Muslim world and to create a new 
mentality, clean of hatred. But after I was introduced to the 
West, I unfortunately found out that the West needed to be 
reeducated, too.

The West will never defeat Islamic terror without
 first understanding the Muslim mindset.

I hope to help people in the West understand the Muslim 
mindset. They will never succeed to defeat Islamic terrorism 
unless they first understand that mindset. 

photo@Isranet
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The Struggle for Jerusalem is a Struggle for the Truth

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu began his 
Jerusalem Day Speech with quoting this verse from 

Isaiah because he believes “the struggle for Jerusalem is 
a struggle for the truth – nothing more and nothing less. 
For the truth!”

“There can be no justice without truth. If justice is 
distorted with regard to our people and our capital, 
this is a problem associated with truth. The truth is 
that Jerusalem is the very air that our people breathe,” 
Netanyahu said at the rally at the Mercaz harav yeshiva 
in Jerusalem.

We have an unbreakable bond with Jerusalem – one 
that has lasted thousands of years, over 3,000 years to be 
precise. We never ever relinquished that bond. We did not 
relinquish it when the Temple was destroyed the first time; 
we did not relinquish it when the Temple was destroyed 
the second time; we did not relinquish this bond at any 
point thereafter. Sixty years after the Second Temple was 
destroyed, the people of Israel rose up and fought again, 
and even then we did not relinquish that bond.

Even after the third destruction – not of the Temple 
this time – we did not relinquish our bond. We remained 
devoted to Jerusalem and we preserved Zion in the 
broadest sense of the word. The entire land and people 
make up this word, this concept – “Zion”. We did not 
give up!

For 2,000 years we have been saying: We are in exile. 
We have not been in exile for 2,000 years – even this 
is not true. We continued to live here. Where did the 
Rabban Gamliel work?  In Sweden?  Where were his 
wonderful writings composed?  In Israel. In the 4th, 5th, 
6th centuries, the people of Israel were a majority in the 
Land of Israel, as Professor Dinur proved in his important 
studies. The Jews were a majority in the Land of Israel 
through the ninth century, and this majority was only lost 
after 200 years of Arab conquest – and even then we did 
not relinquish our bond.

Every year, every day during our exile, we said, “Next 
year in Jerusalem”. “Next year in Jerusalem”. It did 
not matter if it was the tenth century or the eleventh 
or the twelfth. This aspiration – to return to Jerusalem 
and live there and build there and be built in Jerusalem 
– has been an integral part of the people of Israel for 
thousands of years – and we again became a majority 
in this city, our city, in the mid-nineteenth century, ever 
since we began building.

We are not banishing anyone; we are not removing 
anyone; because the second half of the truth is that no 
other people has the connection the people of Israel 
have with Jerusalem and Zion. However, there was also 
no other people that allowed other religions freedom of 
worship and freedom of access to the holy places other 
than the people of Israel. When we renewed our hold over 
all parts of the city, we renewed freedom of worship and 
allowed the members of all religions to pray and follow 
their faith under Israeli sovereignty.

I say all this because there is an attempt to paint us 
as foreign invaders, as conquerors, as a people with no 
connection to this place, and our response is: No other 
people has such a bond with its capital as the Jewish 
people do with Jerusalem.

I asked Rabbi Lau how many times Jerusalem or Zion 
is mentioned in the Book of Books. Do you know how 
many times?  This could have been a question in the 
Bible Quiz, by the way. I will check the exact figure, but 
the answer is over 700 times. Over 700!

Compare this with the holy books of other religions 
– nothing comes close. I don’t want to tell you what 
you’ll find. There is no such bond between a people 
and its capital, and certainly no people has the same 
kind of bond we have with Jerusalem. This bond is 
with Jerusalem above and Jerusalem below. I welcome 
the fact that there are Jewish religious institutions 
because from Jerusalem, “from Zion will the Torah 
come forth”. This is important. This has value. Zion 
is also a concept regarding our people’s modern and 
developed capital, and we are building it and will 
continue to build and develop it. We will continue 
to absorb immigrants there and we will continue 
transforming it into a vibrant city.

We just held our weekly Cabinet meeting, during 
which we spoke of our desire to accomplish two goals: 
the first is to strengthen the economic capabilities of 
advanced technology factories and establishing them in 
Jerusalem. From Zion, software will come forth – this is 
also important. We also said that we want to strengthen 
our heritage in the Land of Israel, the State of Israel and 
especially Jerusalem.

Our future is based on our past, and our past creates 
our future. Only in Jerusalem is this demonstrated in 
a tangible and important way. That is why I seek to 
strengthen you. You strengthen me, although there is no 
need to do so. I am strong enough. I appreciate your drive 
and your support, but believe me – I am strong enough 
because I am from the same home you come from – from 
the House of Israel.

My grandfather was close friends with Rabbi Kook, 
of blessed memory. I can strengthen you. I thank you for 
strengthening me. We will strengthen each other for the 
future of Israel and for the capital of Israel – Jerusalem.

“Merciful Father, do good in Your favor unto Zion; 
build the walls of Jerusalem.” [Psalms 51:20]

We are blessed to be the generation that witnessed the 
redemption of Israel and its revival, and there is nothing 
or no one that will stand in the way of this resurrection. 
We will continue to develop our city, which has been 
united, and we will continue to tell the truth.

If there is one thing I believe in, it is that God would 
never lie. Thank you.”

(Jerusalem Day marks the date on the Hebrew calendar 
that Israeli forces captured eastern Jerusalem during the 
1967 Six-Day War, thus reuniting the city)

“For Zion’s sake, I will not be silent, and for Jerusalem’s sake I will not be still, until her 
righteousness emanates like bright light, and her salvation blazes like a torch.” [Isaiah 62:1]

You need to understand your enemy’s values in order to 
prevail over them. The war against terror has to be fought 
on an ideological front, as well as a military one. Islam as a 
political ideology has not been challenged for the last 1,400 
years. Western appeasement has given Muslims the message 
that they are right.

I say that with a broken heart, but you are fighting against 
someone who is willing to die in order to kill you, so what 
can you inflict on him? The West is left with only two 
options – to kill them or be killed.

Already the situation in Europe is terrifying. I don’t feel 
safe there. Muslims leave their countries looking for positive 
change in the West, but when they arrive there they don’t 
feel pressured to change. They are playing two games: living 
Western lives and telling the West they are ‘moderate’ and 
for change, while at the same time telling their people back 
home a different story. In 50 years, I can see more and more 
Muslims in Europe and in the U.S. And if we lose the West 
– if we lose America – where else can we go?

Q6.  Why is it taking the Western world so long to 
wake up?

Here in the West, we need to elect people who are willing 
to challenge Islamic Sharia. It will take political power to 
stop it. And in order for people to know what kind of leaders 
to elect, they need to be educated about Islam.

But it’s more than just a lack of education or understanding. 
There are also conflicting interests. The West needs Saudi oil 
and in Islamic culture; when you need me, I own you. For 
the last 30 years, the Saudis have been looking to empower 
Islam in the West, through the Muslims who live here. Now, 
the Saudi government is trying to appear more modern and 
peaceful, but the damage they have caused is done.

At one point, they were offering to pay US$1,000 to any 
Muslim American who would add ‘Mohammad’ to his name. 
This was their way to infiltrate Western society.

The Saudi King also has a lot of power in the Islamic world 
to create change. Everyone in the Muslim world waits to see 
what the Saudi government will do. And if it’s not in their 
interests, they don’t do it. They know the West can’t force 
them because the West needs oil.

It’s a very scary situation. At the same time, I see more 
people in America waking up. I am almost sure the West 
will win this ideological war. The question is, at what cost? 
How may lives will have to be sacrificed?

Q7. How has your life changed?
My life has changed in so many ways over the last 20 

years. For starters, we have to move every six months. I 
have received more death threats from more places in the 
world than I can count. It’s become a way of life for me. It 
doesn’t mean I’m not afraid, but I try to overcome my fear 
and I very much enjoy that process of overcoming.

Due to death threats, we have to move every six months.

Of course I can never again return to Syria, or go to any 
Islamic country again. It’s heartbreaking because so much 
of my family is there, and friends, and childhood memories. 
I would be lying if I said it doesn’t affect me. It’s like when 
you uproot a tree from its place, it dies. There will always 
be something missing inside me and I will probably feel that 
for the rest of my life.

There are other psychological aspects. I don’t consider 
myself “clean” yet. It’s not easy to clean out who you are 
and what you were told for the first 5-10 years of your life. 
It hasn’t been easy to undo the damage that was done. I am 
still working on it. Living in the U.S. and being exposed to 
different belief systems and values has helped a lot in that 
process. I have also been blessed with a good, supportive 
husband.

I didn’t convert because I don’t believe in any other 
specific religion. What I believe is that there is some sort of 
superpower and it’s for good. Whenever I reach a point where 
I ask myself, ‘why did you do it?’ it is that power that I feel 
connected to. It’s that source of positive energy that keeps me 
going. It fills me with the passion and the power to continue.

Dr. Wafa Sultan is a Syrian-born American psychiatrist included on Time 

Magazine’s 100 Most Influenial People in the World in 2006 for expressing 

openly critical views on Islamic extremism rarely aired by Muslims. She 

made it to the front page of the New York Times, and her collection of 
YouTube videos has been viewed well over a million times.

(Source: aish.com)
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By Daniel Pipes

Palestine Betrayed

Nakba, the Arabic word for “catastrophe,” 
has entered the English language 

in reference to the Arab-Israeli conflict. 
As defined by the anti-Israel website The 
Electronic Intifada, Nakba means “the 
expulsion and dispossession of hundreds of 
thousands [of] Palestinians from their homes 
and land in 1948.”

Those who wish Israel to disappear 
actively promote the Nakba narrative. 
For example, Nakba Day serves as a 
mournful Palestinian counterpart to Israel’s 
Independence Day festivities, annually 
publicizing Israel’s alleged sins. So 
established has this day become that Ban 
Ki-moon, secretary general of the United 
Nations – the very institution that created 
the State of Israel – has sent his support to 
“the Palestinian people on Nakba Day.” 
Even Neve Shalom, a Jewish-Palestinian 
community in Israel claiming to be “engaged 
in educational work for peace, equality, and 
understanding between the two peoples,” 
dutifully commemorates Nakba Day.

The Nakba ideology presents Palestinians 
as victims without choices and therefore 
without responsibility for the ills that 
befell them. It blames Israel alone for the 
Palestinian-refugee problem. This view has 
an intuitive appeal, for Muslim and Christian 
Palestinians had long formed a majority on 
the land that became Israel, whereas most 
Jews were relative newcomers.

Karsh argues that Palestinians decided 
their own destiny and bear near-total 
responsibility for becoming refugees

Intuitive sense, however, does not equal 
historical accuracy. In his new tour de force, 
Palestine Betrayed, Efraim Karsh of the 
University of London offers the latter. With 
his customary in-depth archival research – 
in this case, relying on masses of recently 
declassified documents from the period of 
British rule and of the first Arab–Israeli 
war, 1917-49 – clear presentation, and 
meticulous historical sensibility, Karsh 
argues the opposite case: that Palestinians 
decided their own destiny and bear near-total 
responsibility for becoming refugees.

In Karsh’s words: “Far from being the 
hapless victims of a predatory Zionist 
assault, it was Palestinian Arab leaders who, 
from the early 1920s onward, and very much 
against the wishes of their own constituents, 
launched a relentless campaign to 
obliterate the Jewish national revival which 
culminated in the violent attempt to abort 
the U.N. partition resolution.” More broadly, 
he observes, “there was nothing inevitable 
about the Palestinian-Jewish confrontation, 
let alone the Arab-Israeli conflict.”

Yet more counter intuitively, Karsh shows 
that his understanding was the conventional, 
indeed the undisputed interpretation in the 
late 1940s. Only with the passage of time did 
“Palestinians and their Western supporters 
gradually rewr[i]te their national narrative,” 
thereby making Israel into the unique culprit, 
the one excoriated in the United Nations, 
university classrooms, and editorials.

Karsh successfully makes his case by 
establishing two main points: that (1) the 
Jewish-Zionist-Israeli side perpetually 
sought to find a compromise while the 
Palestinian-Arab-Muslim side rejected 
nearly all deals; and (2) Arab intransigence 
and violence caused the self-inflicted 
“catastrophe.”

The first point is more familiar, especially 
since the Oslo Accords of 1993, for it 

remains today’s pattern. Karsh demonstrates 
a consistency of Jewish goodwill and Arab 
rejectionism going back to the Balfour 
Declaration and persisting throughout 
the period of British rule. (To remind, the 
Balfour Declaration of 1917 expressed 
London’s intention to establish in Palestine a 
“national home for the Jewish people,” and 
the British conquest of Palestine just 37 days 
later gave it control of Palestine until 1948.)

In the first years after 1917, Arab reaction 
was muted, as leaders and masses alike 
recognized the benefits of the dynamic 
Zionist enterprise that helped revive a 
backward, poor, and sparsely populated 
Palestine. Then emerged, with British 
facilitation, the noxious figure who would 
dominate Palestinian politics over the next 
three decades, Amin al-Husseini. From 
about 1921 on, Karsh documents, Zionists 
and Palestinians had many choices to 
make; while the former invariably opted for 
compromise, the latter relentlessly decided 
on extermination.

In various capacities – mufti, head of 
Islamic and political organizations, Hitler 
ally, hero of the Arab masses – Husseini 
drove his constituents to what Karsh calls “a 
relentless collision course with the Zionist 
movement.” Hating Jews so maniacally 
that he went on to join the Nazi genocide 
machine, Husseini refused to accept their 
presence in any numbers in Palestine, much 
less any form of Zionist sovereignty.

From the early 1920s, then, one witnessed 
a pattern still in place and familiar 
today: Zionist accommodation, “painful 
concessions,” and constructive efforts 
to bridge differences, met by Palestinian 
anti-Semitism, rejectionism, and violence.

Complementing this binary dramatis 
personae, and complicating its stark contrast, 
stood the generally more accommodating 
Palestinian masses, the disgracefully 
anti-Semitic British mandatory authority, 
a Jordanian king eager to rule the Jews as 
subjects, feckless Arab state leaders, and an 
erratic American government.

Despite the radicalization of Palestinian 
opinion by the mufti and despite the Nazi 
rise to power, Zionists kept seeking an 
accommodation. It took some years, but the 
mufti’s zero-sum policy and eliminationism 
eventually convinced reluctant Labor 
leaders, including David Ben-Gurion, that 
good works would not facilitate their dream 

of acceptance. Still, despite repeated failures, 
they continued the search for a moderate 
Arab partner with whom to strike a deal.

In contrast, Ze’ev Jabotinsky, the 
forerunner of today’s Likud party, already 
in 1923 understood that “there is not even 
the slightest hope of ever obtaining the 
agreement of the Arabs of the Land of 
Israel to ‘Palestine’ becoming a country 
with a Jewish majority.” Yet even he 
rejected the idea of expelling Arabs and 
insisted on their full enfranchisement in a 
future Jewish state.

Had they accepted the U.N. plan, Palestine 
would be celebrating its 62nd anniversary.

This dialectic culminated in November 
1947, when the United Nations passed 
a partition plan that nowadays would be 
termed a two-state solution. In other words, 
it handed the Palestinians a state on a silver 
platter. Zionists rejoiced but Palestinian 
leaders, foremost the malign Husseini, sourly 
rejected any solution that endorsed Jewish 
autonomy. They insisted on everything and 
so got nothing. Had they accepted the U.N. 
plan, Palestine would be celebrating its 62nd 
anniversary this May. And there would have 
been no Nakba.

The most original part of Palestine 
Betrayed is the half that contains a 
detailed review of the flight of Muslims 
and Christians from Palestine in the years 
1947–49. Here Karsh’s archival research 
comes into its own, allowing him to present 
a uniquely rich picture of the specific 
circumstances of Arab flight. He goes one 
by one through the various Arab population 
centers – Qastel, Deir Yassin, Tiberias, 
Haifa, Jaffa, Jerusalem, Safad – and then 
takes a close look at the villages.

Israel’s war of independence divides 
into two parts. Ferocious fighting began 
within hours of the United Nations vote to 
partition Palestine on Nov. 29, 1947, and 
lasted till the eve of the British evacuation 
on May 14, 1948. The international conflict 
began on May 15 (the day after Israel came 
into being), when five Arab state armies 
invaded, with hostilities lasting until January 
1949. The first phase consisted largely of 
guerrilla warfare, the second primarily of 
conventional warfare. Over half (between 
300,000 and 340,000) of the 600,000 Arab 
refugees fled before the British evacuation, 
and most of them in the final month.

Palestinians fled in a wide range of 
circumstances and for varied reasons. 
Arab commanders ordered noncombatants 
out of the way of military maneuvers; or 
they threatened laggards with treatment as 
traitors if they stayed; or they demanded 
that villages be evacuated to improve 
their standing on the battlefield; or they 
promised a safe return in a matter of days. 
Some communities preferred to flee rather 
than to sign a truce with the Zionists; in 
the words of Jaffa’s mayor, “I do not mind 
destruction of Jaffa if we secure destruction 
of Tel Aviv.” The mufti’s agents attacked 
Jews to provoke hostilities. Families 
with the means to do so fled danger. 
When agricultural tenants heard that their 
landlords would be punished, they worried 
about being expelled and preempted by 
abandoning the land. Bitter internecine 
enmities hobbled planning. Shortages 
of food and other necessities spread. 
Services like water-pumping stations were 
abandoned. Fears spread of Arab gunmen, 
as did rumors of Zionist atrocities.

In only one case (Lydda) did Israeli troops 
push Arabs out. The singularity of this 
event bears emphasis. Karsh explains about 
the entire first phase of fighting: “None of 
the 170,000 -180,000 Arabs fleeing urban 
centers, and only a handful of the 130,000–
160,000 villagers who left their homes, had 
been forced out by Jews.”

The Palestinian leadership disapproved of 
a population return, seeing this as implicitly 
recognizing the nascent State of Israel. The 
Israelis were at first ready to take back the 
evacuees but then hardened their position 
as the war progressed. Prime Minister 
Ben-Gurion explained their thinking, on 
June 16, 1948: “This will be a war of life 
and death and [the evacuees] must not be 
able to return to the abandoned places. . . . 
We did not start the war. They made the war. 
Jaffa waged war on us, Haifa waged war on 
us, Beisan waged war on us. And I do not 
want them again to make war.”

“It was the actions of the Arab leaders 
that condemned hundreds of 
thousands of Palestinians to exile.”

In sum, Karsh explains, “It was the actions 
of the Arab leaders that condemned hundreds 
of thousands of Palestinians to exile.”

In this book, Karsh establishes two 
momentous facts: that Arabs aborted the 
Palestinian state and that they caused the 
Nakba. In the process, he confirms his 
status as the preeminent historian of the 
modern Middle East writing today, and 
extends the arguments of three of his earlier 
books. His magnum opus, Empires of the 
Sand: The Struggle for Mastery in the 
Middle East, 1789-1923 (with Inari Karsh, 
1999), argued that Middle Easterners 
were not, as usually thought, “hapless 
victims of predatory imperial powers but 
active participants in the restructuring of 
their region,” a shift with vast political 
implications. Palestine Betrayed applies 
that book’s thesis to the Arab-Israeli 
conflict, depriving Palestinians of excuses 
and victimhood, showing that they actively, 
if mistakenly, chose their destiny.

In Fabricating Israeli History: The 
“New Historians” (1997), Karsh exposed 
the shoddy work, even the fraudulence, 
of the school of Israeli historians who 
blame the 1948–49 Palestinian refugee 
problem on the Jewish state. Palestine 
Betrayed offers the flip side; if the earlier 
book refuted mistakes, this one establishes 
truths. Finally, in Islamic Imperialism: A 
History (2006), he showed the expansionist 
core of the Islamic faith in action over the 
centuries; here he explores that drive in 
small-bore detail among the Palestinians, 
connecting the supremacist Islamic 
mentality with an unwillingness to make 
practical concessions to Jewish sovereignty.

Palestine Betrayed reframes today’s 
Arab-Israeli debate by putting it into its 
proper historical context. Proving that for 
90 years the Palestinian political elite has 
opted to reject “the Jewish national revival 
and [insisted on] the need for its violent 
destruction,” Karsh correctly concludes 
that the conflict will end only when the 
Palestinians give up on their “genocidal 
hopes.”

(Efraim Karsh, born in 1953, is professor and head 

of Middle East and Mediterranean Studies at King’s 
College London. He is regarded as perhaps the most 
vocal critic of the New Historians, a group of Israeli 

scholars who have questioned the conventional history 

of the Arab-Israeli conflict)
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By Sandra Teplinsky

Conflict Off The Coast Of Gaza: Flotilla And The Facts

“What has been done will be done again; there is nothing 
new under the sun” (Ecclesiastes 1:9) The biblical truism 
applies only too well to Israel and her enemies today---as it 
did yesterday. How has Satan manipulated world weapons 
of deceit against the Jews? The father of lies, lies.”

The above is an excerpt from my 2004 book, Why Care 
about Israel? The book includes a section describing and 
documenting Satan’s timeless weapon of deceit about the 
Jewish people and Israel. From the era of the Egyptian 
pharaohs, to the days of Queen Esther, to the rebuilding of 
Jerusalem under Ezra and Nehemiah, and up through the 
Middle Ages, the Reformation, the Nazi regime, and today, 
the father of lies, lies. 

Sadly, On May 31, 2010, we awoke to the news that early 
that morning, Israeli naval troops were forced to respond 
to an armed attack against them aboard a convoy of ships 
illegally attempting to “break Israel’s blockade” against 
Gaza.

PURPOSE OF THE FLOTILLA

Rather than repeat fabrications already circling the globe, 
this article describes today’s conflict off the coast of Gaza 
according to Israeli reports. Bear in mind that not all the 
facts are yet in. But one thing is certain: The purpose of 
the flotilla convoy was not primarily humanitarian and not 
primarily peaceful. This is evidenced by the following: (1) 
Leftist extremists, jihadist Muslims and terrorists calling 
for the destruction of Israel were aboard, heading toward 
Israeli territorial waters. (2) The flotilla of ships was loaded 
with humanitarian aid for the people of Gaza---but also with 
weapons. (3) The Israeli navy issued numerous warnings to 
the flotilla to turn back and offered to peacefully unload and 
distribute all the humanitarian aid aboard. If their true aim 
had been to alleviate suffering in Gaza, the “peace actibvists” 
would have followed this simple procedure. (In fact, this is 
the same procedure we had to follow as Israeli citizens when 
we shipped our personal belongings here from America.) (4) 
As seen on video, the ship’s passengers then opened fire on 
the Israeli navy. (5) Israel already allows a daily influx of 
tons of aid into Gaza. Tragically, this aid is regularly stolen 
by the Hamas-run Gazan government, which now boasts a 
small but very wealthy class of individuals. The media does 
not depict the flourishing businesses, including upscale 
restaurants, large department stores, luxurious homes and 
Olympic size swimming pools that exist in Gaza amid the 
more widespread  squalor. (The Jerusalem Post, May 27, 
2010, p. 19) 

The main purpose of the flotilla was to stage a media event 
to make Israel look bad. Accordingly, Israel was placed in 
a dilemma no other nation would be forced to tolerate. On 
the one hand, had Israel let the ships into Gaza, our national 
sovereignty and security would have been breached by 
terrorists----not just peaceful protestors. On the other hand, 
it was known in advance that by stopping the flotilla, the 
international media would inevitably falsely assail Israel, 
with serious consequences in the political realm. Israeli 
commentators described the matter a few days ago, before 
the confrontation, as a “lose, lose situation.” 

HUMANITARIAN CRISIS

The flotilla was organized, in part by Turkey, in the wake 
of Amnesty International’s recently released annual report. 
The report alleged Israel’s blockade of Gaza has created a 
humanitarian crisis. (The organization has a long history of 
undue focus and attack on Israel.) The Israeli government 
replied that Amnesty International’s report was false, was 
compiled without credible evidence, and rested on hearsay 
testimony. (The Jerusalem Post, May 27, 2010, p. 19) The 
Israeli government then released the following statement:

“Over a million tons of humanitarian supplies entered 
Gaza from Israel “over the last 18 months, equaling nearly 
a ton of aid for every man, woman and child in Gaza. ... 
Food and supplies are shipped from Israel to Gaza six days a 
week. ... In a typical week the IDF [Israeli Defense Forces] 
coordinates the transfer of hundreds of trucks containing 
about 15,000 tons of supplies. ... No Palestinian is denied 
medical care in Israel. However, if the Hamas regime does 
not grant permits for medical care, the Israeli government 
can do nothing to help the patient. ... In 2009 alone, 10,544 
patients and their companions left the Gaza Strip for medical 
treatment in Israel. ... Palestinians exploited medical 

care arrangements more than 20 times to carry out terror 
attacks.”

The report also addresses issues such as building materials 
brought in to Gaza, school supplies provided, electrical and 
water infrastructures, and more. It points out that certain 
building materials are prohibited only because they are used 
to construct weapons for ongoing terror attacks against 
Israel, mostly in or near Sderot. (http://www.mfa.gov.il/
MFA/)

The Israel Ministry of Foreign Affairs justified the Gaza 
blockade on its web site last week: “Israel has imposed a 
maritime blockade on Gaza because Israel is currently 
in a state of armed conflict with the Hamas regime that 
controls Gaza. According to Sarah Weiss Maudi, the Israel 
Foreign Ministry’s expert on maritime and humanitarian 
law: “Hamas has repeatedly bombed civilian targets in 
Israel with weapons that have been smuggled into Gaza by 
various routes, including the sea....Maritime blockades are 
a legitimate and recognized measure under international 
law, and may be implemented as part of an armed conflict 
at sea....The naval manuals of the US and UK recognize the 
maritime blockade as an effective naval measure that can be 
implemented in times of armed conflict.” In fact, Egypt has 
agreed to, and also participates, in the blockade regarding 
Gaza. (http://www.mfa.gov.il/MFA)

EVENTS ON BOARD

As reported today by the Jerusalem Post, based largely 
on information directly from the IDF, violence erupted 
this morning when “activists aboard the flotilla of ships 

on their way to the Gaza Strip opened fire on IDF soldiers 
who boarded the ships to prevent them from breaking the 
Israeli-imposed sea blockade. ... The international activists 
‘prepared a lynch’ for the soldiers who boarded the ships at 
about 2 a.m. Monday morning after warning them to leave, 
or follow them to the Ashdod Port several hours earlier....

At least 10 activists were killed during the ensuing clashes 
as well as 6 navy commandos, some of them from gunfire 
and at least one in serious condition with a head wound. ... 
Upon boarding the ships, the soldiers encountered fierce 
resistance from the passengers who were armed with 
knives, bats and metal pipes. The soldiers used non-lethal 
measures to disperse the crowd. The activists succeeded 
in stealing the weapon from one of the IDF’s soldiers and 
opened fire, leading to an escalation in violence. ‘It was like 
a well-planned lynch,’ one IDF officer said. ‘These people 
were anything but peace activists.’

“The IDF said the ships would be taken to the Ashdod Port 
where, despite the violence, the cargo that they are carrying 
will be inspected and then transferred to the Gaza Strip via 
land crossings.” (www.jpost.com, May 31, 2010) Indeed, as 
of this writing, the ships are en route to Ashdod.

According to the IDF’s web site earlier today, “[Israeli 
naval] forces operated in adherence with operational 
commands and took all necessary actions in order to avoid 
violence, but to no avail. ...  All of the injured parties, Israelis 
and foreigners, are currently being evacuated by helicopter 
to hospitals in Israel.”

Israel’s deputy Foreign Minister Danny Ayalon said Israel 
regrets any loss of life and did everything to avoid this 
outcome. He described the convoy as a “premeditated and 
outrageous provocation,” calling it an “armada of hate”. 

Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud 
Abbas, international leaders, and global bodies are quickly 
condemning Israel’s actions, alleging we have committed a 
massacre and act of terror. Palestinians are rioting in protest 
today in various locations in Israel. Will the world ever hear 
the truth?

PRAY!

Please join us in praying intently for this situation. Pray 
protection and wisdom for the Israeli navy, police and 
government officials. Pray for the salvation of all involved 
and for the wounded. Pray for truth to emerge. May even 
this tragic conflict be used for God’s ultimate kingdom 
purposes.

“Pray for the peace of Jerusalem ...” Psalm 122:6

(Sandra Teplinsky is the author of several books, including Why Care 

about Israel? And Israel’s Anointing, www.chosenbooks)

Source: www.lightofzion.org

Protest at the Turkish Embassy in Tel Aviv

Mavi Marmara – Weapons and equipment found on board
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Inna made aliyah twelve years ago and 
lives in the north of Israel with her 

husband and daughter. She is fully integrated 
and works as a laboratory assistant in a 
factory. 

Many years ago Inna said to her mother 
Anna, a Holocaust survivor who still lives in 
the Ukraine, “Israel is my home and this is 
where I’ll stay.” Paralysis in one leg brought 
the realization that Anna either had to stay in 
the Ukraine and die alone, or embark on the 
trip to be with her daughter, son-in-law and 
granddaughter. 

As it was impossible for Anna to gather 
the required documentation single handedly, 
Inna decided to return to the Ukraine in order 
to assist her mother. This was supposedly 
going to take two weeks, and Inna’s 
employer granted the leave. The two weeks 
proved to be insufficient and everybody 
became nervous about the bureaucracy. 

Inna feared that she might lose her 

job when two weeks turned into two 
months. She phoned her employer who, 
to her amazement, fully comprehended 
her predicament. Prior to Pesach, we 
accompanied her to the airport. Anna told 
us that when the Nazi’s came to search 
for Jews in the tiny Ukrainian village in 
which she lived, the local population were 
brave enough not to betray them. We gave 
her a card, written in English, Hebrew and 
Russian, intended to encourage Holocaust 
survivors. 

During the trip to the airport, we 
said to her that although they will be 
commemorating the Exodus from Egypt 
soon, she would be celebrating her own 
exodus from the Northern Country!

This brought a smile to the faces of Anna 
and Inna after a tense two months. 

aliyah June 2010
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By Koen Carlier

In 1977 my mother-in-law, a Holocaust 
survivor, took her son Leonid 

Trachtenberg to a Jewish mass grave where 
she discussed what had taken place. He had 
never viewed matters in that way previously. 
People simply did not discuss it. Something 
inside him broke and he wanted to know 
what had taken place within the local 
Jewish community. That’s why he wanted to 
have a museum to inform people about the 
consequences of hatred.”  

Since the opening of a Holocaust museum, 
in the offices of the Jewish Agency in 

2008, Holocaust Trachtenberg has been 
familiarizing visitors about the murder of 
approximately 250,000 Jews in the province 
of Vinnitsa.  

 Prior to the war approximately three 
million Jews lived in the Ukraine. Jews from 
the western parts of the Ukraine were taken 
to extermination camps, but the majority 
of Jews were killed by special SS-troops. 
It is known with certainty that 1,7 million 
Jews were murdered in the Ukraine. A 
recently discovered mass grave contains five 
thousand bodies. The Jews had to dig their 

own graves. The intention of the SS was to 
use one bullet per Jew.” 

 This place has a protracted history of 
anti-Semitism. Many Ukrainians aided the 
Jews despite danger to themselves. For 
many years, after the war and during the 
communist regime, this was not spoken 
about. It was actually a crime to be Jewish 
or to assist a Jew. It was only in the ‘90’s 
that Yad Vashem could draw up a list of 
Ukrainians who assisted the Jews. Those 
persons received certificates for their valiant 
deeds.”

By Leonid Trachtenberg

Jewish Community in the Ukraine

Holocaust survivor makes Aliyah

Anna and Inna on their way to the airport
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