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Four years is too long!
“How can the government of Israel ease 
the restrictions on Gaza? How can Israel 
surrender to international pressure when 
his son is still captive?” 
–  Noam Shalit addressing the new Knesset lobby to release his son Gilad 

from Hamas captivity
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By C. Hart

When Fall Arrives, Israel’s New Challenge Begins

The meeting in early July between Israeli Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu and U.S. President Barack Obama 

was a short reprieve in the hostile exchanges that have taken 
place between the two governments since both men took 
office. It was considered in the best interests of Netanyahu 
and Obama to show the world that they were partners 
in Israel’s quest for peace with security and in seeing a 
two-state solution come to pass. A peace treaty between 
Israel and the Palestinians, leading to a comprehensive 
peace agreement between Israel and the Arab states, seemed 
to be the goal alluded to by both men during their last public 
exchange. Each would like to reach this personal peace 
achievement during his tenure as head of state.

The press conference that took place after the Oval 
Office meeting, on a hot, sunny day in 2010, when many 
politicians and diplomats were on summer vacation with 
their families, was not considered the prime time to raise 
issues of disagreement. Middle East diplomatic engagement 
is expected to gain new momentum in September. This may 
be the time when America and the international community 
could decide, once again, that it is politically beneficial 
to exert greater pressure on Israel. The current warm 
temperature in U.S.-Israel relations is set to cool down as 
the dog days of summer end and the autumn season begins. 

The Settlement Freeze, Arab League, and U.N. Meetings

The Palestinians seem apprehensive about coming to the 
peace table for direct talks with Israel. While some of their 
leaders are expressing interest, others are looking to put off 
the first direct meeting until the settlement freeze becomes a 
major diplomatic issue in September. Netanyahu thought he 
could avoid a political falling-out by getting the Palestinians 
to the peace table immediately, hoping that current U.S. 
pressure on Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas would 
be effective.

However, the Palestinians are expected to continue to try 
to stall direct talks, waiting until September to put greater 
pressure on the Israeli government. This could cause another 
feud between Israel and the Obama administration, or else 
shake up Netanyahu’s coalition government. Either way, 
stalling the talks is a win-win situation for the Palestinians.

In the meantime, the Palestinians have indicated that 
they are waiting for approval from the Arab League before 
agreeing on direct talks. The Arab League originally approved 
four months of proximity talks, set to end in September, at 
which point they would reevaluate whether there had been 
enough discussion between Israel and the Palestinians on the 
core issues in order to move to direct talks.

The Arab League may look to Obama for reassurances 
that direct talks will include a major focus on the Arab 
Peace Initiative, introduced in 2002 by Saudi Arabia. 
Israel has a serious problem with that Initiative, which 
government leaders say would not allow the Jewish State to 
have defensible borders. Among other contentious issues, 
the plan calls for a complete Israeli withdrawal to the 1967 
Green Line and an endorsement of East Jerusalem as the 
capital of a Palestinian state. It’s expected that Abbas will 
look for the Initiative to be reintroduced and endorsed at the 
U.N. Security Council in September.

Meanwhile, Obama may decide to wait and kick off the 
direct talks on the sidelines of the U.N. General Assembly 
meeting in New York, also scheduled for September. There 
are hints in the media that Obama could offer his own vision 
for direct talks, based on the Clinton Parameters. Former 
U.S. President Bill Clinton introduced his plan in December 
2000. The Clinton Parameters call for Israel to withdraw 
from 94%-96% of the West Bank (Judea and Samaria); a 
land-swap compensation of 1%-3%; an Israeli presence in 
the Jordan Valley, for a temporary period of time, under the 
authority of an international force; Palestinian sovereignty 
over its own airspace; shared Israeli-Palestinian control 
over Jerusalem neighborhoods, as well as the holy sites; and 
some absorption by Israel of Palestinian “refugees.”

The Netanyahu government has already indicated that 
it will not allow any international force on its eastern 
border running along the Jordan Valley. Israel insists on 
a demilitarized Palestinian state in which Israel would 
have control over all airspace. World Jewry has voiced it 
concerns over shared control of Jerusalem, especially in 
regard to the holy sites. Most Israelis insist that Palestinian 
“refugees” must be absorbed into a future Palestinian state, 
and not within Israeli territory.

Turkey’s Heightened Profile and the Goldstone Report

Turkey is set to take over the rotating presidency of 
the U.N. Security Council in September. With Turkey 
at the helm, Israel can expect resolutions to come forth 
condemning Israel, once again, for the flotilla crisis of 
May-June 2010. Turkey continues to demand that Israel 
apologize for the killing of nine Turkish nationalists on 
board the Mavi Marmara, one of the ships in the flotilla. 
Israel refuses to apologize, insisting that the nationalists 
were terrorists that attacked Israeli naval commandos when 
they tried to stop the ship from breaking the blockade of 
Gaza. Turkey is also demanding financial compensation for 
the families of the terrorists, which Israel has so far refused 
to grant. Israel has said that Turkey should apologize for 
sending a terrorist ship to the Middle East. Meanwhile, 
Turkey is insisting on an international commission of 
inquiry to look into the Gaza flotilla crisis and could use its 
influence at the U.N. to fulfill its demands. Turkey has also 
threatened to cut off all diplomatic ties with Israel.

It’s expected that the Goldstone Report will be 
reintroduced at the U.N. in September during Turkey’s role 
as head of the Security Council. Israel considers the report 
biased and full of falsehoods, pointing to inaccuracies that 
favor Hamas and condemn Israel. The report has been used 
by Israel-haters to try to delegitimize the Jewish State, 
especially its need to defend itself against terrorist regimes.

Ramadan

Ramadan begins on August 11 and ends on September 
9. Ramadan has traditionally been a time when Israel has 
offered confidence-building measures to the Palestinians 
— another term for Israeli concessions. Israel has indicated 
that it might expand Palestinian control over major cities 
in the West Bank (Judea and Samaria). It also may be a 
time when Netanyahu releases Palestinian prisoners from 
Israeli jails, which has happened during previous Ramadan 
holidays. Meanwhile, Hamas has refused to release Israel’s 
P.O.W. Gilad Shalit, who has been held in a basement jail in 
Gaza for four years, without any visitations allowed from 
his family or the International Red Cross. If Israel concedes 
to release Palestinian prisoners during Ramadan, there 
could be a public outcry by many Israelis who have stood in 
solidarity with the Shalit family.

The Hamas Ceasefire with Israel

Few analysts realize that Hamas has declared a 
self-imposed ceasefire with Israel that supposedly expires 
in September. Most Palestinians do not want a renewal of 
the violence that gripped Gaza and Israel before and during 
the Gaza War of 2008-2009. However, it’s possible that 
Hamas could renew its missile war against Israel once the 
ceasefire ends. This would depend on Iranian goals. Iran has 
announced it will be sending a delegation to the Gaza Strip 
to meet with Hamas leaders. That may be the time that Iran 

gives Hamas the signal to prepare for a renewed conflict 
with Israel.

While Iran succeeded in its attempt to cause Israel 
diplomatic damage through the flotilla crisis, the Iranian 
government has still not been able to break Israel’s naval 
blockade of Gaza. Iran wants to open the Gaza port and 
expand the capabilities of Hamas in an effort to send 
advanced weapons directly to the terrorist government. The 
Iranian plan is to smuggle the weapons in on ships, under 
the guise of humanitarian aid. So far, the international 
community has supported Israel’s right to protect its security 
interests by enforcing the naval blockade.

Further Iranian Goals

Iran plans to launch the Rasad 1 satellite into space 
at the end of August with great fanfare, focusing on the 
government’s latest achievement in space technology. 
Additionally, Iran plans to open up the Bushehr nuclear 
power plant in September, after 37 years of preparations, 
despite attempts by the U.S. and the international 
community to stop Iran’s efforts. While the latest U.N. 
sanctions against Iran are having some effect on the Iranian 
economy, Iran continues to try to enrich more uranium 
towards the goal of achieving nuclear capability.

Meanwhile, Arab states are becoming more and more 
anxious about Iran’s determination to reach nuclear 
capability, and they are looking to the U.S. to provide 
stronger leadership to stop the Persian State. The United 
Arab Emirates recently indicated that it could not live with 
a nuclear Iran, emphasizing the serious threat that Iran poses 
to the UAE and other Gulf states.

Israel’s Defense Forces have recently acknowledged 
Israel’s failed deterrence in Lebanon, following reports 
of an unprecedented buildup of Hezb’allah forces in 
southern Lebanon in defiance of U.N. Security Resolution 
1701, which was supposed to be implemented after the 
Second Lebanon War of 2006. Threats from Hezb’allah 
are increasing at such a rate that Israel is preparing the 
nation and the international community for the possibility 
of a renewed conflict in Lebanon in the near future. This 
will depend on when Iran wants to pursue war with Israel 
through Hezb’allah, its proxy terrorist army.

Looking to the Future

Summer vacations will be over by September, and Israelis 
will be gearing up for the next set of challenges to the 
Jewish state — politically, diplomatically, and militarily — 
from both allies and adversaries alike. Whether the Israeli-
American relationship remains warm or cools off in the 
autumn breezes remains to be seen. Much of what occurs 
on the international front will determine just how cold the 
winter season will get, as well as how much the conflict will 
heat up in the Middle East region.

(Source: American Thinker)

Benjamin Netanyahu with Barack Obama during their meeting in Washington photo@Isranet



3August 2010 news & views

By Andrew Roberts

By Henk Kamsteeg

We owe the Jews

“Four years is too long!”

What follows is an edited version of a speech delivered 
by historian Andrew Roberts to the Friends of Israel 

Initiative in the British House of Commons on July 19, 
2010.

From Morocco to Afghanistan, from the Caspian Sea to 
Aden, the 5.25 million square miles of territory belonging 
to members of the Arab League is home to over 330 million 
people, whereas Israel covers only 8,000 square miles, and 
is home to seven million citizens, one-fifth of whom are 
Arabs. The Jews of the Holy Land are thus surrounded by 
hostile states 650 times their size in territory and 60 times 
their population; yet their last, best hope of ending two 
millennia of international persecution – the State of Israel 
– has somehow survived. When during the Second World 
War, the island of Malta came through three terrible years 
of bombardment and destruction, it was rightly awarded the 
George Medal for bravery. Today Israel should be awarded 
a similar decoration for defending democracy, tolerance 
and Western values against a murderous onslaught that has 
lasted 20 times as long.

Jerusalem is the site of the Temple of Solomon and 
Herod. The stones of a palace erected by King David 
himself are even now being unearthed just outside the 
walls of Jerusalem. Everything that makes a nation state 
legitimate – blood shed, soil tilled, international agreements 
– argues for Israel’s right to exist, yet that is still denied by 
the Arab League. For many of their governments, which are 
rich enough to have economically solved the Palestinian 
refugee problem decades ago, it is useful to have Israel as 
a scapegoat to divert attention from the tyranny, failure and 
corruption of their own regimes.

The tragic truth is that it suits Arab states very well to 
have the Palestinians endure permanent refugee status; 
whenever Israel puts forward workable solutions they are 
stymied by those whose interests put the destruction of 
Israel before the genuine well-being of the Palestinians. 
Both King Abdullah I of Jordan and Anwar Sadat of Egypt 
were assassinated when they attempted to come to some 
kind of accommodation with a country that most sane 
people now accept is not going away.

“We owe to the Jews,” wrote Winston Churchill in 1920, 
“a system of ethics which, even if it were entirely separated 
from the supernatural, would be incomparably the most 
precious possession of mankind, worth in fact the fruits of 
all wisdom and learning put together.” Although they make 

up less than half of 1% of the world’s population, between 
1901 and 1950 Jews won 14% of all the Nobel Prizes 
awarded for literature and science, and between 1951 and 
2000 Jews won 32% of the Nobel Prizes for medicine, 32% 
for physics, 39% for economics and 29% for science. This, 
despite so many of their greatest intellects dying in the gas 
chambers. Yet we tend to treat Israel like a leper on the 
international scene, threatening her with academic boycotts 
if she builds a separation wall that has so far reduced suicide 
bombings by 95% over three years.

Her Majesty the Queen has been on the throne for 57 
years and in that time has undertaken 250 official visits 
to 129 countries, yet has not yet set foot in Israel. She has 
visited 14 Arab countries, so it cannot have been that she 
wasn’t in the region.

After the Holocaust, the Jewish people recognized that 
they must have their own state, a homeland where they 
could forever be safe from a repetition of such horrors. 

Since then, Israel has had to fight five major wars for 
her existence. Radical Islam is never going to accept 
the concept of an Israeli State, so the struggle is likely to 
continue for another 60 years, but the Jews know that that is 
less dangerous than entrusting their security to anyone else.

I recently visited Auschwitz-Birkenau. Walking along a 
line of huts and the railway siding, where their forebears 
had been worked and starved and beaten and frozen and 
gassed to death, were a group of Jewish schoolchildren, one 
of whom was carrying over his shoulder the Israeli flag. It 
was a moving sight, for it was the sovereign independence 
represented by that flag which guarantees that the obscenity 
of genocide will never again befall the Jewish people.

No people in history have needed the right to self-defence 
and legitimacy more than the Jews of Israel, and that is what 
we in the Friends of Israel Initiative demand here today.

(Source: The National Post)

Gilad Shalit was only 19 years old when 
seven Hamas terrorists tunneled into 

Israel and fired a rocket-propelled grenade 
at an Israeli tank. The ambush killed two 
soldiers and wounded five others, including 
Staff Sergeant Gilad, who was then 
kidnapped by Hamas. Since the abduction 
four years ago, Hamas has held Gilad 
incommunicado, and has refused to allow 
the International Committee of the Red 
Cross (ICRC) or any other human rights 
group or physician to see him, in flagrant 
violation of the Third Geneva Convention.

Galid’s parents, Aviva and Noam Shalit, 
are in no mood to relax one iota in their 
attempt to rally public opinion behind their 
attempt to get their son released from Hamas 
captivity. Since his incarceration only one 
3-minute video of Shalit has been released 
and three short letters; this has been his total 
contact with the outside world in nearly  
four years.

Shalit has committed no crime, unlike 
the scores of terrorists in Israeli jails who, 
despite their crimes, receive family visits, 
watch television, study for Open University 
degrees, and receive medical aid as required 
and visits from Red Cross personnel.

“How”, asks Noam Shalit, “can the 
government of Israel ease the restrictions 
on Gaza. How can Israel surrender to 
international pressure when his son is still 

captive?”
An Egyptian newspaper reported recently 

that the U.S., Egypt and Hamas have 
held talks to arrange a visit to Gaza by 
former U.S. presidents Bill Clinton and  
Jimmy Carter. 

Noam Shalit said he knew nothing about 
an initiative to allow former U.S. presidents 
Bill Clinton and Jimmy Carter to visit the 
Gaza Strip to help in efforts to release his son.

“I don’t know anything about such an 
initiative, and I have not been updated on 

the matter,” Noam Shalit said. “I am not 
placing my hopes in the hands of the former 
U.S. presidents,” Shalit added. “We have a 
prime minister who is responsible and I am 
not hanging my hope in the hands of foreign 
delegates overseas.”

Aviva and Noam Shalit attended a special 
session in the Knesset to inaugurate a new 
lobby group to pursue the release of their 
son Gilad. Many leading politicians from 
across part lines, including former Chief 
of Staff, Shaul Mofaz (Kadima), Eitan 
Cable (Labor), Arie Eldad (National Union) 
and Miri Regev (Likud) have committed 
themselves to getting Gilad Shalit freed as 
soon as possible. As far as Noam Shalit is 
concerned the government has caved in 
to international pressure.  He quotes the 
words of Arie Eldad. “The State has given 
away its pressuring mechanisms against the 
Hamas. There is a complete collapse. The 
government gave up its main mechanism 
when it opened the crossings to Gaza – 
which will undoubtedly increase the price 
for Shalit’s return.”

StandWithUs, a non-profit pro-Israel 
education and advocacy organization 
based in Los Angeles, has launched a 
new campaign calling upon international 
authorities to pressure the Iranian-backed 
Hamas regime into abiding by the Third 
Geneva Convention for Gilad Shalit.

“Enough is enough. The international 
community must act forcefully against 
this inhumane treatment and attack on the 
most basic human rights laws of civilized 
nations,” said StandWithUs CEO Roz 
Rothstein. ”We will deliver this petition 
to the head of the International Red Cross, 
the UN, and Amnesty International. These 
organizations are supposed to be the 
guardians of human rights. They need to 
act!”

At the barest minimum, the petition asks 
for one conversation with Shalit, one doctor, 
and one visit by the ICRC. It also asks for a 
message to be sent to the isolated Gilad to 
let him know that “his brothers and sisters 
from around the world…have not forgotten 
his plight and that we stand with him.”   

The petition also calls for Gilad’s release. 
“Four years is too long!”   

“In many ways, Gilad’s abduction 
and inhumane treatment encapsulate the 
battle Israel faces: defending itself from 
a ruthless enemy that makes a mockery of 
the most elemental human rights values,” 
said Rothstein. “With this petition, we are 
mobilizing an international movement to 
keep Gilad and his suffering front and center 
in the public eye and to pressure responsible 
organizations to act. We want a healthy 
Gilad safely back home with his family and 
loved ones.”

Gilad Shalit
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A meeting held in Barcelona with a 
hundred lawyers and judges about two 

months ago. 

They have come together to hear my 
opinions on the Middle-Eastern conflict. 
They know that I am a heterodoxal vessel, in 
the shipwreck of “single thinking” regarding 
Israel, which rules in my country. They want 
to listen to me, because they ask themselves 
why, if Pilar is a serious journalist, does she 
risk losing her credibility by defending the 
bad guys, the guilty? I answer provocatively 
– You all believe that you are experts in 
international politics when you talk about 
Israel, but you really know nothing. Would 
you dare talk about the conflict in Rwanda, 
in Kashmir? In Chechnya? – No.

They are jurists, their turf is not 
geopolitics. But against Israel they dare, as 
does everybody else. Why? Because Israel 
is permanently under the media magnifying 
glass and the distorted image pollutes the 
world’s brains. And because it is part of 
what is politically correct, it seems part of 
solidarity, because talking against Israel is 
free. So cultured people, when they read 
about Israel, are ready to believe that Jews 
have six arms, in the same way that during 
the Middle Ages people believed all sorts of 
outrageous things.

The first question, then, is why so many 
intelligent people, when talking about 
Israel, suddenly become idiots. The problem 
that those of us who do not demonize Israel 
have, is that there exists no debate on 
the conflict. All that exists is the banner; 
there’s no exchange of ideas. We throw 
slogans at each other; we don’t have serious 
information, we suffer from the “burger 
journalism” syndrome, full of prejudices, 
propaganda and simplification. Intellectual 
thinkers and international journalists have 
given up on Israel. It doesn’t exist. That 
is why, when someone tries to go beyond 
the “single thought” of criticizing Israel, 
he becomes suspect and unfaithful, and is 
immediately segregated. Why?

I’ve been trying to answer this question 
for years: why?

•	 	Why,	 of	 all	 the	 conflicts	 in	 the	world,	
only this one interests them?

•	 	Why	 is	a	 tiny	country	which	struggles	
to survive criminalized?

•	 	Why	 does	 manipulated	 information	
triumph so easily?

•	 	Why	 are	 all	 the	 people	 of	 Israel,	
reduced to a simple mass of murderous 
imperialists?

•	 	Why	is	there	no	Palestinian	guilt?

•	 	Why	 is	 Arafat	 a	 hero	 and	 Sharon	 a	
monster?

Finally, why when Israel is the only 
country in the World which is threatened 
with extinction, it is also the only one that 
nobody considers a victim?

I don’t believe that there is a single answer 
to these questions. Just as it is impossible 
to completely explain the historical evil 
of anti-Semitism, it is also not possible to 
totally explain the present-day imbecility 
of anti-Israelism. Both drink from the 
fountain of intolerance and lies. Also, if 
we accept that anti-Israelism is the new 
form of anti-Semitism, we conclude that 
circumstances may have changed, but 
the deepest myths, both of the Medieval 
Christian anti-Semitism and of the modern 

political anti-Semitism, are still intact. Those 
myths are part of the chronicle of Israel.

For example, the Medieval Jew accused 
of killing Christian children to drink their 
blood connects directly with the Israeli Jew 
who kills Palestinian children to steal their 
land. Always they are innocent children and 
dark Jews. Similarly, the Jewish bankers 
who wanted to dominate the world through 
the European banks, according to the myth 
of the Protocols, connect directly with 
the idea that the Wall Street Jews want 
to dominate the World through the White 
House. Control of the Press, control of 
Finances, the Universal Conspiracy, all 
that which has created the historical hatred 
against the Jews, is found today in hatred of 
the Israelis. In the subconscious, then, beats 
the DNA of the Western anti-Semite, which 
produces an efficient cultural medium.

But what beats in the conscious? Why 
does a renewed intolerance surge with such 
virulence, centered now, not against the 
Jewish people, but against the Jewish state? 
From my point of view, this has historical 
and geopolitical motives, among others, 
the decades long bloody Soviet role, the 
European Anti-Americanism, the West’s 
energy dependency and the growing Islamist 
phenomenon.

But it also emerges from a set of defeats 
which we suffer as free societies, leading to 
a strong ethical relativism.

The moral defeat of the left. For decades, 
the left raised the flag of freedom wherever 
there was injustice. It was the depositary of 
the utopian hopes of society. It was the great 
builder of the future. Despite the murderous 
evil of Stalinism’s sinking these utopias, the 
left has preserved intact its aura of struggle, 
and still pretends to point out good and evil 
in the world. Even those who would never 
vote for leftist options, grant great prestige 
to leftist intellectuals, and allow them to be 
the ones who monopolize the concept of 
solidarity. As they have always done. Thus, 
those who struggled against Pinochet were 
freedom-fighters, but Castro’s victims, are 
expelled from the heroes’ paradise, and 
converted into undercover fascists.

This historic treason to freedom is 
reproduced nowadays, with mathematical 
precision. For example, the leaders of 
Hezbollah are considered resistance heroes, 
while pacifists like the Israeli singer Noa, 
are insulted in the streets of Barcelona. 
Today too, as yesterday, the left is hawking 
totalitarian ideologies, falls in love with 

dictators and, in its offensive against Israel, 
ignores the destruction of fundamental 
rights. It hates rabbis, but falls in love with 
imams; shouts against the Israeli Defense 
Forces, but applauds Hamas’s terrorists; 
weeps for the Palestinian victims, but scorns 
the Jewish victims, and when it is touched 
by Palestinian children, it does it only if it 
can blame the Israelis.

It will never denounce the culture of 
hatred, or its preparation for murder. A year 
ago, at the AIPAC conference in Washington 
I asked the following questions:

•	 	Why	 don’t	 we	 see	 demonstrations	
in Europe against the Islamic 
dictatorships?

•	 	Why	 are	 there	 no	 demonstrations	
against the enslavement of millions of 
Muslim women?

•	 	Why	 are	 there	 no	 declarations	 against	
the use of bomb-carrying children 
in the conflicts in which Islam is 
involved?

•	 	Why	 is	 the	 left	 only	 obsessed	 with	
fighting against two of the most solid 

democracies of the planet, those which 
have suffered the bloodiest terrorist 
attacks, the United States and Israel?

Because the left no longer has any ideas, 
only slogans. It no longer defends rights, 
but prejudices. And the greatest prejudice 
of all is the one aimed against Israel. I 
accuse, then, in a formal manner that the 
main responsibility for the new anti-Semitic 
hatred disguised as anti-Zionism, comes 
from those who should have been there to 
defend freedom, solidarity and progress. 
Far from it, they defend despots, forget their 
victims and remain silent before medieval 
ideologies which aim at the destruction of 
free societies. The treason of the left is an 
authentic treason against modernity.

Defeat of Journalism. We have more 
information in the world than ever before, 
but we do not have a better informed 
world. Quite the contrary, the information 
superhighway connects us anywhere in the 
planet, but it does not connect us with the 
truth. Today’s journalists do not need maps, 
since they have Google Earth, they do not 
need to know History, since they have 
Wikipedia. The historical journalists, who 

knew the roots of a conflict, still exist, but 
they are an endangered species, devoured 
by that “fast food” journalism which offers 
hamburger news, to readers who want 
fast-food information. Israel is the world’s 
most watched place, but despite that, it is the 
world’s least understood place. Of course 
one must keep in mind the pressure of the 
great petrodollar lobbies, whose influence 
upon journalism is subtle but deep. Mass 
media knows that if it speaks against Israel, 
it will have no problems. But what would 
happen if it criticized an Islamic country? 
Without doubt, it would complicate its 
existence. Certainly part of the press that 
writes against Israel, would see themselves 
mirrored in Mark Twain’s ironical sentence: 
“Get your facts first, then you can distort 
them as you please.”

Defeat of critical thinking. To all this 
one must add the ethical relativism which 
defines the present times: it is based not 
on denying the values of civilization, but 
rather in their most extreme banality. What 
is modernity?

I explain it with this little tale: If I were 
lost in an uncharted island, and would want 
to found a democratic society, I would only 

need three written documents: The Ten 
Commandments (which established the first 
code of modernity. “Thou shalt not murder” 
founded modern civilization.); The Roman 
Penal Code; and the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights. And with these three texts 
we would start again. These principles are 
relativized daily, even by those who claim 
to be defending them.

“Thou shalt not murder” ... depending 
on who is the target, must think those who, 
like the demonstrators in Europe, shouted in 
support of Hamas.

“Hurray for Freedom of Speech!”..., or 
not. For example, several Spanish left-wing 
organizations tried to take me to court, 
accusing me of being a negationist, like 
the Nazis, because I deny the “Palestinian 
Holocaust”. They were attempting to 
prohibit me from writing articles and to send 
me to prison. And so on... The social critical 
mass has lost weight and, at the same time 
ideological dogmatism has gained weight. In 
this double turn of events, the strong values 
of modernity have been substituted by a 

Jews With Six Arms
By Pilar Raholas

Pilar Rahola

Continued on page 5
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By Henk Kamsteeg

Events heated up recently between Israel and its neighbours, 
when on June 30 a rocket attack from Gaza took place. 

A Chinese-built Grad rocket landed in a residential area of 
Ashkelon. A day later, a Kassam rocket from Gaza was fired 
and hit a children’s therapy center in S’derot. A few days later 
rockets fired from Egyptian’s Sinai territory landed near the 
Israeli city of Eilat and in nearby Jordan, ironically, killing one 
Jordanian citizen.

Then, on July 29, Israel notified the United Nations 
peacekeeping force (UNIFIL) that on August 3 some Israeli 
soldiers would perform maintenance duties in gap between the 
so-called Blue Line, the international recognized border, and the 
Technical Security Fence. A Hungarian diplomat, who is part of 
the UNIFIL force in South Lebanon, said: “I can confirm that 
we received the notification from the IDF about the work and 
we passed the information on to the Lebanese Army.” 

Significantly, the Lebanese Army unit deployed along the 
border with Israel is the 9th Division, whose commanders and 
troops are Shi’ites and recruited from the same manpower pool 
as the Hezbollah.

So on August 3, about ten Israeli soldiers crossed the security 
fence in order to cut a tree and remove a few shrubs in Israel 
territory, but near the Blue Line (the actual border between 
Israel and Lebanon). This foliage started to block the view of 
Israeli security camera’s positioned deep inside Israel. Israel 
also notified UNIFIL that these soldiers would be escorted by a 
small patrol, which would stay south of the security fence.

In the beginning it all looked like a regular routine job to be 
done. However, a skirmish erupted between the Israel Defense 
Forces (IDF) and the Lebanese Army. While approaching the 
tree, the Israeli soldiers were attacked by small arms automatic 
fire from both the Lebanese Army’s position just across the 
border and from other fighters in the nearby village of Adissyeh. 
An IDF force immediately responded with light fire, and 
afterwards executed artillery fire and helicopter fire aiming at a 
Lebanese Army position commanding the area. 

The Lebanese army used sniper shooting, and an Israeli 
Reserve Battalion Commander was instantly killed, and 
wounded an officer. Three Lebanese soldiers and a TV journalist 
were also killed in what was the most serious incident along the 
border since the 2006 war.

Lebanon’s Hezbollah TV, Al Manar, reported that it was 
a blatant act of provocation by Israeli forces, saying, “no one 
accidently strayed over the border, but that it was more like kids 

tossing matches to find out whether a brush fire will start.”

Hezbollah Secretary General Hassan Nasrallah described the 
border clash between the Lebanese army and Israeli troops as 
“heroic” and warned the fighters would retaliate if there were 
further incidents. “This time we stood and watched … but next 
we will not,” he warned. “Israel’s aggression on Lebanon has 
never stopped. We will not stand idle … we will cut any hand 
that attack our army,” Nasrallah said. 

Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu said after the incident 
“Israel views the attack on IDF soldiers with extreme severity. 
This is a blatant violation of United Nations Security Council 
resolution 1701 (which ended the 2006 war between Israel and 
the Lebanese militia Hezbollah in southern Lebanon). 

In a no holes barred speech, Israeli Prime Minister said 
that “Israel will hit hard against anyone who tries to harm its 
citizens,” Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu issued a stern 
warning to both Hamas and the Lebanese government in the 
aftermath of four attacks against Israel in the past five days from 
Gaza, Sinai and Lebanon. “We will reach, and hit with great 
force, anyone who shoots at Israeli citizens, no matter from 
where,” Netanyahu said in a statement released to the media.

“Israel expects the international community to condemn such 
attacks in the strongest possible terms,” the prime minister said. 
“All those in the international community committed to peace 
should support Israel’s right to defend itself against those who 
attack the innocent and seek to destroy peace.”

IDF officials said it appears the journalists and 
photographers were informed of the intended ambush and 
were deployed to the site even before the gunfire erupted 
and violence escalated. Officials said many of the journalists 
work for outlets that are affiliated with Hezbollah. What 
is more, the presence of the media speaks to the deliberate 
premeditation of the attack on the IDF.

A Lebanon army’s spokesman confirmed Israel’s claims that 
Lebanese forces fired first during the deadly border skirmish, 
and said the Israeli soldiers were attacked on Israeli territory. 
In a departure from the norm, the UN stands with Israel in this 
case.  UNIFIL, the eyes of the UN in that area, has verified that 
Israel remained south of the Blue Line, in Israeli territory.

Significantly, the IDF went back to the area and proceeded 
with the removal of the trees, not only because those trees 
required removal, but also to make the point clear that Israel 
was within its jurisdiction to operate there.

Israel warns Hamas and Lebanon

“weak thinking,” vulnerable to manipulation 
and Manichaeism.

Defeat of the United Nations. And with 
it, a sound defeat of the international 
organizations which should protect Human 
Rights. Instead they have become broken 
puppets in the hands of despots. The United 
Nations is only useful to Islamofascists like 
Ahmadinejad, or dangerous demagogues like 
Hugo Chavez which offers them a planetary 
loudspeaker where they can spit their hatred. 
And, of course, to systematically attack 
Israel. The UN, too exists to fight Israel.

Finally, defeat of Islam. Tolerant and 
cultural Islam suffers today the violent attack 
of a totalitarian virus which tries to stop its 
ethical development. This virus uses the 
name of God to perpetrate the most terrible 
horrors: lapidate women, enslave them, use 
youths as human bombs. Let’s not forget: 
They kill us with cellular phones connected 
to the Middle Ages. If Stalinism destroyed 
the left, and Nazism destroyed Europe, 
Islamic fundamentalism is destroying 
Islam. And it also has an anti-Semitic 
DNA. Perhaps Islamic anti-Semitism is the 
most serious intolerant phenomenon of our 
times; indeed, it contaminates more than 
1,400 million people, who are educated, 
massively, in hatred towards the Jew.

In the crossroads of these defeats, is 
Israel. Orphan and forgotten by a reasonable 
left, orphan and abandoned by serious 
journalism, orphan and rejected by a decent 
UN, and rejected by a tolerant Islam, Israel 
suffers the paradigm of the 21st Century: the 
lack of a solid commitment with the values 
of liberty. Nothing seems strange. Jewish 
culture represents, as no other does, the 
metaphor of a concept of civilization which 
suffers today attacks on all flanks. The Jews 
are the thermometer of the world’s health. 
Whenever the world has had totalitarian 
fever, they have suffered. In the Spanish 
Middle Ages, in Christian persecutions, in 
Russian pogroms, in European Fascism, in 
Islamic fundamentalism. Always, the first 
enemy of totalitarianism has been the Jew. 
And, in these times of energy dependency 
and social uncertainty, Israel embodies, in 
its own flesh, the eternal Jew.

A pariah nation among nations, for a 
pariah people among peoples. That is why 
the anti-Semitism of the 21st Century has 
dressed itself with the efficient disguise of 
anti-Israelism, or its synonym, anti-Zionism. 
Is all criticism of Israel anti-Semitism? NO. 
But all present-day anti-Semitism has turned 
into prejudice and the demonization of the 
Jewish State. New clothes for an old hatred.

Benjamin Franklin said: “Where liberty 
is, there is my country.” And Albert 
Einstein added: “The World is a dangerous 
place. Not because of the people who are 
evil; but because of the people who don’t 
do anything about it.” This is the double 
commitment, here and now; never remain 
inactive in front of evil in action and 
defend the countries of liberty.

Thank you.

This speech was given Feb. 8, 2010, at 
the Conference in the Global forum for 
Combating Anti-Semitism in Spain. Pilar 
Rahola is a Spanish Catalan journalist, 
writer, and former politician and Member of 
Parliament. In recent years she has spoken 
out about what she considers to be the 
hypocrisy of the left with regards to Israel 
and Zionism.

  (Source: aish.com)

Continued from page 4
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I weep as I witness outrageous verbal 
attacks on Israel. What makes these 

verbal assaults and distortions all the 
more painful is that they are being 
orchestrated by President Obama.

For me, the situation today recalls 
what occurred in 70 AD when the 
Roman emperor Vespasian launched 
a military campaign against the 
Jewish nation and its ancient capital of 
Jerusalem. Ultimately, Masada, a rock 
plateau in the Judean desert became the 
last refuge of the Jewish people against 
the Roman onslaught. I have been to 
Jerusalem and Masada. From the top of 
Masada, you can still see the remains of 
the Roman fortifications and garrisons, 
and the stones and earth of the Roman 
siege ramp that was used to reach 
Masada. The Jews of Masada committed 
suicide rather than let themselves be 
taken captive by the Romans.

In Rome itself, I have seen the Arch 
of Titus with the sculpture showing 
enslaved Jews and the treasures of the 
Jewish Temple of Solomon with the 
Menorah, the symbol of the Jewish state, 
being carted away as booty during the 
sacking of Jerusalem.

Oh, you may say, that is a far-fetched 
analogy. Please hear me out.

The most recent sacking of the old city 
of Jerusalem – its Jewish quarter – took 
place under the Jordanians in 1948 in the 
first war between the Jews and the Arabs, 
with at least five Muslim states - Egypt, 
Jordan, Lebanon, Syria and Iraq - seeking 
to destroy the Jewish state. At that time, 
Jordan conquered East Jerusalem and 
the West Bank and expelled every Jew 
living in the Jewish quarter of the old 
city, destroying every building, including 
the synagogues in the old quarter and 
expelling from every part of Judea and 
Samaria every Jew living there so that 
for the first time in thousands of years, 
the old walled city of Jerusalem and the 
adjacent West Bank were “Judenrein” – 
a term used by the Nazis to indicate the 
forced removal or murder of all Jews.

Jews had lived for centuries in 
Hebron, the city where Abraham, the 
first Jew, pitched his tent and where 
he now lies buried, it is believed, in a 
tomb with his wife, Sarah, as well as 
other ancient Jewish patriarchs and 
matriarchs. I have visited that tomb 
and at the time asked an Israeli soldier 
guarding it – so that it was open to all 
pilgrims, Christians, Muslims and Jews 
–  “where is the seventh step leading to 
the tomb of Abraham and Sarah,” which 
was the furthest entry for Jews when the 
Muslims were the authority controlling 
the holy place? He replied, “When we 
retook and reunited the whole city of 
Jerusalem and conquered the West Bank 
in 1967, we removed the steps, so now 
everyone can enter,” whereas when 
Muslims were in charge of the tomb, no 
Jew could enter it. And I did.

I am not a religious person. I am 
comfortable in a synagogue, but 
generally attend only twice a year, 
on the high holidays. When I entered 
the tomb of Abraham and Sarah, as I 
recall, I felt connected with my past and 
the traditions of my people. One is a 
Jew first by birth and then by religion. 
Those who leave their religion, remain 
Jews forever by virtue of their birth. If 
they don’t think so, let them ask their 
neighbors, who will remind them. I 
recall the words of the columnist Robert 

Novak, who was for most of his life 
hostile to the Jewish state of Israel in 
an interview with a reporter stating that 
while he had converted to Catholicism, 
he was still a cultural Jew. I remain with 
pride a Jew both by religion and culture.

My support for the Jewish state has 
been long and steadfast. Never have I 
thought that I would leave the U.S. to go 
and live in Israel. My loyalty and love 
is first to the U.S. which has given me, 
the son of Polish Jewish immigrants, 
so much. But, I have also long been 
cognizant of the fact that every night 
when I went to sleep in peace and safety, 
there were Jewish communities around 
the world in danger. And there was one 
country, Israel, that would give them 
sanctuary and would send its soldiers 
to fight for them and deliver them from 
evil, as Israel did at Entebbe in 1976.

I weep today because my president, 
Barack Obama, in a few weeks has 
changed the relationship between the 
U.S. and Israel from that of closest of 
allies to one in which there is an absence 
of trust on both sides. The contrast 
between how the president and his 
administration deals with Israel and how 
it has decided to deal with the Karzai 
administration in Afghanistan is striking.

The Karzai administration, which 
operates a corrupt and opium-producing 
state, refuses to change its corrupt ways 
- the president’s own brother is believed 
by many to run the drug traffic taking 
place in Afghanistan - and shows the 
utmost contempt for the U.S. is being 
hailed by the Obama administration as 
an ally and publicly treated with dignity. 
Karzai recently even threatened to join 
the Taliban if we don’t stop making 
demands on him. Nevertheless, Karzai 
is receiving a gracious thank-you letter 
from President Obama. The New York 
Times of April 10th reported, “...that Mr. 
Obama had sent Mr. Karzai a thank-you 
note expressing gratitude to the Afghan 
leader for dinner in Kabul. It was a 
respectful letter,’ General Jones said.”

On the other hand, our closest ally – 
the one with the special relationship 
with the U.S., has been demeaned and 
slandered, held responsible by the 
administration for our problems in 
Afghanistan and Iraq and elsewhere in 
the Middle East. The plan I suspect is to 
so weaken the resolve of the Jewish state 
and its leaders that it will be much easier 
to impose on Israel an American plan to 
resolve the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, 
leaving Israel’s needs for security and 
defensible borders in the lurch.

I believe President Obama’s policy is 
to create a whole new relationship with 

the Arab states of Saudi Arabia, Jordan 
and Egypt, and Iraq as a counter to Iran 
– The Tyrannosaurus Rex of the Muslim 
world which we are now prepared to see 
in possession of a nuclear weapon. If 
throwing Israel under the bus is needed 
to accomplish this alliance, so be it.

I am shocked by the lack of outrage 
on the part of Israel’s most ardent 
supporters. The members of AIPAC, the 
chief pro-Israel lobbying organization 
in Washington, gave Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton a standing ovation after 
she had carried out the instructions of 
President Obama and, in a 43-minute 
telephone call, angrily hectored Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu.

Members of Congress in both the 
House and Senate have made pitifully 
weak statements against Obama’s 
mistreatment of Israel, if they made 
any at all. The Democratic members, in 
particular, are weak. They are simply 
afraid to criticize President Obama.

What bothers me most of all is the 
shameful silence and lack of action by 
community leaders – Jew and Christian. 
Where are they? If this were a civil 
rights matter, the Jews would be in the 
mall in Washington protesting with 
and on behalf of our fellow American 
citizens. I asked one prominent Jewish 
leader why no one is preparing a march 
on Washington similar to the one in 
1963 at which I was present and Martin 
Luther King’s memorable speech was 
given? His reply was “Fifty people might 
come.” Remember the 1930s? Few stood 
up. They were silent. Remember the 
most insightful statement of one of our 
greatest teachers, Rabbi Hillel: “If I am 
not for myself, who is for me? And if I 
am only for myself, what am I? And if 
not now, when?”

We have indeed stood up for everyone 
else. When will we stand up for our 
brothers and sisters living in the Jewish 
state of Israel?

If Obama is seeking to build a siege 
ramp around Israel, the Jews of modern 
Israel will not commit suicide. They are 
willing to negotiate a settlement with 
the Palestinians, but they will not allow 
themselves to be bullied into following 
self-destructive policies.

To those who call me an alarmist, I 
reply that I’ll be happy to apologize 
if I am proven wrong. But those who 
stand silently by and watch the Obama 
administration abandon Israel, to whom 
will they apologize?

(Ed Koch is an American lawyer, politician, and 
political commentator who was a United States 
Congressman from 1969 to 1977, and a three-term 
Mayor of New York City, from 1978 to 1989)

By Lior Zagury

My name is Lior Zagury and I’m a very 
proud Israeli Jew. Yes, it is important for 

me to present myself in this way, especially today 
when there is a feeling that there is a festival for 
anti-Semites.

I just came back some time ago from Poland 
after 8 days of having the privilege of guiding the 
Inter Disciplinary university students in the death 
camps. These students, studying in Israel were 
Jews, Christians and Muslims. Five huge armed 
commando Polish soldiers with rifles and pistols 
needed to secure our check in to the EL-AL flight 
to Israel from the Warsaw airport.

I know that you got at least 100 e-mails about 
the flotilla to Gaza and I will not repeat what was 
said there. I want to speak about something much 
bigger that is happening now.

The header of my letter wasn’t taken from the 
streets of Berlin in 1933 when the Nazi’s came to 
power, not from the neighborhoods of Warsaw in 
1941 when the Jews lived in the Ghetto, and not 
even from the shops of Kielce after the Second 
World War in 1946, just before the pogrom that 
made Jews understand that there isn’t a safe place 
for them and they need to leave Europe.

The header was taken from signs that were 
hanged at the entrance to big markets and offices 
in Turkey in the past few days, in June of 2010 and 
similar signs that were hung in Jordan. The signs 
say: “We do not receive dogs & Israelis” as you 
can see in the photo.

What we see around us is not about the flotilla 
and Gaza. It is a very sophisticated plan to 
demolish the legitimacy of the existence of the 
Jewish state of Israel.

In his first speech at the German Reichstag at 
1/30/1933 Hitler said the cause of all the world 
problems is world Jewry. Most of the people 
didn’t take him seriously and felt very safe in their 
countries, trusting their governments. Twelve years 
later we lost 6 million Jews in the Holocaust in the 
worst way that human kind has ever known.

These days, 65 years after, Ahmadinijad from 
Iran and many others say exactly the same. The 
history repeats itself. Most of the people do not 
take him seriously and feel very safe in their 
countries, trusting their governments....

This is a wake up call.
If you will ignore it and convince yourselves that 

this is not the mainstream, this is just a passing storm 
and that it will never happen to us – sooner or later, 
you might find those restrictions in your backyard, 
in your favorite restaurant, in your great bar and in 
your amazing university as it was 75 years ago. A 
few months ago, an Arab restaurant in Haifa didn’t 
allow Israeli soldiers to come in and eat.

We need your support now more then ever. We 
need to raise our heads, speak in a very clear and 
loud voice and especially be one, united. I have a 
complete and strong confidence in our nation.

Israel has the most moral army in the world, it 
is the only democracy in the world that in each 
and every given moment there are thousands of 
missiles and rockets ready to be launched to the 
central of its cities from enemies that want to erase 
us, and the only place in the world that a Jew can 
just be a Jew and feel completely safe about it.

We promised NEVER AGAIN. 
Don’t wait to say we didn’t know.
Yours, Lior

A Dangerous Silence
By Ed Kochno Dogs  

and Israelis

Masada
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Danielle Schonbrunn, 68, wasn’t 
born yet when her parents Yosef 

and Sarah felt the pangs of Jewish 
persecution and fled their native 
Czechoslovakia for Belgium, with 
Danielle’s 10-year-old sister, Juliette. 
By the time her two brothers Eliyahu 
and Avraham were four and three 
respectively, the Jewish situation was 
so bad that in 1942 the couple decided 
to send Juliette, then 12, on a Quaker 
ship for Jewish children, bound for 
the United Sates. Juliette would never 
see her father again, and she wouldn’t 
meet her sister Danielle until her ninth 
birthday.

After the family parted with Juliette in 
Belgium, they moved to a small village 
on the border between France and Italy, 
called Entracque. En route, Danielle was 
born in a small town in France called 
Adge, on the coast near Marseilles. Less 
than a year after her birth, the 
German army entered Entracque 
and began rounding up Jews.

Danielle, who now lives 
in Ramat Beit Shemesh in a 
flourishing fold between the 
Jerusalem hills, has been told 
the story so many times by her 
mother, she tells it as though 
she remembers it herself.

“Let me go.” The soldier 
didn’t blink. “I have a baby 
to feed.”

“My mother heard the 
automobiles of the Nazis, 
and begged my father to 
make a run for it. But it 
was too late. Before they knew it, they were 
surrounded. The two of them were enclosed, 
along with many others, by a circle of Nazi 
soldiers. My father reached into his pocket 
and handed my mother $500, and told her 
that with God’s help, we would all reunite 
in the U.S. after the war. My mother began 
walking backwards until she was at the edge 
of the circle. She turned and found herself 
face-to-face with a young, pink-cheeked 
soldier and said to him, ‘Let me go.’ He 
didn’t blink. ‘I have a baby to feed,’ she 
said. ‘Let me go.’ He turned and let her go.”

“This,” says Danielle “was the first of 
many miracles.”

Her mother bolted to the apartment, 
gathered up Danielle, her brothers, and a 
17-year-old cousin, Margit, who was staying 
with them, and made a run for it. Just as she 
was leaving, she was stopped by a group of 
Italian soldiers. They were about to arrest 
her when a loud bang went off, an explosion 
of some sort, and the soldiers scattered. 
She ran into the hills with the children and 
disappeared.

A flood of tears comes over Danielle 
when she says it was the last time any of 
them would see her father. He was taken to 
Drancy, a detention camp in France from 
which all prisoners were sent to Auschwitz.

Danielle’s mother made her way to 
Drancy and tried to help her husband 
escape. She paid a young non-Jewish boy 
to deliver a note to him, with instructions. 
He wrote back, “I’m sorry, I can’t do it. For 
every Jew who escapes they kill 100.”

“I’m sorry, I can’t do it. For every Jew 
who escapes they kill 100.”

“ T h a t 
was the 
kind of man 
my father 
was,” says 
Danielle. “He 
was raised on 
Jewish law 
and believed 
that you can’t 
save your own 
neck at the 
expense of the 
lives of 100 Jews, 
or even one.”

With no alternative, her mother continued 
to run across the French countryside with 
the children. “We hid wherever we could – 
in the mountains, in the forests, submerged 
underwater,” says Danielle. “But we were 
starving and kept crying, and this put us all 
at risk being found and killed.”

Saving the Children
A fellow escapee in the underground 

told Sarah that he would take the children 
and make sure they made it to a safe place, 
and that she would be able to claim us after 
the war. “So,” says Danielle, “in 1943, my 
mother gave us up.”

Eliyahu and Avraham were taken in by a 
French Catholic family, the Dupains, who 
owned a farm in Cordelle. The boys were 
given new names, new clothes, they went to 
church on Sunday and ate Sunday dinners, 
and were treated like sons.

Danielle was given to a Jewish couple 
who needed a child in order to get 
admittance into Switzerland. They tried to 
enter via Italy. As the story goes, there were 
something wrong with their papers and the 
guard who was checking them was giving 
them a hard time. The husband wrapped up 
Danielle and threw her onto the Switzerland 
side of the border, and while the authorities’ 
attention was diverted by the crying baby, 
the couple ran across the border.

Danielle ended up in an orphanage in 
Geneva, Switzerland. One of the nurses took 
a shine to Danielle and tried to adopt her. 
Although the headmistress wouldn’t allow 

it, knowing that Danielle’s mother would 
hopefully come one day to claim her, the 
nurse loved Danielle and doted on her. Says 
Danielle, “I never went back to Switzerland. 
But I often think about that time and wonder 
where that woman is who cared for me.”

Meantime, her mother continued to hide 
in the forest along with cousin Margit. At 
one point, their starvation became so acute 
that Sarah descended to a little village and 
asked an innkeeper for a job. The innkeeper, 
who knew she was a Jew, let her stay on as 
a cleaning lady.

“One day, my mother again heard the 
sound of the German jeeps approaching,” 
retells Danielle. Sarah hid in the bathroom 
while the soldiers took their meal in the 
main dining room. Deciding it was too 
dangerous to stay there, she grabbed a pail 
of water and a rag and began washing the 
main staircase, stair by stair, from top to 
bottom. When she reached the last step 
and the lobby, she left through the open 
main entrance doorway and ran off, 
never to be seen by the innkeeper again.

reunion
When the war finally ended in 1945, Sarah 

found herself in Gennevillier, a suburb of 
Paris. Both her and Yosef’s entire families’ 
(save for one of Yosef’s brothers) had been 
wiped out. After much searching, Sarah 
finally found her sons and daughter, via two 
of the many Jewish-run search agencies that 
was established after the war.

The clerk told her there was no one listed 
by the names of Avraham and Eliyahu. But 
Sarah refused to leave

At one particular office, the clerk told 
her there was no one listed by the names of 
Avraham and Eliyahu. But Sarah refused to 
leave until she could look at the roster. She 
knew immediately when she saw the list. 
Eliyahu had been changed to ‘Emile’ and 
Avraham had been changed to ‘Armand’. 
The office made arrangements to bring them 
to Gennevillier.

In the 1970s, long after the war ended, 
Avraham returned to Cordelle to thank the 
Dupain family. “Avraham knocked on the 
door and Mme. Dupain opened the door and 
she just stood there and didn’t move, and 
then she finally said, ‘Armand?’” Danielle 
retells the story of their reunion. “Then she 
hugged him and she didn’t let go for a very 
long time. She still lived with the memory 
of these two little boys who she took care of 
for three years. She saved their lives.”

Danielle was four when she first saw 
her mother after the war. “I said to her in 
French, ‘You’re not my mother’,” says 
Danielle. “She said, ‘Yes, I am your mother. 
And you are my little Jewish girl.’”

The family stayed in Gennevillier while 
Sarah continued to search for Yosef, to no 
avail. Then one day while she was walking 
down the street, she was stopped by a man 
who told her that he had been in Auschwitz 
with Yosef and that he was alive at the 
liberation.

Afterwards, she ran into another man 
who told her a similar story. He also told 
her how Yosef had behaved in the bunker. 
“He told her he would walk around praying 
and humming songs to himself,” relays 
Danielle. “He had such strong faith, such 
belief in God.”

The stories filled Sarah with hope, but 
after five years of searching, she still 
couldn’t find him. She decided it was time 
to move on. Her Uncle Sam, in New York, 
offered to sponsor the family, and on April 
2, 1951 the family arrived at Ellis Island.

“I will never forget the reunion with 
Juliette,” says Danielle, who was then nine 
years old. “Juliette was 21. She came down 
the ramp and I pulled my mother’s blouse 
and I said, ‘Mama, Mama, it’s Juliette.’ She 
just stood there in disbelief. When my sister 
saw mother, she grabbed her and hugged her 
and they embraced for quite awhile.”

america and Israel
They were welcomed both by Uncle Sam 

and his family and Yosef’s Uncle Menachem 
and his family, who had looked after Juliette 
at their home in Cleveland, Ohio, since 
she arrived from Europe. “It was a big, 
wonderful thing to arrive to America,” says 
Danielle. “None of us knew the language, 
but it was a golden land and we felt free and 
wonderful there.”

The reunited family lived in Newark, New 
Jersey for five years and in 1956 ended up 
settling in California. Juliette married and 
had three children. Eliyahu married and had 
two children. Avraham also married and had 
two kids. And so did Danielle, who had two 
sons – Yossi and Moshe.

Years later, she received a copy of a list 
from Auschwitz bearing her father’s name 
among those who were killed there.

After both of them moved to Israel, 
Danielle decided she would move, too. 
On December 30, 2004, at the age of 64, 
she made aliyah. On her arrival, Danielle 
contacted Magen David Adom and asked 
them to look into her father’s case. A few 
years later, they sent her a copy of a list 
from Auschwitz bearing his name among 
those who were killed there.

“It had been my lifelong dream to come 
and be in Israel. I used to dream as a young 
girl that my father was alive, and maybe he 
came to Palestine. Maybe he had amnesia. 
I used to dream up all these wonderful 
fairytales that would make me feel better 
because I so much wanted to know my 
father,” she says with a tear.

For Danielle, coming to Israel was not 
just about joining her sons. It was about 
continuing in the tradition of her father’s 
faith. Although her father was not a Zionist, 
his faith in his destiny inspired Danielle to 
embrace her own. “If he could have such 
strong faith during those dark days, how 
could I not?

A few years ago, Danielle received a sort 
of mystical affirmation of her new life path. 
“I had a dream that I was in bed and the 
phone rang. When I picked it up, there was 
static and a man with a European accent 
said my Yiddish name, ‘Faygela’. I asked 
who it was. He said it again, ‘Faygela’, with 
such warmth and love. And then something 
happened and the connection was severed. 
I woke up. But I knew it was my father, 
connecting to me from beyond.”

“In Israel, my soul is awake and I feel so 
connected to this place. I feel as though after 
what my family went through, it’s a miracle 
that I am here.”

(Source: aish.com)

By Jenny Hazan

  The incredible journey  
of a one-year-old Holocaust survivor
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The Church today needs revelation concerning the nature 
of Islam. We need to know our enemy if we are to be 

aligned with the Lord in His last-days conflict with Islam. 
The roots of the conflict between Islam, Israel, the Church, 
and the West can be traced back to the time of Abraham.

On September 11, 2001, the demonic spirit of Islam was 
exposed to all the world for those who have eyes to see. We, 
who live and serve the Lord in Israel, experience this most 
ancient hatreds on an almost daily basis. Since the rebirth of 
the nation of Israel in 1948, when five Arab armies attempted 
to destroy the infant state, thousands of Arabs and Jews have 
died in the ongoing deadly conflict. Israel has fought seven 
wars in her sixty-one years of existence. But the current 
situation surrounding Israel is just the latest manifestation of 
an ancient hatred that goes all the way back to the time of 
Abraham.

Hagar and Ishmael

Over four thousand years of hostilities between Arabs 
and Jews began because of the sin of unbelief. Sarah and 
Abraham did not wait for the fulfillment of God’s prophetic 
promise. 

Here is the genesis of the world’s longest running family 
feud: 

“Then Sarai, Abram’s wife, took Hagar her maid, the 
Egyptian, and gave her to her husband Abram to be his wife, 
after Abram had dwelt ten years in the land of Canaan” 
(Genesis 16:3).

When Hagar, the Egyptian maid, became pregnant she 
began to “despise” her mistress, Sarai. Abram’s wife dealt 
“harshly” with her pregnant maid and Hagar “fled from 
her presence. Now the Angel of the LORD found her by the 
spring of water in the wilderness” (v.7). 

The Lord had mercy on Hagar and Abraham’s child whom 
she carried. God gave the distraught Hagar this prophecy:

“Behold, you are with child, and you shall bear a son. 
You shall call his name Ishmael [“God hears”], because the 
LORD has heard your affliction. He shall be a wild man; 
his hand shall be against every man, and every man’s hand 
against him. And he shall dwell in the presence of all his 
brethren (v.11, 12).

Hagar called the name of the LORD who spoke to her, 
“You-Are-The-God-Who-Sees,” for she said, “Have I also 
seen Him who sees me? (v.13). I believe the Lord Jesus 
appeared and prophesied to her in a theophany. Hagar obeyed 
the Lord and bore a son, who was returned to Abraham. The 
child was to be “a wild man,” violent and aggressive against 
all. God named him Ishmael and also prophesied that he 
would dwell near his brothers.

God’s promises to Ishmael

The Arab people claim descent from Ishmael, Hagar’s son. 
Thirteen years after the birth of Ishmael, when Abraham was 
ninety-nine, God told the patriarch that Sarah would bear 
him a son. Abraham loved his teenage boy, Ishmael, and 
cried out to God about him:

“Oh, that Ishmael might live before You!” Then God said, 
“No, Sarah your wife shall bear you a son, and you shall 
call his name Isaac; I will establish My covenant with him 
for an everlasting covenant, and with his descendants after 
him” (Genesis 17:18-19).

God also answered Abraham’s prayer for Ishmael:

“And as for Ishmael, I have heard you. Behold, I have 
blessed him, and I will make him fruitful, and will multiply 
him exceedingly. He shall begat twelve princes, and I will 
make him a great nation. But My covenant I will establish 
with Isaac” (Genesis 17:20-21).

God’s covenant for the land and the Messiah 
through Isaac

This has been the crux of the controversy between the 
Arab and Jewish people for nearly four thousand years. 

God’s covenant promises for the land of Canaan and the 
coming Messiah are through Isaac. God also promised that 
Ishmael would be blessed by exceeding fruitfulness, and he 
would be a great nation. A glance at the map of the Middle 
East will clearly show this prophecy has been fulfilled.

When Isaac (“laughter”), the miracle child of the 
covenant, was born, relatives and friends of Abraham and 
Sarah celebrated a great feast. All rejoice for the patriarch, 
his wife, and child, except Hagar and Ishmael, who were 
“scoffing” [“mocking”] (Genesis 21:9). Sarah told her 
husband to put the “bondwoman” and her son out of the 
house. Abraham was deeply distressed because his of love 
for Ishmael, but the Lord told him to obey his wife.

The aging patriarch sent Hagar and his son Ishmael 
away. The agonizing wound of rejection cut Hagar and 
Ishmael deeply. Ishmael and his mother wandered in the 
Wilderness of Beersheba (“seven wells”). There in the 
desert the mother and son drank their last water. Hagar put 
Ishmael under a shrub to guard him from the sun. In her 
loneliness and misery, “she said to herself, ‘Let me not see 
the death of the boy.’ So she sat opposite him, and lifted 
her voice and wept” (v. 16).

 I have always felt this is a deeply moving picture of 
the Arab people, weeping in the desert over the wound of 
rejection inflicted upon them by Father Abraham. God still 
hears that cry today, even as He heard Ishmael then: “And 
God heard the voice of the lad” (v.17).

He also answered the tears of the mother of the Arab 
people. “Fear not, for God has heard the voice of the lad 
where he is. Arise, lift up the lad and hold him with your 
hand, for I will make him a great nation” (v.17-18). “The 
God Who Sees” then “opened her eyes and she saw a 
well of water…. So God was with the lad as he grew up” 
(v.19-20).

Ishmael began to live in the desert where he took an 
Egyptian wife. Many children were born to him, and 
his sons roamed the desert often in conflict with others. 
Indeed, twelve Arabian princes were his legacy (See 
Genesis 25:12-17).

When Abraham died, Isaac and Ishmael, the two 
half-brothers, buried their father in Hebron, in the cave of 
Machpelah, which the patriarch had purchased. (To this day 
the battle between Arabs and Jews still rages in this place. 
Twelve Israelis were murdered there in December 2002). 
Hebron is the inheritance of Caleb (Joshua 14:13), and where 

the elders of Israel anointed David as king (2 Samuel 5:4).

“Two nations are in your womb”

The family of Abraham then enters its second generation 
of sibling strife. Even as Isaac’s wife, Rebekah, gave birth, 
the twin boys struggled together in her womb. The LORD 
told her, “The two nations are in your womb, two peoples are 
separated from your body; One people shall be stronger than 
the other, and the older shall serve the younger” (Genesis 
25:23). Esau the older of the twins became a skillful hunter 
and was his father’s favorite.

But “Rebekah loved Jacob.” Esau who was called “Edom” 
(“red”) sold his birthright, the double portion of the eldest 
son, to Jacob. “So Esau despised his birthright” (v.34).

Ishmael hated Isaac, and now in the next generation, Esau 
hated Jacob. The oldest son sold his father’s blessing for 
a bowl of lentils and then declared, “I will kill my brother 
Jacob” (v.41).

Esau married into Ishmael’s family

Cunning Jacob fled from his vindictive twin Esau – now in 
open rebellion against his father –  “saw that the daughters 
of Canaan did not please his father Isaac, so Esau went 
to Ishmael and took Mahalath [“disease”] the daughter 
of Ishmael, Abraham’s son … to be his wife” (Genesis 
28:8-9). (She was his third wife). 

Esau knowingly married into the line of Ishmael and 
the Canaanites, a people cursed by Noah (See Genesis 
9:22-25). While Esau was joining himself to the house of 
Ishmael and the idol-worshipping Canaanites, Jacob had 
an encounter with the God of his fathers in a dream. The 
LORD renewed His covenant and told Jacob, “the land on 
which you lie I will give you and your descendants … and 
in your seed all the families of the earth shall be blessed” 
(28: 13-14).

In order to biblically understand the conflict that rages 
over Israel in the Middle East we must trace its roots. 
At the death of Isaac, the second patriarch, his two boys 
were also there. “His sons Esau and Jacob buried him” 
(Genesis 35:29). Esau and Jacob were twin brothers. 
Ishmael and Isaac were half-brothers with the same father. 
Arabs and Jews are their descendants.

OF ISLAM
THE RISE & FALL 

By David Davis

photo@Isranet
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Esau is Edom

The entire chapter of Genesis 36 is devoted to the 
genealogy of Esau. It begins with this statement: “Now this 
is the genealogy of Esau, who is Edom” (v.11) – the one who 
would “live by the sword.” In the recorded genealogies of 
Esau-Edom and Ishmael (the Arab people) we find names of 
individuals and tribes who later would become murderous 
enemies of God’s covenant people. Israel is the name God 
gave to Esau’s twin brother, Jacob. Some of those mortal 
enemies include: Kedar, Teman, Omar and Amalek. As 
Ishmael and Esau and their descendants were spawning a 
massive pagan progeny, Jacob fathered twelve sons, who 
became patriarchs of the twelve tribes of Israel.

This is the biblical background which has fostered such 
deep enmity between three hundred million Arabs (the 
descendants of Ishmael and Esau), now surrounding seven 
million Jews (descendants of Isaac and Jacob), now living in 
a narrow strip of the land given them from God by His holy 
covenant. When we see “Edom” or “Seir” in the Psalms, 
Prophets or New Testament, they are reference to the 
offspring of Esau and Ishmael, sworn enemies of the Jewish 
people.

Amalek

The wandering desert tribe of Amalek ambushed Israel 
shortly after the nation came out of Egypt (Exodus 17:3). 
The founder of the tribe was a grandson of Esau. Amalek 
means “warlike”. As Joshua battle the Amalekite in the 
valley, Moses’ prayers on the mountain brought victory. 
Because the Amalekites attacked the sick, elderly, the 
stragglers, and the women, God put a curse upon them:

“I will utterly blot out the remembrance of Amalek from 
under heaven!” And Moses built an altar and called its 
name, The Lord Is My Banner; for he said, “Because the 
LORD has sworn: the LORD will have war with Amalek 
from generation to generation” (Exodus 17: 14-16).

King Saul was removed as Israel’s first king because he 
disobeyed God and did not utterly destroy the Amalekites. 
Haman in the Book of Esther was an Amalekite. Herod the 
Great, at the time of Jesus, was an Edomite usurper of the 
throne of David. He is remembered for the massacre of 
innocent Jewish children, the murder of several of his sons, 
and his appalling death. Haman and Herod both tried to 
destroy the Jews and the Lord’s Messiah. They came from 
the line of Ishmael-Esau-Edom.

The rise of Islam

In the eighth century AD, Muslim armies came from the 
Arabian peninsula (Saudi Arabia today) and conquered 
the Middle East, northern Africa, Spain, Turkey, and the 
Balkans. Their armies were finally stopped in France and 
Austria. 

Any objective history book will show that Islam is a 
religion birthed and bathed in blood. Mohammed received 
visions and words from “spirits,” which became incorporated 
into the Koran, a book dedicated to the subjection of the 
world to a false god, called “Allah.” The word “Islam” 
means “submission.” 

Islam is the only world religion with a written, 
clearly articulated agenda of forceful world conquest. 
Jihad (“holy war”) against infidels (non-Muslims) 
is one of Islam’s fundamental beliefs. The Koran 
places all the people of the world into two groups:  
“The House of Peace” (“Islam”) or the “House of War” 
(everybody else). The Koran also teaches that Jesus did not 
die on the Cross. Rather it claims than an “imposter” was 
crucified, meaning that Jesus was not raised from the dead, 
and is not the Son of God. 

Islam and the spirit of anti-Christ

Mohammed claimed to be a prophet who received 
“messages” from the angel Gabriel, who had announced 
the incarnation of Jesus to a Jewish virgin named Miriam 
(Mary). Mohammed contended that Islam was the true 
fulfillment of both the Old and New Testaments and had 
replaced them. According to Mohammed, the Gospels were 
a perversion of the truth which he was restoring. He rejected 
Christianity and thought the Jewish people would become 
his followers. When they in turn rejected him and his new 
anti-Christ religion, the Muslims turned against the Jews as 

well and became their persecutors.

Islam bears unmistakable marks of the “spirit of 
anti-Christ. Not only does it deny the divinity and atoning 
death of Jesus, it also attempts to replace Him and the Bible 
with the teachings of Mohammed and the Koran as the final 
revelation of God. We are in a war for the truth, with the 
“spirit of anti-Christ.”

Shortly after September 11, 2001, the international 
television and print media began a massive campaign 
attempting to whitewash Islam. Of course, they say that 
Christianity is just as bad. They are correct with regard to the 
atrocities which were committed by so-called “Christians” in 
the Crusades, Inquisition, and pogroms. But they miss the 
root of the matter: Mohammed shed the blood of thousands. 
Jesus allowed His own blood to be shed for salvation.

Satan’s masterpiece

Islam is one of Satan’s masterpieces. It is built upon 
lies, half-truths, and terror, all of which continue today in 
so many countries in the world. Mohammed became the 
self-proclaimed prophet-priest of a false religion, which 
worships a false god called “Allah.” His followers were 
and are characterized by male domination, power, and 
violence. The Koran teaches that the appropriation and 
distribution of all female captives is a virtue. Women have 
few rights under Islam. In some places Muslim women are 
“circumcised” so they are unable to have pleasure during 
sex. This is even true in so-called “moderate” Muslim 
dictatorships, like Egypt. Men may also have up to four 
wives. “Martyrs” for the cause of Islam are told they go to 
Heaven where seventy virgins supposedly await them, and 
that seventy family members will also go to Heaven, if the 
martyr blows himself up with some Jews. Today over one 
billion people are held in subjection to totalitarian Islamic 
regimes. Women and children have few rights in countries 
where power is held by wealthy tyrants and murderers who 
harbor and encourage global terrorism. There has never been 
a real democracy in a Muslim nation. An “Islamic republic” 
is a contradiction in terms.

We are in a war to the death with the spirit behind Islam. 
What was unleashed on September 11, 2001, for all the world 
to watch as it happened was a horrific demonstration of the 
murderous spirit of Islam. It was a worldwide warning.

Jesus described Satan as a “murderer from the beginning 
… he is a liar and the father of lies” (John 8:44). Israel was 
chosen by God to give the world His Word (the Bible), and 
His Messiah, His Son, to redeem the world. Jesus is coming 
back to Jewish Jerusalem (See Zachariah 14:4 and Acts 
1:11) when the Jews will finally have received their Messiah 
(Romans 11: 26-27). Today many are already turning to Him. 
There are approximately 10,000 Messianic Jews in Israel.

Pharao, Haman, Herod, Hitler, Hizballah, and now Hamas 
(“violence” in Hebrew) have all tried to destroy Israel and 
God’s redemptive plan. (Why did the Palestinian Muslims 
support Hitler in World War II and Saddam Hussein in 
the Gulf War?) The murderous spirit behind Islam hates 
Israel because the Jews have been restored to their ancient 
homeland, which God gave them through an everlasting 
covenant. The goal of Islam is to annihilate Israel.

But God is watching over His Word to perform it. Those 
who attack Israel, “the apple of God’s eye,” “His anointed 
ones,” will be contending with Jehovah Tsevaot, “the Lord 
God of armies” (See Psalm 105: 7-15).

Muslim harvest

In the midst of God’s judgment upon Islam, there are also 
wonderful prophecies of the ingathering of a mighty harvest 
of Muslim souls. The entire vision of Obadiah is a picture of 
God’s judgment upon Edom. However, the prophet’s vision 
concludes with this marvelous promise: “The saviors [“those 
who have been saved”] shall come to Mount Zion to judge 
the mountains of Esau, and the kingdom shall be the Lord’s” 
(Obadiah 21). I see jihad warriors transformed into radicals 
for Jesus, and leading their own people to salvation. The Lord 
is saving a remnant outside their native countries and many 
will return home to evangelize their own Muslim people.

The Tabernacle of David

During the end-times all things will be restored, Jesus 
prophesied. One of the things that will be restored is “the 
tabernacle of David, which has fallen down” (Amos 9:11; 
Acts 15:16).  The tent (or booth) of David was where the 
king communed with the Lord. David sat (”remained”) 
before the Lord in the tent where the ark of His Presence 
stood (2 Samuel 7:18). The restored tabernacle of David 
also represents the descendants of David, his spiritual 
offspring who are warriors and worshippers, like the 
psalmist king. Amos prophesied that God was going to 
raise up the ruined tabernacle, and beautify it and complete 
it as in “the days of old” (Amos 9:11).

 Who will be the partakers of this restored intimacy with 
the Lord and the magnificent multi-ethnic worship released 
there? The biblical roots will be restored to the Church 
and Jews and Arabs will be worshipping Jesus together – 
as they are beginning to do here on Mount Carmel and in 
other places in Israel and along the Isaiah 19 “highway.” 
Not only will Arabs and Jews be in God’s “house of prayer 
for all nations” (Isaiah 56:7), but they will be joined by 
“all Gentiles who are called by My name” (Amos 9:12). 
This is where we are heading. And who will accomplish 
this mighty end-time work? It will be LORD Jehovah 
“who does this thing.”

I have been blessed to taste of the restored tabernacle 
of David with brothers and sisters from the Palestinian 
Authority, Syria, Lebanon, Turkey, Saudi Arabia, Bahrain, the 
Arab Emirates, Kuwait, Sudan, Nigeria, Kosovo, Malaysia, 
and Indonesia. I have also worshipped with my Egyptian 
brothers in Cairo. No demonic power will stop the fulfillment 
of the Elijah legacy of the “one new man in Christ.”

At the Jerusalem Council in Acts 15, the Jewish prophets 
Paul and Barnabas described how the Holy Spirit had been 
poured out upon the Gentiles.  James (“Jacob”) proclaimed 
that the prophesied restoration of the tabernacle of David 
had begun, “So that the rest of mankind may seek the LORD” 
(v.17). The salvation of the house of Israel and the remnant 
out of Islam is an eternal longing in the heart of God. Isaac 
and Ishmael will be one in the Father’s house. “Known to 
God from eternity are His works” (v.18).

“For He Himself is our peace, who has made both one 
[Jew and non-Jew}, and has broken down the middle wall of 
separation, having abolished in His flesh the enmity … so as 
to create in Himself one new man from the two, thus making 
peace” (Ephesians 2:14-15).

(David Davis is the Founder and Senior Pastor of Kehilat HaCarmel 
(Carmel Assembly) on Mount Carmel in northern Israel. Together with his 
wife, Karen, Beit Nitzachon (House of Victory) was founded, a rehabilitation 
center for Jews and Arabs in Haifa. www.carmel-assembly.org.il)

Source: The Elijah Legacy by David Davis, Bridge-Logos (www.
bridgelogos.com), Alachua, Florida 32615 USA, ISBN 978-0-88270-920-8
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Did God make a special way for  
Jews to be saved without believing in Jesus?

I wish that I could say, “Yes! God has made 
a special way for Jews to be saved without 

believing in Jesus.” After all, my wife and I 
are Jewish. Our families are Jewish. Many 
of our friends growing up were Jewish. 
To this day, I am in close, ongoing contact 
with religious Jews, and we have had many 
in-depth discussions about the things of 
God. They would tell me plainly that they 
love God deeply but they do not believe that 
Jesus is the Messiah. Isn’t there a way for 
them to be saved without faith in Yeshua?

Certainly, each individual, Jew and 
Gentile, will have to stand before God on 
his or her own, and we cannot claim to 
know the fate of every human being. But 
of this we can be sure: God has not made a 
special covenant with the Jewish people that 
allows them to be saved without Yeshua. 
The testimony of the Scriptures is clear.

Why, then, do some Christians teach 
that Jews can be saved without believing 
in Jesus? For some, it is primarily a 
sentimental issue. That is to say – in overly 
simplistic terms – they go to Israel, they 
see Jews praying at the Wailing Wall, they 
recognize that the Jews are the chosen 
people, they read about the Church’s past 
persecution of the Jews – in the name of 
Jesus no less – and they simply cannot 
imagine them being lost. After all, at certain 
times in history, it appears that the Jews 
have been far more righteous than the 
Christians! Isn’t it arrogant, then, to think 
that believers in Jesus are saved while these 
righteous Jews are lost? The unspeakable 
tragedy of the Holocaust has also made it 
difficult for many Christians to believe that 
Jews who do not believe in Yeshua will not 
be saved.

Others, however, base their views on a 
number of scriptural arguments, most of 
which boil down to the claim that God 
gave Israel the Mosaic covenant, and Jews 
who adhere to that covenant remain in right 
standing with the Lord. This is allegedly 
reinforced by Paul, who taught that “it 
is those who obey the law who will be 
declared righteous” and that there will be 
“glory, honor and peace for everyone who 
does good: first for the Jew, then for the 
Gentile” (Romans 2:13, 10), implying that 
Torah-keeping Jews will be accepted by the 
Lord as righteous.

These arguments, however, do not stand 
up to close scrutiny, and the overall message 
of the New Testament stands against this 
line of reasoning. Jesus told His fellow Jews 
that if they knew the Father, they would 
know Him also, and those who rejected Him 
rejected the Father as well (see John 14:6,7; 
Luke 10:16; John 5:36-47; cf. also 9:39-4). 
In keeping with this, John wrote that “he 
who has the Son has life; he who does not 
have the Son of God does not have life,” 
and that “no one who denies the Son has 
the Father; whoever acknowledges the Son 
has the Father also” (1 John 5:12; 2:23).

Repeatedly in the book of Acts, the 
Jewish apostles shared the Good News with 
their people, and repeatedly their message 
was rejected by many of their people. Did 
the apostles say, “Well, that’s not that big 
of a problem. You still have your own way 
to God.” No, Peter plainly stated to the 
Sanhedrin, the Jewish governing body, 
“Salvation is found in no one else, for there 
is no other name under heaven given to men 

by which we must be saved” (Acts 4:12 – 
yes, this verse was originally spoken by a 
Jewish man to a Jewish audience, not by a 
narrow-minded, fundamentalist preacher on 
TV). Paul, too, made himself clear when his 
people rejected the message of the Messiah: 
“We had to speak the word of God to you 
first. Since you reject it and do not consider 
yourselves worthy of eternal life, we now 
turn to the Gentiles” (Acts 13:46; this is 
basically how Acts ends; see Acts 28:16-
31). That’s why Paul had “great sorrow and 
unceasing anguish” in his heart: so many of 
his people were not saved (see Romans 9:2), 
including those whom he said were “zealous 
for God, but their zeal is not based on 
knowledge” (Romans 10:2). In fact, it was 
for those very people that he prayed (see 
Romans 10:1), “Since they did not know 
the righteousness that comes from God and 
sought to establish their own, they did not 
submit to God’s righteousness” (Romans 
10:3).

So, according to Paul, despite the religious 
zeal of the Jewish people, they failed to 
understand the gift of God’s righteousness 
and therefore “his heart’s desire and prayer 
to God for [them was] that they may be 
saved” (Romans 10:1). Let me repeat: Even 
Jewish people who are zealous for God 
(Romans 10:2) and are pursuing a law of 
righteousness (9:31; 10:3) are in need of 
salvation through Yeshua.

As for the notion that Jewish people can 
be saved by observing the Mosaic covenant, 
Paul wrote:

“Now we know that whatever the law 
says, it says to those who are under the law, 

so that every mouth may be silenced and 
the whole world held accountable to God. 
Therefore no one will be declared righteous 
in his sight by observing the law; rather, 
through the law we become conscious of 
sin.” (Romans 3:19-20).

“I do not set aside the grace of God, 
for if righteousness could be gained 
through the law, Christ died for nothing! ”  
(Galatians 2:21)

“All who rely on observing the law are 
under a curse, for it is written: “Cursed 
is everyone who does not continue to do 
everything written in the Book of the Law.” 
Clearly no one is justified before God by the 
law, because, “The righteous will live by 
faith.” (Galatians 3:10-11)

That is why, to the end of his life, Paul 
reached out to his people: He longed to see 
them saved. And that is why he was willing 
to suffer so much persecution from his own 
people, coming back again and again to 
share the Good News (see Acts 21-22; 2 
Corinthians 11:24).

It is also important to remember that, 
in Jesus, God made a new covenant with 
the house of Israel and the house of Judah 
(see Jeremiah 31:31-34; Luke 22:19-20; 
Hebrews 8:7-12), and, “By calling this 
covenant ‘new,’ he has made the first one 
obsolete; and what is obsolete and aging 
will soon disappear” (Hebrews 8:13). So, 
Israel’s way to God is through the New 
Covenant rather than the Mosaic covenant, 
a point made emphatically clear with the 
destruction of the Temple in A.D. 70, a 

destruction that has lasted to this day.
Jesus made it clear that He was the 

fulfillment of the Torah and Prophets (see 
Matthew 5:17-19), while the disciples 
recognized Him to be the one of whom 
Moses and the prophets spoke (see John 
1:45; Acts 3:24-26). After His resurrection, 
the Lord said to His disciples, “This is 
what I told you while I was still with 
you: Everything must be fulfilled that is 
written about me in the Law of Moses, the 
Prophets and the Psalms” (Luke 24:44), 
commissioning them to preach “repentance 
and forgiveness of sins . . . in his name to 
all nations, beginning at Jerusalem” (verse 
47).

All this means that Jesus is either the 
Messiah of the Jewish people or the Messiah 
of no people; He is either the Savior of 
everyone, Jew and Gentile alike, or the 
Savior of no one.

I personally agonize over these issues, 
wishing at times that somehow, almost 
everybody could just make it in, especially 
my own Jewish people. But I know that 
all of us fall infinitely short of God’s 
standards and that, without His mercy 
displayed in the cross, there is no hope for 
any of us, Jew and Gentile alike. And it is 
significant that religious Jews who come 
into a life-transforming faith in Yeshua do 
not simply say, “I had the same relationship 
with God before I believed, but now I just 
understand things a little better.” To the 
contrary, their normal response is, “Now 
I’ve found the truth! Now I really know 
God! Now my sins are forgiven!” That’s 
what happens when we enter into the New 
Covenant through Messiah’s blood.

How then should we view Jewish people 
who died without ever hearing the Gospel, 
especially those who were only exposed to 
a hypocritical, anti-Semitic “church”? We 
must leave their fate as individuals to God – 
just as we must do for all who died without 
hearing the Gospel – but we should not hold 
to the hope that somehow, they were still 
under the old covenant and were thereby 
good enough to become accepted by God. 
That is simply not true, as well-intended as 
it may be.

This much we know. Israel’s salvation 
matters dearly to the Lord, and to the extent 
that Christians share His heart for Israel 
and pray and intercede, to the extent that 
Christians better understand the Jewish roots 
of their faith and become more considerate 
in their witness, to that extent they can help 
bring the Good News to the lost sheep of 
the house of Israel, and to that extent they 
can help hasten the day in which “all Israel 
will be saved.”

May that day come quickly—even in our 
lifetimes! 

(Michael L. Brown is the founder and president of 
ICN Ministries and president and full-time faculty 
member of FIRE School of Ministry. He is the author 
of “Our Hands Are Stained With Blood” – The 
Tragic Story of the ‘Church’ and the Jewish People 
(Destiny Image), and “What Do Jewish People Think 
about Jesus?” – And Other Questions Christians 
Ask about Jewish Beliefs, Practices & History  
(www.chosenbooks.com). He has preached around 
the world and authored many more books on revival, 
holiness, radical discipleship and Jewish apologetics, 
along with scholarly works in Old Testament and 
Hebrew studies. 

By Michael L. Brown

photo@Isranet
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For far too long now it has been 
unfashionable in Europe to speak up 

for Israel. In the wake of the recent incident 
on board a ship full of anti-Israeli activists 
in the Mediterranean, it is hard to think of a 
more unpopular cause to champion.

In an ideal world, the assault by Israeli 
commandos on the Mavi Marmara would 
not have ended up with nine dead and 
a score wounded. In an ideal world, the 
soldiers would have been peacefully 
welcomed on to the ship. In an ideal world, 
no state, let alone a recent ally of Israel 
such as Turkey, would have sponsored and 
organised a flotilla whose sole purpose was 
to create an impossible situation for Israel: 
making it choose between giving up its 
security policy and the naval blockade, or 
risking the wrath of the world.

In our dealings with Israel, we must 
blow away the red mists of anger that too 
often cloud our judgment. A reasonable 
and balanced approach should encapsulate 
the following realities: first, the state of 
Israel was created by a decision of the 
UN. Its legitimacy, therefore, should not 
be in question. Israel is a nation with 
deeply rooted democratic institutions. It 
is a dynamic and open society that has 
repeatedly excelled in culture, science and 
technology.

Second, owing to its roots, history, and 
values, Israel is a fully fledged Western 
nation. Indeed, it is a normal Western 
nation, but one confronted by abnormal 
circumstances.

Uniquely in the West, it is the only 
democracy whose very existence has been 
questioned since its inception. In the first 
instance, it was attacked by its neighbours 
using the conventional weapons of war. 
Then it faced terrorism culminating in 
wave after wave of suicide attacks. Now, 
at the behest of radical Islamists and 

their sympathisers, it faces a campaign of 
delegitimisation through international law 
and diplomacy.

Sixty-two years after its creation, Israel is 
still fighting for its very survival. Punished 
with missiles raining from north and south, 
threatened with destruction by an Iran 
aiming to acquire nuclear weapons and 
pressed upon by friend and foe, Israel, it 
seems, is never to have a moment’s peace.

For years, the focus of Western attention 
has understandably been on the peace 
process between Israelis and Palestinians. 
But if Israel is in danger today and the whole 
region is slipping towards a worryingly 
problematic future, it is not due to the lack 
of understanding between the parties on 
how to solve this conflict. The parameters 
of any prospective peace agreement are 
clear, however difficult it may seem for 
the two sides to make the final push for a 
settlement.

The real threats to regional stability, 
however, are to be found in the rise of 

a radical Islamism which sees Israel’s 
destruction as the fulfillment of its religious 
destiny and, simultaneously in the case of 
Iran, as an expression of its ambitions for 
regional hegemony. Both phenomena are 
threats that affect not only Israel, but also 
the wider West and the world at large.

The core of the problem lies in the 
ambiguous and often erroneous manner 
in which too many Western countries are 
now reacting to this situation. It is easy to 
blame Israel for all the evils in the Middle 
East. Some even act and talk as if a new 
understanding with the Muslim world could 
be achieved if only we were prepared to 
sacrifice the Jewish state on the altar. This 
would be folly.

Israel is our first line of defence in 
a turbulent region that is constantly at 
risk of descending into chaos; a region 
vital to our energy security owing to our 
overdependence on Middle Eastern oil; a 
region that forms the front line in the fight 
against extremism. If Israel goes down, we 
all go down. To defend Israel’s right to exist 
in peace, within secure borders, requires a 
degree of moral and strategic clarity that too 
often seems to have disappeared in Europe. 
The United States shows worrying signs of 
heading in the same direction.

The West is going through a period of 
confusion over the shape of the world’s 
future. To a great extent, this confusion is 
caused by a kind of masochistic self-doubt 
over our own identity; by the rule of 
political correctness; by a multiculturalism 
that forces us to our knees before others; 
and by a secularism which, irony of ironies, 
blinds us even when we are confronted 
by jihadis promoting the most fanatical 
incarnation of their faith. To abandon Israel 
to its fate, at this moment of all moments, 
would merely serve to illustrate how far we 
have sunk and how inexorable our decline 

now appears.
This cannot be allowed to happen. 

Motivated by the need to rebuild our own 
Western values, expressing deep concern 
about the wave of aggression against 
Israel, and mindful that Israel’s strength is 
our strength and Israel’s weakness is our 
weakness, I have decided to promote a new 
Friends of Israel initiative with the help of 
some prominent people, including David 
Trimble, Andrew Roberts, John Bolton, 
Alejandro Toledo (the former President 
of Peru), Marcello Pera (philosopher and 
former President of the Italian Senate), 
Fiamma Nirenstein (the Italian author and 
politician), the financier Robert Agostinelli 
and the Catholic intellectual George Weigel.

It is not our intention to defend any 
specific policy or any particular Israeli 
government. The sponsors of this initiative 
are certain to disagree at times with 
decisions taken by Jerusalem. We are 
democrats, and we believe in diversity.

What binds us, however, is our unyielding 
support for Israel’s right to exist and to 
defend itself. For Western countries to side 
with those who question Israel’s legitimacy, 
for them to play games in international 
bodies with Israel’s vital security issues, for 
them to appease those who oppose Western 
values rather than robustly to stand up in 
defence of those values, is not only a grave 
moral mistake, but a strategic error of the 
first magnitude.

Israel is a fundamental part of the West. 
The West is what it is thanks to its Judeo-
Christian roots. If the Jewish element of 
those roots is upturned and Israel is lost, 
then we are lost too. Whether we like it or 
not, our fate is inextricably intertwined.

(José María Aznar was prime minister of Spain 
between 1996 and 2004)

(Source: TimesPlus.co.uk)

The international community is sticking to the line that 
the Gaza Strip is a land of destitution where famine 

grips nearly every family. Comparisons with World War II 
concentration camps are popular.

But one of the results of the recent failed “humanitarian 
aid” flotilla to Gaza is that more and more journalists and 
researches are looking into the Gaza situation and finding it 
doesn’t really reflect what is being written about it.

The National Post correspondent Tom Gross discovered 
gourmet restaurants and Olympic-sized swimming pools in 
Gaza. Lt. Col. (ret.) Jonathan D. Halevi of the Institute for 
Contemporary Affairs has compiled a comprehensive report 
on the situation in Gaza including several quotes from the 
mainstream and Arab press that acknowledge Gaza is not 
starving, and is no worse off than anywhere else in the Middle 
East.

In a June 3 report, Janine Zacharia of the Washington Post 
wrote, “If you walk down Gaza City’s main thoroughfare 
– Salah al-Din Street – grocery stores are stocked 
wall-too-wall with everything from fresh Israeli yogurts 
and hummus to Cocoa Puffs smuggled in from Egypt. 
Pharmacies look as well-supplied as a typical Rite Aid in 
the United States.”

Earlier in the year, the Palestinian Bethlehem-based news 
agency Ma’an reported that “Gaza markets are saturated 
with goods.”

To drive home the point, Halevi included a list provided by 
Israel’s Coordinator of Government Activities in the Territories 
of what Israel sent into Gaza in 2009 (in addition to what was 
smuggled in or brought in by private business concerns):

Health: 4,883 tons of medical equipment and medicines 
entered Gaza that year in coordination with the Palestinian 
Authority and international agencies;

Electricity: Israel continued to supply electricity to Gaza 
from its power plant in Ashkelon. In addition, 41 truckloads 
of equipment were transferred for the maintenance of the 
electrical system in Gaza. Between April and October 2009, 
Siemens carried out maintenance work on the power system 
in Gaza, to which more than 100 million liters of diesel fuel 
were delivered for its operation.

Communications: 45 truckloads of communication 
equipment were sent to Gaza at the request of the 
Palestinian Authority.

Water and sewage: 95 truckloads of equipment for water 
and sewage systems, as well as 3,720 tons of chloride for 
water purification, were transferred during 2009.

The private sector: 77 percent of the contents of trucks 
sent into Gaza in 2009 were for the private sector. 257 
Palestinian businessmen exited Gaza to Israel, the West 
Bank, and abroad. 10,871 head of cattle were transferred to 
Gaza, mainly for the Ramadan and Eid al-Adha holidays. In 
preparation for winter, 3,607 tons of glass for windows was 
transferred to Gaza.

Money: Over NIS 1.1 billion (approximately $300 
million) was transferred to Gaza in 2009 to fund salaries and 
the activities of international organizations. In addition, NIS 
40 million (approximately $10 million) in worn banknotes 
were replaced.

Humanitarian aid: 141,390 tons of humanitarian aid 
were transferred by the international community through 
Israel, including 115,043 tons of food and 2,990 tons of 
medicines and medical equipment.

UNRWA: 3,282,000 liters of fuel and diesel were 
transferred for use by UNRWA. In addition, special 
equipment for summer camps, including swimming pools, ice 
cream machines, musical instruments, and sports equipment 

were transferred to UNRWA.
Agricultural export: The export of flowers and 

strawberries was approved as part of a joint project with 
the government of the Netherlands. Since the beginning 
of the project, more than 7 million flowers and 54 tons of 
strawberries were exported.

Israel does indeed maintain a firm blockade of the Gaza 
Strip in order to deny its Hamas rulers goods that could be 
used in the manufacture of weapons of war. But Israel is not 
restricting the entry of other goods, and is in fact facilitating 
the transfer of massive amounts of humanitarian aid every 
day – goods that the residents of Gaza are receiving for free, 
that is if Hamas would stop stealing them.

Halevi also responded to claims that even if Israel’s 
blockade is not causing starvation, it has essentially created 
a well-stocked prison for 1.5 million Palestinians. Halevi 
noted that the border crossings of Gaza are not nor have 
they ever been closed to either the exit or entry of local 
Palestinians. Of course, since foreign nations sit on the other 
side of those crossings, coordination with their authorities 
is required, but that is not different than the citizen of any 
other nation requiring a visa to visit a neighboring state.

Over the past five years, Israel and Egypt have approved 
98 percent of permit requests to cross the Gaza border. In 
2009, 10,544 Palestinians left Gaza for medical treatment in 
Israel, 147 students went abroad for studies, 374 Christians 
left Gaza to celebrate Christmas in Israel and Bethlehem, and 
Gaza-based members of the Palestinian soccer team regularly 
exited the coastal strip to participate in matches with foreign 
teams. The very few rejections are the only cases that receive 
media coverage, however.

(Source: israel today)

Israel: Free Nations Best Ally in Middle East

More evidence Gaza is not starving

By José María Aznar 

By Ryan Jones

José Maria Aznar
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By Jamie Glazov – Frontpage Magazine’s editor

Symposium: The Fear that Wilders is Right

A distinguished panel discusses the question: What 
psychological impulses and neuroses prevent people 

from objectively considering whether or not Islam 
is a religion of peace? In other words: Why the rigid 
disinclination to even consider the evidence that suggests 
that someone like Geert Wilders might be right?

The panel guests are:
Roger L. Simon, the author of ten novels, including the 

eight prize-winning Moses Wine detective novels. which 
have been published in many editions and translated in 
over a dozen languages. The author of Blacklisting Myself: 
A Hollywood Apostate in an Age of Terror, he is the 
co-founder and CEO of Pajamas Media.

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

Robert Spencer, a scholar of Islamic 
history, theology, and law and the 
director of Jihad Watch. He is the 
author of hundreds of articles about 
jihad and Islamic terrorism, and many 
books including the New York Times 

Bestsellers The Politically Incorrect Guide to Islam (and 
the Crusades) and The Truth About Muhammad and his 
his latest book, The Complete Infidel’s Guide to the Koran. 
He is coauthor (with Pamela Geller) of the forthcoming 
book The Post-American Presidency: The Obama 
Administration’s War on America.

FP: Roger Simon, Robert Spencer and Kevin Levin, 
welcome to Frontpage Symposium.

Today we witness the blatant desperation in our culture 
and media for a “moderate Islam” – an Islam that many 
non-Muslims vehemently insist exists, but that mysteriously 
eludes them. This moderate Islam will make everything 
better, we are told, once the “extremists,” who are the 
“minority” in Islam, will be sedated. This sedation will be 
most easily achieved, the argument continues, when the 
Islamophobes stop blaming Islam after Islamic terrorists 
point to Islamic scriptures in explaining what inspired them 
to perpetrate their terrorist attacks.

Meanwhile, in terms of the planet that we happen to be 
occupying, a “moderate Islam” is nowhere to be found; 
no school of Islamic jurisprudence exists that counsels 
Muslims to renounce the Qur’an’s teachings on Islamic 
supremacism and the obligation of violent jihad. And yet, to 
suggest the truth of this reality in our culture gets one only 
the accusation of being a racist and an “Islamophobe.”

Roger Simon, let me begin with you. What do you think 
of this phenomenon? You recently wrote a profound piece 
at Pajamas that touched on one of its crucial foundations. 
In analyzing why the likes of Glenn Beck and Charles 
Krauthammer have attacked Geert Wilders, you interpreted 
that these conservative individuals, from whom we might 
have expected something different on this score, are, what 
it all comes down to it, rejecting Wilders because they are 
afraid that he might be right.

Share your angle on this with us.

Simon: Although I have tremendous respect for my 
colleagues in this symposium, I can’t imagine anything 
more depressing to write about or to discuss.  The world 
is in a horrible Catch-22 and Geert Wilders is the ultimate 
“canary in a coal mine” for trying to tell the truth about it.

Islam is an almost unsolvable conundrum.  How do 
you deal with a religion with a billion adherents that is 
expansionist in ideology and threatens to kill its apostates?   
How do you get a reformation of that religion when its holy 
book, from which those dictums come, is reputed to be 
dictated verbatim by God and is therefore immutable?  Talk 
about “inconvenient truths,” these are about as inconvenient 
as they get. No wonder they are buried from the discussion 
and ignored.  We in the West live in a society that cannot even 
begin to wrap its mind around that.  I know – it’s hard for me.

So where does that leave Wilders?  I believe that 
consciously or unconsciously those who brand him as 

excessive, or even racist, are living in fear that he may be 
right.  They have to hate Wilders, because if he is correct, 
their whole world disintegrates.  Who would want that?

He and the small group like him have therefore morphed 
into our clearest contemporary examples of those poor 
Greek messengers to be killed for bringing the bad 
news. A salient recent example is Nicholas Kristof’s 
unhinged attack on Ayaan Hirsi Ali in the New York 
Times Book Review – a supposed liberal going off on 
a woman who had a cliterodectomy for daring to dwell 
on how women were oppressed in the Islamic world. 
It’s almost pathological. Another recent example are the 
similarly unhinged attacks on Israel over the Gaza flotilla 
incident while completely ignoring vastly more horrific 
acts occurring in the Muslim world on an almost daily 
basis.  We dare not insult them lest they go mad.

It’s almost as if the world has become a giant 
dysfunctional family, enabling their huge Muslim branch 
to remain besotted – or drugged out – on sub-Medieval 
ideology. And the situation is getting worse.  The principle 
bastion of hope of reformation of the Islamic world – 
Turkey – made its turn back toward fundamentalism years 
ago now.

So again, where does that leave Wilders?  One lonely 
canary.  We have to support him, but I’m not optimistic. I 
hope my colleagues are.

FP: Thank you Roger Simon. Kenneth Levin your 
thoughts? A species of the Oslo syndrome is involved in 
this phenomenon right?

Levin: I do see a form of the Oslo Syndrome operating 
here. In the Oslo agreements, Israel embraced Yasir Arafat 
and his PLO as its “peace partner” even as Arafat and 
those around him were making clear, in word and deed, 
that their goal remained Israel’s annihilation. In looking 
at Israel’s self-destructive Oslo policies, I discussed the 
phenomenon of segments within a minority population 
that is under siege – whether the situation be a minority 
marginalized, denigrated and otherwise attacked by the 
surrounding majority within a polity, or a small state under 
constant assault by larger neighbors – commonly embracing 
the indictments of their enemies, however bigoted or absurd 
or murderous those indictments. They delude themselves 
that by doing so, and promoting concomitant self-reform 
and concessions, their enemies will be appeased and grant 
them peace.

While most common among minorities at risk, the 
same phenomenon can be seen within large and powerful 
populations faced with new and dangerous external threats. 
This became obvious in the United States after 9/11.

The perpetrators of 9/11 and their myriad supporters 
quickly made clear their objective of imposing their Islamist 
rule worldwide and their comprehension of doing so as a 
religious duty. Yet many in America sought, and continue 
to seek, to recast the threat, to rationalize it, and to urge 
policies aimed at appeasing Islamist leaders and followers 
in the delusional hope of thereby extricating the nation from 
the dangers it faces.

Geert Wilders argues that Islamofascism derives directly 
from Islamic teachings, including Koranic exhortations. His 
movie, Fitna, advancing this argument, is unimpeachable 
in its citations of Islamic scripture and in its images of 
Islamofascism on the march. That those who oppose 

him are motivated in large part by a wish to appease the 
purveyors of the Islamist threat is indicated by the fact 
that the negative responses to Wilders have focused not 
on rebutting his arguments but on demonizing him and 
using anti-democratic means to silence him. As Roger 
Simon suggests, they are compelled to hate Wilders because 
they so want to cling to their delusional denial of the threat.

The ugly, perverse, self-destructive nature of the assault 
on Wilders, and the necessity to defend him, have been 
articulated by many. Particularly noteworthy is the stance 
of Daniel Pipes, in that Pipes disagrees with some of the 
substance of Wilders’ arguments, believing in the possibility 
of a moderate Islam, but has forcefully supported Wilders 
and attacked the shoddy treatment to which he has been 
subjected, the anti-democratic efforts to silence him and 
punish him through the courts, and the broad movement – 
as illustrated in the indictments of Wilders - to quash free 
discussion of the nature of the Islamist war being waged 
against the West. Pipes has stated that Wilders’ unique 
confronting of the Islamist challenge – pursued without the 
baggage of neo-Fascist, nativist, or conspiricist extremism 
that have characterized some others in Europe decrying 
Islamic inroads – has rendered him the most important 
European alive today.

Beyond the unconscionable attempts to silence Wilders, 
there are other indications, both in Europe and America, 
that the hostility directed against him is motivated primarily 
by a wish to deny the threats we face and to appease its 
agents. Thus, in both Europe and the U.S., we have a huge 
chorus of officials insisting Islam is a religion of peace, 
They insist that Islamist forces pursuing a war of world 
conquest have “hijacked” the religion and that the vast 
majority of Muslims are peace-loving and tolerant. Yet 
these same officials give virtually no public support to 
those - too few - Muslims within their nations who at once 
declare themselves to be believing Muslims and do speak 
out forcefully against Islamofascism. On the contrary, such 
people are typically ignored and government outreach is 
almost invariably directed to individuals and groups linked 
to Islamist, hatred-promoting agendas.

In the U.S., for example, how much government attention 
or acknowledgement or support has been given to the 
likes of Zuhdi Jasser, an Arizona physician and believing 
Muslim who has dedicated himself to attacking the bigoted, 
hateful voices that have come to dominate Islamic 
institutions in America? Even if one is convinced that 
Jasser and like-minded individuals are pursuing a hopeless 
course because their interpretation of Islam is so starkly at 
odds with the religion’s seminal texts and seminal message, 
one would still have to believe it makes sense for the nation 
to give such people all the support it can in advancing 
their perspectives. But in fact, Jasser and those like him 
have been essentially ignored by American officialdom 
and it is the allies of the Islamists who are courted and 
feted by officials at every level of government, including 
law enforcement agencies.

One can argue there is often a more venal motive 
behind this phenomenon. Saudi Arabia is the prime financier 
of Muslim extremism in the U.S., including of education 
in bigotry – particularly anti-Jewish and anti-Christian 
bigotry - in U.S. mosques and Islamic schools, and Saudi 
Arabia is pandered to because of its oil wealth and its 
readiness to use its prodigious financial resources to win 
official tolerance of its intolerant message. But if officials 
and others looked honestly at the existential threats we face 
from Islamofascism, the likelihood is they would be less 
inclined to politics as usual and to being swayed against 
defensive measures by Saudi blandishments. The impact of 
the Saudi role is a reflection of widespread official averting 
of eyes from the nature of the threat.

One can also argue that much of the Western 
accommodationist reaction to the Islamist threat, and desire 
to silence Wilders’ message, are a product of Western 
leftist orthodoxy. The combination of hostility towards the 
West, moral relativism, and boosterism regarding virtually 
anything non-Western or anti-Western – all seminal 
doctrines of the contemporary leftist catechism – inevitably 
leads to denial of, or excuses for, or even defense of, the 
Islamist challenge.

Continued on page 13

Geert Wilders
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Terrorizing Muslim Women

The silence is deafening around the world in regards 
to the inhumanity and brutality of Sharia towards 

women. Most of the activism against stoning, flogging 
and abuse of women under Sharia is heard from former 
Muslim women, like myself, and a few others in the West 
who dare to expose the truth.

Muslim women have no choice but to abide by Sharia, 
since rejecting it is grounds for the charge of apostasy, 
punishable by death. Having been exposed to Sharia 
for centuries, Muslim women have learned convoluted 
coping mechanisms to avoid Sharia’s wrath. Engaging 
in their own form of Stockholm Syndrome, most Muslim 
women publicly defend the very laws that enslave them. 
Even Obama’s advisor on Islamic affairs, Dalia Mujahed, 
stated that Sharia is “misunderstood.” Muslim women end 
up as the guardians of their own jails. It is women who 
often report younger girls who refuse to wear the head 
cover, and some wives cover up for the honor killing of 
a daughter by their husband or son. Many have accepted 
their inferior status and wear it as a badge of honor.

That is why there is no significant grass-roots feminist 
movement in the Muslim world today. Muslim feminists 
are routinely accused of apostasy — with its death penalty 
hanging over their heads. The only feminist movements 
to speak of in the Muslim world occurred during British 
colonial rule and, on a smaller scale, when the French 
conquered Egypt in 1798. By the end of the British rule, 
feminism ended inside the Muslim world.

Many Muslims claim that “Islam honors women” just 
as they claim that Islam is a “Religion of Peace.” The 
truth however, is just the opposite. Islam does not honor 
women, but rather holds their very lives in absolute 
bondage.

America must outlaw Sharia from ever being practiced 
by anyone on American soil. If we fail to do this, if we 
permit Sharia to creep into our legal system, we might 
as well say goodbye to our freedom. Here are just a few 
examples of what Muslim women must live under:

[1] There is no age limit for marriage of girls under 
Sharia. A man can pay a dowry and sign a marriage 
contract with parents of a toddler girl and consummate 
the marriage at age 9. Recent cases in Yemen and Saudi 
Arabia exposed this tragedy when 8-year-old girls filed 

for divorce from their over 50-year-old husbands. Not 
one Muslim authority challenged the Saudi marriage high 
official, Dr. Ahmad Al Mubi, who stated in 2008, in an 
interview that aired on LBC TV: “There is no minimal 
age for entering marriage. The Prophet Muhammad is the 
model we follow.”

[2] Islamic law states: “a Muslim will not be punished 
for killing an adulterer.” Islam, therefore, encourages 
honor killing of women. Since men have more sexual 
rights than women in Islam, it becomes harder to catch 
a man committing adultery. Thus women become more 
susceptible to becoming the victims of the above law, 
which allows vigilante street justice against adulterous 
women. I have never heard a Friday sermon stating that 
honor killing is forbidden in no uncertain terms.

[3] A rebellious wife is one who “answers her husband 
coldly” or refuses to go to bed with him.  Rebelliousness 
on the part of the wife nullifies the husband’s obligation 
to support her and gives him permission to beat her (Shafi 
Law m10 and m11 p. 541-2). The Prophet said: “A man 
will not be asked as to why he beat his wife”.– Sunaan 
Abu Dawud, 11.2142

[4] Divorce is only in the hands of the husband and is 
as easy as verbally saying, “I divorce you.” Thus the wife 
is divorced whether the husband had the intention to do it 
or not. Law n3.2 p 559.

[5] There is no community property between husband 
and wife in Islam. A Muslim wife would be lucky to 
inherit 20% from her husband. A man’s property after his 
death is not given to his wife, but is divided among many 
members of the family such as his parents, other wives; 
sons take double what daughters get.

[6] A man has the right to have up to 4 wives. Polygamy 
is not just a right, but loyalty to one wife is discouraged. 
Mohammed said: “The best Muslims had the largest 
number of wives,” Bukhari 7.62.7.  A Muslim man does 
not vow loyalty to his bride in the marriage ceremony 
and the bride must not expect it. In the Muslim marriage 
contract itself, the husband is asked to give name and 
address of wife number 1, 2 and 3 if any. (See a copy of 
the Muslim marriage contract in my book, chapter 2 of 
Cruel and Usual Punishment).

By Nonie Darwish

There is an article floating all over the Internet,  
“Joys of Muslim Women,” which discusses the horrific truth  

about how Islam legally treats women. The article claims to have  
been written by me, but that is false: I am not the author.  

Let me use this occasion, however, to set a few matters straight:

But even among those whose ideological allegiances 
weigh against looking honestly at the nature of the threat, 
there were many individuals who responded to 9/11, and the 
additional terror that followed on the atrocities of that day, 
and the declarations of Islamofascism’s leaders and minions, 
by reevaluating their leftist ideology and abandoning their old 
verities for a saner comprehension of the realities we face. 
Those who continue day after day to cling to their delusions 
regarding the nature of the threat do so by persisting, day 
after day – out of a desperate desire to believe reality to 
be otherwise, to believe the threat can be wished away or 
rationalized away or appeased away – to continue averting 
their eyes from the nature of the challenge.

FP: Robert Spencer, your thoughts on the need to hate 
Wilders so one can cling to one’s delusional denial of the 
threat we face? What do you think of Roger Simon’s and 
Kenneth Levin’s perspectives?

You bring a personal aspect to this as well, because your 
name can substitute Wilders in our own culture. You are 
very much hated for telling the truth that many people 
simply cannot accept, because the consequences are just 
too frightening and depressing. Share your thoughts with 
us on this phenomenon and also your personal experience 
with being a Wilders figure in our own society.

Spencer: Jamie, Roger Simon is quite right that 
those who call Wilders “excessive, or even racist…
have to hate Wilders, because if he is correct, their whole 
world disintegrates.” Although I am no Geert Wilders, 
I’ve encountered this phenomenon many times: people 
essentially admitting that they don’t want to face up to 
the truths that Wilders and others enunciate because they 
believe the implications of those truths are simply too 
terrible to contemplate. I was told several years ago that 
the editorial board of a major American publication, when 
asked to do a profile on me and feature my writing, turned 
down the proposal because if what I was saying were 
true, “the U.S. would find itself at war with every Muslim 
country in the world.”

I don’t accept that as a natural outcome of what I say, but 
I find interesting the open avowal of the idea that what I 
say about Islam and jihad simply cannot be true, because 
if it were, the implications would be too disturbing to 
contemplate – and so therefore it must be false, or at least 
should be ignored! I encountered this again in a debate with 
a professor of Islamic studies at a significant American 
university, whose opening gambit in response to my initial 
presentation was to tell the audience that if what I said were 
true, it would be very depressing – as if that were sufficient 
to establish its falsity.

Contributing to the persistence of this unreality is 
something that Kenneth Levin alludes to – the fact 
that “the negative responses to Wilders have focused 
not on rebutting his arguments but on demonizing him 
and using anti-democratic means to silence him.” That 
demonization is a tested and true weapon in the Islamic 
supremacist arsenal, as well as that of the Left (here is yet 
more evidence confirming your own thesis, Jamie, in your 
excellent book, United in Hate), and it is so frequently 
employed because it is so very effective. There are so many 
spineless conformists on the Right in America – they are 
very easily cowed by charges that someone is a “racist,” 
or a “bigot,” or even worse, an “Islamophobe,” and maybe 
even a secret “neo-Nazi.”

It doesn’t matter if there is absolutely nothing to these 
charges (and in the case of Wilders and others thus charged 
and shunned, including my colleague and coauthor Pamela 
Geller and myself, there isn’t); for many prominent 
mainstream “conservatives,” the charges themselves are 
enough. They will shun any contact or association with 
people who have been thus tarred. They are thoughtless and 
cowardly enough to run in the other direction at the mere 
suggestion of a taint, often without even investigating the 
case themselves. They don’t seem to realize that by doing 
this they’re playing the Leftist/Islamic supremacist game 
– effectively allowing the opposition to define the terms 
of the debate, choose the playing field, and make the rules. 
And that, it goes without saying, is a sure path to defeat.

Jamie Glazov holds a Ph.D. in History with a specialty  
in Russian, U.S. and Canadian foreign policy. He is the author 
of Canadian Policy Toward Khrushchev’s Soviet Union and 
is the co-editor (with David Horowitz) of The Hate America 
Left. His new book is United in Hate: The Left’s Romance with 
Tyranny and Terror. Email him at jamieglazov11@gmail.com.
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By Rabbi Benjamin Blech

The Curse of Plenty – Why Israel wasn’t blessed with an abundance of oil

Israel: A Normal Country

Jews used to joke in a semi-serious sigh, if only Moses 
would’ve had a better sense of direction and turned 

right instead of left, we could have been heirs to all those 
precious oilfields in the Middle East. Instead we got Israel, 
and the most even God could say about it is that it’s a land 
flowing with milk and honey.

If we are really God’s chosen people, why did He allot the 
most valuable natural resources to our neighbors? Why did 
the Arabs get the oil while we got stuck with so much sand 
and desert?

It’s a puzzle that has perplexed us for years. But thanks 
to some remarkable findings by economists and social 
scientists, we’ve discovered an answer: it was divine 
providence that protected us from what Richard Auty labels 
“the curse of natural resources.”

It seems, as a great deal of research now proves, countries 
rich in natural resources bear a burden that ends up stifling 
real growth and prosperity for its people. As counter 
intuitive as it may seem, there is a link between abundance 
of natural resources and poor economic development. 
Petroleum producing countries are an excellent example. 
From 1965 to 1998 gross national product per capita in 
OPEC countries decreased on average by 1.3% while in 
the rest of the developing world per capita growth was on 
average 2.2%.

It is precisely in the countries that are beneficiaries of 
the largest resources that poverty and misery reign as war 
and violence run rampant. Oxford professor and World 
Bank economist Paul Collier has calculated the probability 
of civil war in such countries. His conclusion is that in a 
country that doesn’t dispose of substantial natural resources, 
the risk is only as high as a half-percent. In countries that 
depend mainly on natural resources, on the other hand, 
the probability rises to 23 percent. Raw materials are “the 
most significant risk factor” for a community, according 
to Collier -- more important than historical, geographic or 
ethnic factors.

Terry Lynn Karl, a political science professor at Stanford 
University and the author of The Paradox of Plenty shows 
how the populations of poor countries like Nigeria often 
get poorer after oil is discovered and a tiny elite benefits. 
“Countries with a history of conflict,” he writes, “have 
perverse effects from mineral wealth -- more war, more 
corruption, less democracy and more inequality.”

In the past few weeks commentators have discussed the 
effects of this “curse of plenty” as it looms in the future 
for Afghanistan. Taking everyone by surprise it’s just been 

discovered that there is approximately a $1 trillion worth 
of minerals beneath this seeming wasteland. So what does 
this mean for the country and its inhabitants? Many experts 
in third world resource politics argue that almost certainly 
it portends only bad things to come. Warlords and tribal 
chieftains will almost surely now have reason to fight for 
many decades to come because the treasures of victory are 
so enticing. A land flowing with titanium is not destined for 
tranquility.

And it isn’t only conflict over newfound wealth that 
explains why a surfeit of natural resources so often ends up 
being a curse instead of a blessing. When countries have 
riches readily available just for the taking under their feet 
they are not really motivated to make maximum use of their 
brains. Ingenuity is the product of need; resourcefulness, 
initiative and inventiveness are the ways people who have 
to struggle for prosperity grow to greatness.

Countries are a lot like people. Children born into 
extreme wealth, never having had to exert themselves to be 
surrounded by luxury, all too often end up as nonproductive 
playboys who contribute nothing to the world round about 
them. They live life as parasites, reaping the benefits of 
unearned riches without feeling the need to make any 
personal payments or contributions in return. Small wonder 
that two of the richest men in the world, Warren Buffett and 
Bill Gates, have made clear they want to give away most 
of their fortunes during their lifetime so that they do not 

burden their children with what they’ve called “the curse of 
having too much.”

So too, countries whose gifts of natural resources are so 
plentiful that not much is expected of its inhabitants don’t 
encourage their people to develop as productive human 
beings. Their wealth dooms them to human stagnation. Easy 
money creates lazy people. Affluence without effort is a 
surefire recipe for the decline of a people, a culture and a 
civilization.

Just imagine if in 1948 Jews would have come to a land 
welcoming them with the oil reserves of their neighboring 
Saudi Arabia. We would never have seen the creation of the 
country that is a world leader in so many areas of scientific 
achievement, of medical breakthroughs, of pioneering 
accomplishments that are nothing short of miraculous. 
Without oil, Israelis realized that they had to earn their 
bread by the sweat of their brows -- and their brows of 
course were the place they kept their brains.

That’s why, in retrospect, the greatest blessing of Israel 
is that it wasn’t cursed with an overabundance of resources 
that would make intelligence and brainpower unnecessary. 
All God chose to give us were milk and honey. Not because 
these are the two most valuable items in the world but 
because they are the metaphors for the true blessings of life.

Milk is the first food we imbibed from our mothers. It 
came as an expression of the greatest love possible, a gift 
of self. And what it gave us that made it so precious was 
that it fulfilled our most basic wants. As a child every one 
of us was content with milk. Only as we grew older did we 
confuse greed with need. God gave us a land “flowing with 
milk” to remind us that out of his great love He made sure 
we wouldn’t ever be deprived of what is really essential for 
our well-being.

And then God made the Promised Land grant his people 
the gift of abundant honey -- the symbol of sweetness that 
makes life worth living. Material blessings don’t necessarily 
bring joy. Millions of dollars don’t automatically assure 
blissful lives. The land of Israel however was granted the 
divine ability to make its inhabitants happy.

Human beings need lives of meaning. Sweet lives are the 
result of spiritual fulfillment. So God promises us that he 
will nurse us with the milk of his mother love and sustain 
us with the honeyed sweetness of his constant care and 
concern.

And who wouldn’t trade that for all the oil in the world?

(Source: aish.com)

Hostility to the Jews has been a stain 
on the Western world’s honor for 

centuries.
Israel is a Western democracy and a 

normal country. Nonetheless, Israel has faced 
abnormal circumstances since its inception. 
In fact, Israel is the only Western democracy 
whose existence has been questioned by 
force, and whose legitimacy is still being 
questioned independently of its actions.

The recent flotilla crisis in the 
Mediterranean provided yet another 
occasion for Israel’s detractors to renew 
their frenzied campaign. It was so even 
before the facts of that tragic incident 
had come to light. Eyes were blind to the 
reasons why Israel had to respond to the 
Gaza flotilla’s clear provocation.

Because we believe Israel is subjected 
to unfair treatment, and are convinced 
that defending Israel means defending the 
values that made and sustain our Western 
civilization, we have decided to launch 
the Friends of Israel Initiative. Our goal 
is to bring reason and decency back to the 
discussion about Israel. We are an eclectic 
group, coming from different countries 
and holding different opinions on a range 
of issues. It goes without saying that we 
do not speak for the State of Israel and we 

do not defend every course of action that it 
decides upon. We are united, however, by 
the following beliefs, principles and aims:

First, Israel is a normal, Western 
democracy and should be treated as 
such. Its parliamentary system, legal 
traditions, education and scientific research 
facilities, and cultural achievements are as 
fundamental to it as to any other Western 
society. Indeed, in some of these areas, 
Israel is a world leader.

Second, attempts to question Israel’s basic 
legitimacy as a Jewish state in the Middle 
East are unacceptable to people who support 
liberal democratic values. The State of Israel 
was founded in the wake of United Nations 
Resolution 181, passed in 1947. It also 
arose out of an unbroken Jewish connection 
to the land that stretches back thousands of 
years. Israel does not derive its legitimacy, 
as some claim, from sympathy over the 
Holocaust. Instead, it derives legitimacy from 
international law and from the same right to 
self-determination claimed by all nations.

Third, as a fully legitimate member of the 
international community, Israel’s basic right 
to self-defense should not be questioned. 
Nor should it be forgotten that Israel faces 
unique security threats—from terror groups 
such as Hezbollah and Hamas, and from an 

Iran seeking nuclear weapons.
United Nations condemnations of Israel 

arising from last year’s Goldstone Report on 
the recent war in Gaza, for example, ignore 
the security challenges that Israel faces. All 
democracies should oppose such campaigns, 
which ultimately undermine the legitimacy 
not merely of Israel but of the U.N. itself.

Fourth, we must never forget that Israel 
is on our side in the battle against Islamism 
and terror. Israel stands on the front line of 
that fight as a bulwark of Judeo-Christian 
values. The belief that the democratic 
world can sacrifice Israel in order to 
placate Islamism is profoundly wrong and 
dangerous. Appeasement failed in the 1930s 
and it will fail today.

Fifth, attempts by people of good faith 
to facilitate peace between Israel and the 
Palestinians are always to be supported. 
But outsiders should beware of attempting 
to impose their own solutions. Israelis and 
Palestinians should know how to build a 
viable peace on their own. We can help 
them, but we cannot force them.

Sixth, we must be alive to the dangers 
that the campaign against Israel poses in 
reawakening anti-Semitism. Hostility to 
the Jews has been a stain on the Western 
world’s honor for centuries. It is a matter of 

basic self-respect that we actively confront 
and oppose new manifestations of an old 
and ugly problem.

The Friends of Israel Initiative has come 
together to encourage men and women of 
goodwill to reconsider their attitudes toward 
the Jewish state, and to relocate those 
attitudes inside the best of Western traditions 
rather than the worst. We urge them to 
recognize that it is in our own best interests 
that an increasingly jaded relationship 
between Israel and many of the world’s 
other liberal democracies is rescued and 
reinvigorated before it is too late for us all.

The above statement has been signed by 
Jose Maria Aznar, former prime minister of 
Spain; Mr. Trimble, a former first minister 
of Northern Ireland; Mr. Bolton, a former 
U.S. ambassador to the U.N.; Mr. Toledo, 
a former president of Peru; Mr. Pera, a 
former president of the Italian Senate;  
Mr. Roberts, a British historian; Ms. 
Nirenstein vice-president of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs in the Italian Chamber 
of Deputies; Mr. Weigel, a senior fellow at 
the Ethics and Public Policy Center; Mr. 
Agostinelli, managing director of the Rhône 
Group; Mr. Bustelo, a former minister of 
industry in Spain.

(Source: The Wall Street Journal)

photo@Isranet



15August 2010 news & views

By Michael Freund

By Mark Durie

By the Rivers of Brooklyn

Church Construction and the Dhimma Pact

The week of July 19th, Jews around the 
world gathered together to mark Tisha 

B’Av, the ninth day of the Hebrew month of 
Av, which is the saddest day on the Jewish 
calendar.

We sit down on the floor and read the 
prophet Jeremiah’s Book of Lamentations 
while abstaining from food and drink and 
mourning the calamities and disasters that 
have befallen our people throughout the 
centuries on this day.

They range from the biblical sin of the 
spies in the desert who spoke ill of the 
Promised Land, on through the outbreak of 
World War I, the outcome of which paved 
the way for the rise of Adolf Hitler and Nazi 
Germany.

In the medieval period, Tisha B’Av 
coincided with the expulsion of the Jews 
from various European countries.

It was on Tisha B’Av in 1290 that King 
Edward I of England signed the edict 
ordering the expulsion of all Jews from his 
realm. This disgraceful act was replicated 
by the ironically named Philip the Fair 
of France in 1306, and later by Spain’s 
Ferdinand and Isabella in 1492.

 But of course the central theme of the day 
lies in recalling the destruction of the First 
and Second Temples in Jerusalem, both of 
which fell, centuries apart, on Tisha B’Av.

According to the historian Josephus, some 
1.1 million Jews died at the hands of the 
Romans during the siege and destruction of 
Jerusalem and another 97,000 were taken 
captive. Many were either sold into slavery 
or fed to the lions.

It was analogous to a demographic and 
spiritual Holocaust, one that nearly shattered 
the Jewish people and sparked a long and 
painful exile from which most of world 
Jewry has yet to emerge.

Think about it: all the tragedies and 
suffering that have befallen the Jewish 

people over the past 2,000 years – the 
Crusades and the Inquisition, the Cossacks 
and the pogroms, on through the Nazi 
Holocaust – can be traced back to that 
fateful day, the 9th day of the Hebrew 
month of Av, when the flames rose up over 
Jerusalem and consumed the Temple that 
lay at its heart.

Had the city not fallen, had the Jews 
not been defeated, the exile might never 
have occurred, along with all the death 
and destruction that have accompanied it 
throughout the ages.

So there is much to contemplate and 
grieve for on Tisha B’Av, which is why it 
has become such a central part of Jewish 
life.

And this, of course, is as it should be. Our 
collective memory of the past, as well as our 
attachment to our heritage and our history, 
is what has sustained us even during the 
darkest of periods. Doing so ensures that we 
do not forget who we are, both individually 
as well as a people.

Nonetheless, there is something that 
troubles me each year as Tisha B’Av 
approaches. I guess, to put it simply, it boils 
down to this: why are so many Jews still 
sitting by the rivers of Brooklyn as they 
remember Zion?

With the establishment of the state of 
Israel in 1948, each one of us has been 
granted the opportunity to make aliyah, a 
gift that previous generations could only 
dream of.

Every Jew who does so is in effect turning 
back the clock on Tisha B’Av, and inflicting 
his own defeat on the Roman forces of 
Vespasian and Titus.

Millions of Jews have already answered 
the call, leaving behind places such as 
Moscow and Manhattan to come and help 
build the reborn Jewish state.

But Israel needs more Jews. It is here, 
and here alone, that our national destiny is 
playing itself out, and there is much work 
that needs to be done.

If the Jews of Monsey and Teaneck, of 

Flatbush and Boro Park, of Manchester and 
Golders Green, would only take the fateful 
step and come home to Jerusalem, it could 
have a profound impact on the nature and 
direction of Israeli society.

An influx of tens of thousands of 
observant Western Jews, committed to 
tradition and to upholding Jewish values, 
would immeasurably strengthen the country 
and place it back on the proper course. What 
a boost this would be to the people of Israel!

So by all means, go to synagogue and sit 
and mourn for the Jerusalem of the past, as 
our ancestors have done for generations.

Just make sure that once you get up from 
the floor, you dust yourself off and come 
help us to build the Jerusalem of the present, 
and the future.

Michael Freund is founder of Shavei 
Israel (www.shavei.org), a Jerusalem-based 
organization that helps “lost Jews” return 
to Zion. He can be contacted at Michael@
shavei.org  

 (Source: The Jewish Press)

A post by Mary Abdelmasih reports that Bishop Agathon, 
75 clergy and nearly 150,000 Copts from the Diocese 

of Maghagha and Edwah have staged a sit-in in Maghagha 
since last Sunday (25 July 2010) protesting against 
obstructions to church building works.  (Maghagha is 180 
km south of Cairo.)

The crux of the issue is that Governor of Minya, Ahmad 
Dia-Eldin has suspended a license to build a church building 
in the Diocesan complex.  This was only after the church, 
acting in good faith, had pulled down the old structure to 
make way for the new building.  The bishop and his flock 
are holding services in a makeshift tent in temperatures 
exceeding 45C (113F): they report that stones are being 
hurled into the tent by Muslims.

This story reminded me of the fate of a protestant Church 
near Simpang Lima in Banda Aceh.  Dating back to the 
first half of the 20th century, this old wooden building was 
burned down around 1990.  After this the congregation 
sought permission to rebuild. However securing a building 
permit proved very difficult in Islamic Aceh.  The last time 
I visited, in the early 1990’s, the congregation was meeting 
in much reduced circumstances in a garage.

Another incident, which took place some ten years later 
was an agreement, signed by Christians in South Aceh, to 
destroy some of their own places of worship. The remaining 
small places of Christian worship were permitted ‘as a 
sign of Islamic tolerance’.  This whole arrangement was 
established, according to the wording of the agreement, 
‘with all sincerity and a sense of brotherhood to create an 
atmosphere of living in harmony between the religious 
communities.’ (The agreement is documented in The Myth 
of Islamic Tolerance, pp.268-9). 

All over the world, in sharia-compliant societies, 
Christians have great difficulty getting permits to build 

churches, and can face violent reprisals if they are 
considered to have built one without a permit.  In Egypt a 
new church building requires presidential approval, and this 
is not easily secured.  In Saudi Arabia, despite the presence 
of hundreds of thousands of Christians, who are foreign 
workers, no place of Christian worship is permitted to exist.

The root of all this intolerance and hostility isthe dhimma 
pact, an institution of sharia law which determines the 
conditions under which Christian worship is tolerated in 
lands conquered by Islam.  The very first of the dhimma’s 
conditions, as listed in the famous Pact of Umar, is an 
agreement by conquered Christians that “we made a 
condition on ourselves that we will neither erect in our areas 
... a church, ... nor restore any place of worship that needs 
restoration”.  This ancient restriction continues to exert 

a depressing influence on the lives of Christians who are 
exposed to sharia conditions.

In Egypt today, both official legislation and the sentiments 
of the Muslim street work in unison to imposing this dhimmi 
restriction upon the Copts, that they must never, except with 
great difficulty, and at great cost, build or renovate a church. 
This is both a top-down, as well as a bottom-up restriction: 
legislation and officialdom enforce it, and local Muslims 
expect it.

The contrast with the freedoms enjoyed by Muslims in 
Western nations, where mosques have been springing up 
in their thousands, and only rarely opposed, must count as  
one of the great human rights ironies of our times.

It is time for this gross lack of reciprocity between 
religions to come to an end.  Let all Christians who enter 
into religious dialogue with Muslims request, as one of the 
primary points of their conversation, that the conditions of 
the dhimma pact be renounced by the Muslims, its grim 
historical legacy be acknowledged and repented of, and that 
both parties commit to work together to establish principles 
of reciprocity and equality between religions without which 
harmony cannot be achieved.

As a practical starting point, I call upon Christians who 
live in the West and are engaged in dialogue with Muslims, 
to invite their dialogue partners to make a public statement 
denouncing the restrictions on building and renovating 
churches in Egypt, and requesting that Christians be as free 
to build churches in Muslim-majority lands as Muslims are 
to establish mosques in Rome, London or Sydney.

(Dr. Mark Durie serves as a Vicar of St Mary’s Anglican Church, 
Caulfield, Australia. His latest book is The Third Choice: Islam, 
Dhimmitude and Freedom. www.markdurie.com/The_Third_Choice. He is 
also an Advisory board member of Christians for Israel Australia)

Mark Durie

Michael Freund
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When David Ben Gurion, the first Prime Minister 
of Israel, visited Charles de Gaulle in the spring of 

1961, the French president asked him about his wishes for 
Israel. Ben Gurion replied, “More Jews!” When de Gaulle, 
the son of a headmaster of a Jesuit school in Paris, asked 
where the Jews should come from, he said, “The Soviet 
Union.” 

The French president laughed and said, “It is impossible, 
so then they must come from France.” Smilingly Ben 
Gurion replied, “They will never go because life is so 
comfortable and there is no anti-Semitism in France.” 

Jewish families have been leaving the Northern Countries 
to go home over a period of twenty years but in the face 
of todays gathering dark clouds, we see an increase in the 
immigration of Eastern European Jews to Israel. 

Psalm 69:35-37 says “God will save Zion and rebuild the 
cities in Judah. [His people] will settle there and possess 
it. The descendants of His ervants will inherit it, and those 
who love His name will live there.” We are witnessing the 

fallen tent of David so that the rest of mankind may seek 
the Lord (Acts 15:16).

Vika en Maxim procrastinated about making aliyah to 
Israel. Three years ago friends advised them not to move 
to Israel because of the unrest in Israel. Maxim studied 
at a Yeshiva in Odessa, and was familiar with many bible 
verses.

Maxim sought advice from his grandmother who is a 
Holocaust survivor in the Ukraine. She urged him to go 
but said that her age prevented her from joining them on 
the trip. When Maxim requested us for practical assistance 
for him and Vika to make the move, we were pleasantly 
surprised.

On the evening before their departure, we dined together 
and read passages from the Prophets. We prayed that the 
Lord would bless and establish them in their new homeland. 
It is a blessing that every family leaving the Ukraine for 
Israel is part of a bridge to the Jewish people.
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Thank you for this issue of Israel & Christians Today

By Koen Carlier

On the 20th of June we had a large celebration because 47 
Jewish immigrants (olim) left for Israel. They came from the 

four corners of the Ukraine. The youngest being a 5 months old 
baby and the eldest a blind woman of eighty.

The Christian organizations Ezra, Ebenezer and Christians for Israel 
brought the olim and their well-wishers together at the Jewish Agency 
in Kiev, where they were surprised with a generous reception. 

After Idan Pesaychovich, director of the Jewish Agency, delivered 
a speech, Koen Carlier was afforded the opportunity to say that their 
return to Israel was a prophetic event. Then travel documents were 
checked, children received balloons and candy, and all went by bus 
to the airport. 

Our prayer is that they shall be firmly rooted in the land that the 
Lord had promised to His people (Jeremiah 31:10).

A month later, the olim and approximately 200 other immigrants 
from the former Soviet-Union, attended a celebration at the theatre 
of the Hebrew University in Jerusalem. Jewish Agency chairman 
Nathan Sharansky, representatives of Keren Hayesod, and some 
members of the Knesset, had arranged the event.

All the festivities form part of an action called ‘Alijah on the Red 
Carpet’, which commemorates the twenty years during which Jews 
have been able to return to Israel from the former Soviet-Union. It 
is a blessing for us, as Christians foir Israel, to be able to share in 
the process of their return to Israel! 

Celebration in the Ukraine

More Jews!

Vika and Maxim at Kiev airport ready to board the plane to Israel. 
Maxim shows the newspaper article about his grandmother who 
survived the Holocaust.


