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We’ve heard the cursing and abomination from 
the Lebanon border. The best answer to these 
blasphemies was given here 62 years ago [with 
the founding of modern Israel]. We shall continue 
building and creating our country and will be 
prepared to defend it

“

– PM Benjamin Netanyahu

“
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By PM Netanyahu

The Jewish State in the Land of Israel

It is not by chance that the portrait of the 
State visionary, Benjamin Zeev Herzl, 

hangs on the wall of the Israeli Knesset.  In 
1896, Herzl wrote in his book, “The Jewish 
State”: “The Jews who are seeking a state 
will have a state.  Finally, we will live as 
free people on our own land.”

In 1947, 51 years after Herzl, on the eve 
of the establishment of the State of Israel, 
David Ben-Gurion wrote in his diary: “The 
state that will be established will be Jewish 
in its purpose, designation and objective; 
not a state of those Jews who reside in the 
country but a state for the Jews, for the 
Jewish People.”

In 1992, in the Basic Law: Human 
Dignity and Liberty, the Knesset determined 
the following: “The purpose of this Basic 
Law is to protect human dignity and liberty, 
in order to establish in a Basic Law the 
values of the State of Israel as a Jewish and 
democratic state.”

The State of Israel is, therefore, both the 
nation-state of the Jewish people and a 
democratic country for all its citizens, Jews 
and non-Jews alike, enjoying full equal 
rights.

There is no country in our region that 
protects the individual rights of its citizens 
and the rights of their minorities like Israel’s 
democracy does.

The Zionist movement established an 
exemplary democracy and established 
an exemplary nation-state, a country that 
balances the national needs of our people 
with the individual rights of each and every 
one of Israel’s citizens.

There is no other democracy in the 
Middle East, and there is no other Jewish 
state in the world.

The combination of these two values 
– a Jewish state and a democratic state – 
expresses the foundation of our existence 
and the essence of the State of Israel.

From the first day of the Government’s 
tenure, I called on the leaders of the 
Palestinian Authority to enter into direct 
peace talks with us without preconditions.

In my speech at Bar-Ilan University, I 
outlined the principles for a peace agreement 
with the Palestinians: a demilitarized 
Palestinian state which recognizes the state 
of the Jewish people and lives beside it in 
peace.

I believe that under the right conditions, 
the establishment of a Palestinian state 
could bring about peace, but if it is done in 
an irresponsible manner, the establishment 
of a Palestinian state could also be the 
cause for a worsening of the conflict and an 
increase in terror.

In order for the compromise to lead to 
peace and not war, it must be accompanied 
by two fundamental components: 
recognition and security arrangements.

When I say recognition, I mean 
Palestinian recognition of Israel as the 
nation-state of the Jewish people.  This is 
not just stubbornness.  This is the root of the 
conflict and therefore a central foundation 
for resolving it.

For 100 years, the Palestinians have 
taught entire generations to believe that 
there is no Jewish people, that this land is 
their homeland alone.

The refusal to recognize the rights of the 
Jewish people and its historic connection 
to its land is the root of the conflict, and 
without dealing with it, there will be no end 
to the conflict.

As to security, any peace agreement 
between the Palestinians and us must be 
based on strong security arrangements in 
the field.

We left Lebanon and Gaza without such 
security arrangements, and we suffered 
thousands of rockets fired at the Negev and 
the Galilee.

I am not willing to make do with peace 
on paper.  The citizens of Israel are also not 
willing to make do with that.

UN Security Council Resolution 1701 
from the end of the Second Lebanon War, 
withdrawal from the Philadelphi Route 
after the Disengagement, the positioning 
of international forces in the North and the 
South – none of these things prevented the 
firing of thousands of missiles at Israel, 
and the smuggling of tens of thousands 
of additional missiles by Iran into hostile 
territory surrounding us.

I will not allow Iranian missiles to be 
positioned 500 meters from Kfar Saba, or 
scant kilometers from Ben-Gurion Airport.

We live in a small country – very small.  
Our small dimensions pose existential 
security problems – problems that are 
unique to Israel.

We must not take these security problems 
too lightly, and we must not allow ourselves 
to be tempted by the illusion that a peace 
agreement, in and of itself, will resolve them.

We once had peaceful, normal relations, 
relations which included exchanges of 
delegations, contact between leaders, trade 
relations, especially of petroleum, with an 
important country. That country is called 
Iran.

We also had wonderful, friendly relations 
with another country, with military 
cooperation, with full diplomatic relations, 
with visits by heads of state, with 400,000 
Israeli visitors to that country.  That country 
is called Turkey.

I still believe we can rehabilitate and restore 
those relations, which have deteriorated 
against our will.  Things have changed in 
Iran, and unfortunately in other places as well, 
almost overnight, and no one can promise us 
that, despite our desire, a similar thing won’t 
happen after the establishment of a peace 
agreement with the Palestinians.

Therefore we must insist on strong 
security arrangements in the field, with 
determination and without fear, in order 
to ensure that the peace will be upheld in 

practice, and also in order to defend our 
existence in the unfortunate but possible 
case that the peace is violated.

Peace and security are interwoven, and they 
are the principles which guide me.  I firmly 
insist on the need for both of them, and I see 
that an understanding of our security needs 
has finally begun to penetrate international 
debate, beyond general statements.  I speak 
of our specific needs.  I believe that if we 
stand together on this front, united around 
these principles, I am convinced it will help 
us achieve a peace agreement.

I believe that the unity surrounding these 
principles, which are so basic, so important 
and so real, can greatly advance our ability 
to achieve a peace agreement.

Although the Palestinians did not answer 
my call to begin direct negotiations for over 
a year, we took action.

We removed hundreds of roadblocks and 
checkpoints.  We encouraged impressive 
growth in the Palestinian economy – 
impressive by any standards, especially 
given the fact that at the same time the 
entire world was mired in recession and 
economic crisis.

And as you know, we also suspended new 
construction in the Jewish settlements for 
ten months.   We did so with a heavy heart.

We knew that this step would weigh 
heavily on our brothers and sisters, good and 
loyal Israeli citizens, taxpayers, participants 
in the Reserves, law-abiding citizens.  As 
the U.S. Secretary of State, Hillary Clinton, 
stated, it was an unprecedented move that no 
other government in Israel had taken before.

But we said we would do it and we did 
it.  We enforced the moratorium with 
determination and without compromise.  
For ten months.

Unfortunately, the Palestinians wasted 
those ten months as well.

Now they demand that we continue the 
moratorium as a condition to continuing the 
talks.  I hope they are not doing so to avoid   
making the real decisions necessary for a 
peace agreement.

Because they too will have to make 
difficult decisions.  I don’t belittle that.  I 
know what kind of decisions we will have 
to make, but I also know what kind of 
decisions they will have to make.  The only 
way to reach a peace agreement is to try, 
through direct talks, to bridge the gaps and 
make decisions.

However, as Prime Minister of Israel, I am 
committed and want to advance towards an 
agreement, one that will bring an end to the 
conflict and achieve peace between us and 
our Palestinian neighbors.

I know that one can argue a great deal as 
to the path to achieving peace – but there is 
no argument that we will not achieve peace 
if we do not try.

During the past several months I have 
explored every path to ensuring the 
continuation of the talks.  I asked myself 
– what could convince the government 
and, more so, the citizens of Israel, that the 
Palestinians are truly ready to live with us 
in peace?  What would show that there has 
been a genuine change on the Palestinian 
side – something that would demonstrate to 
us, the majority of the public, that they are 
not only demanding concessions by Israel, 
not only issuing dictates, but that they are 
ready to take a meaningful step towards us.

There is one thing.  I transmitted the 
message through quiet channels during 
the past month, and I am now saying it 
here, publicly: if the Palestinian leadership 
will unequivocally say to its people that it 
recognizes Israel as the nation-state of the 
Jewish people, I will be ready to convene my 
government and ask for another suspension 
of construction for a fixed period.

Because the Palestinians expect us to 
recognize the Palestinian state as their 
nation-state, we can expect them to recognize 
the Jewish state as our nation-state.

I am not insisting that this recognition 
serve as a precondition for talks.  We will 
continue the negotiations in any event, 
without any conditions.

However, there is no doubt that such a 
move by the Palestinian Authority would 
serve as a trust-building step, one that 
would open up a new horizon of hope and 
trust among broad sections of the Israel 
public who, in light of the events of the past 
decade, have lost their confidence in the 
Palestinian’s desire to end the conflict.

Unfortunately, so far the Palestinians have 
not answered this call, and the United States 
is attempting other means to ensure that the 
talks take place.

The United States has made various 
suggestions, and we are seriously and 
responsibly considering them, in accordance 
with Israel’s national interests, first and 
foremost security.

We do not lack for difficulties and 
challenges, but I am convinced that we will 
overcome them.  We must only think of the 
obstacles we have overcome since Herzl 
expressed his vision.

The ancient Jewish people, so experienced 
in suffering, returned to its historic 
homeland at the turn of the previous century 
and found it destroyed, neglected and 
desolate, full of swamps and malaria.

For over one hundred years, we built it 
through sweat and blood, and we established 
a magnificent country.

Those reverberating words of the 
Declaration of Independence, read by David 
Ben-Gurion, still touch our souls today: “We 
hereby declare the establishment of a Jewish 
state in the land of Israel to be known as the 
State of Israel.”

This is the secret to our national existence, 
and recognition of this has always been and 
will always be the true foundation for peace.

(Excerpt Speech at Knesset 11 October 2010)

Land of Israel to be known as the State of Israel – PM Netanyahu photo@Isranet
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By Michael Freund

Why are the Jews singled out?

What Bible is the Vatican reading?

Anti-Semitism is alive and well all over the world.
Webster’s Dictionary defines anti-Semitism as 

hostility toward, or discrimination against, Jews as a 
religious, ethnic, or racial group. It’s not new and can be 
traced throughout recorded history as a plague, which 
contaminated those it touched. Nations, cultures, and 
religious groups alike, all have been infected by its germs.

Anti-Semitism is reflected in the writings of the Early 
Church Fathers; it was evident during the so-called 
Christian Crusades when many Jews were killed by 
‘Christian’ knights; it was promoted by leading figures of 
the Protestant Reformation; it was used to fuel the fires of 
hatred, which culminated in the Holocaust. It has the power 
to mobilize millions and the potential to bring out the worst 
in humanity, yet who can explain its ability to seemingly 
permeate any and all societies?

How is it, that of all humanity’s racial plagues, 
anti-Semitism can be more or les dormant through one 
generation only to surface with great veracity in the next? 
We know it existed during the Old and New Testament 
periods, but ho has it survived until today? The answer to 
these questions may be found in other questions: What is 
it that sets the Jewish people apart, and why are they the 
focus of so much hatred and persecution? Historically 
speaking, Jews have been known for one major contribution, 
Monotheism. By their knowledge of, and devotion to, one 
God, the Jews distinguished themselves from all other 
nations: “And you shall be unto Me a kingdom of priests, 
and a holy nation…” (Exodus 19:6)

A Unique Identity

Knowing who they were, and why, helped the Jews to 
survive successive occupiers in the land, or prevented them 
from being fully assimilated into other cultures during periods 
of prolonged exile. Whatever their circumstances, their unique 
traditions and feast days not only identified them as Jews, but 
also connected them to their Jewish roots in Israel.

Later, when Christianity gained prominence as the 
official religion of the Roman Empire under Constantine, 
Jews could no longer claim uniqueness in their Monotheism. 
Christians also believed in one God, the same God as the 
Jews. What distinguished Christian and Jewish beliefs was 
how each responded to the person, teachings and claims of 

Jesus of Nazareth. The Jews, in their general rejection of 
Jesus as Messiah, coupled with His death at the instigation 
of certain Jewish leaders, allowed their detractors to brand 
all Jews as Christ-killers. This undeserved label fuelled 
the fires of anti-Semitism through two thousand years 
of Church history. It continues to do so, at least in some 
Church circles.

Little wonder some Jews are reticent to embrace, much 
less trust, well-meaning Christians who reach out to them. 
Centuries of broken promises, persecution and betrayal 
under the sign of the Cross have left the Jewish collective 
heart deeply wounded. 

But why are the Jews singled out?

Anti-Semitism, this plague which has been around since 
the time of Abraham, the first Hebrew, is best explained 
in spiritual terms: Quite simply, it is that what God loves, 
Satan hates. Since God chose to reveal Himself through 
the Jewish race, Satan, the ‘prince of this world’ as Jesus 
referred to him (John 12:31), despises all things Jewish.

As a result, the landscape of history is drenched in the 

blood of Jews. We need only look at Tevye, the fictional 
dairyman of Anatevka, Russia in the ‘Fiddler on the Roof,’ 
as he gazed toward Heaven and spoke for all Jews: “God I 
know we are the Chosen People, but couldn’t you, just this 
once, choose somebody else?” As Tevye understood so well, 
the road ahead was seldom kind to the Chosen People.

And yet, somehow the Jews have weathered the numerous 
anti-Semitic storms and survived. It’s been said that the fact 
that they exist at all is the greatest proof of God’s existence. 
Surely a people who have suffered so much – and survived 
– must have been sustained by some divine benevolence. 
And who can adequately explain Israel’s second birth as a 
nation in 1948 other than by the mysterious, unfolding of 
divine providence?

Modern Miracle

For nearly 2000 years Israel was a land virtually without 
people, and the Jews were a people without a land. No 
longer! Has there ever been another people group who 
returned to their ancient homeland following nearly 2000 
years in exile among other nations?

Yet, in 1948, a new nation bearing an ancient name was 
born, a nation sifted and rescued as it were from the ashes 
of a terrible Holocaust. That the Jews are back in their 
ancient homeland, and that the land is responding once 
again to the footsteps of her lost children by giving her 
fruit in abundance, is nothing less that a miracle Israel has 
become, as Ezekiel said she would, “like the Garden of 
Eden” (Ezekiel 36:35).

It has also been said that if Israel had existed as a place 
of refuge for the Jews prior to the rise of the Nazis, the 
Holocaust might have been avoided. It can also be said that 
this mystery of what may, or may not, have occurred belongs 
in the realm of the God who is sovereign over history. The 
God who promised:

 “And I will make an everlasting covenant with them, that 
I will not turn away from them, to do them good; but not I 
will put my fear in their hearts, that they shall not depart 
from Me. Yea, I will rejoice over them to do them good, and 
I will plant them in this land assuredly with my whole heart 
and with My whole soul” (Jeremiah 32:40-41).

(Rev. Dr. John Tweedie is the Chairman of Christans for Israel 
International)

Recently a synod of bishops in Rome 
tossed the theological equivalent 

of a hand grenade, threatening to blow 
up decades of efforts to improve Roman 
Catholic- Jewish relations.

In a press conference at the Vatican, 
Monsignor Cyril Salim Bustros, a Greek 
Melkite archbishop from Boston and 
president of the Church’s Commission for 
the Message, launched a blistering attack 
against the very foundation of Jewish belief.

“The Holy Scriptures,” Bustros declared, 
“cannot be used to justify the return of 
Jews to Israel and the displacement of the 
Palestinians, to justify the occupation by 
Israel of Palestinian lands.”

Not stopping there, he went on to state 
that “we Christians cannot speak of the 
‘promised land’ as an exclusive right for 
a privileged Jewish people... There is no 
longer a chosen people.”

And so, in one fell swoop, a senior 
Church official sought to deny the unique, 
covenantal relationship between God and 
the Jews, rejecting the divine promise to 
restore the people of Israel to their Land. 
One cannot help but wonder: What Bible 
is the Vatican reading? Whichever one it is, 
it must be missing a few pages, as even a 
cursory glance at the Scriptures makes clear 
that the Jewish people’s right to the Land of 
Israel is indisputably ordained.

Take, for example, Isaiah 14:1-2: “The 
Lord will have compassion on Jacob; once 
again He will choose Israel and will settle 

them in their own land.” Or how about 
Jeremiah 11:5, where God says: “I will 
fulfill the oath I swore to your forefathers, 
to give them a land flowing with milk and 
honey...” And then there’s Ezekiel 34: 
11-13. And Hosea 3:4-5. And Amos 9:14-15. 
And Obadiah 1:17, Zephaniah 3:19-20 and 
Zechariah 8:7-8. You get the point. But 
it doesn’t seem that the Roman Catholic 
Church does.

After the Lebanese-born Bustros’s 
remarks caused a furor, the Vatican 
spokesman waited two days before issuing 
a mealy-mouthed statement which did little 
to calm the storm. “If one wants a summary 
of the synod’s position, attention must 
currently be paid to the ‘Message,’ which 
is the only written text approved by the 
synod in the last few days,” the Vatican’s 
Father Federico Lombardi said. “There 
is also a great richness and variety in the 
contributions made by the fathers, but which 
as such should not all be considered as the 
voice of the synod as a whole.”

Lombardi’s efforts to contain the fallout 
won’t fool anyone. There is no getting 
around the fact that this convocation of 
bishops was called by the pope himself. 
Moreover, the perception around the 
world was that the Vatican had officially 
delegitimized Israel while assaulting 
Judaism itself. As Catholic writer William 
Doino Jr. noted: “In a statement meant to 
be fully and intensely Christian, Israel was 
singled out for blame and criticism. That’s 

not fair, much less Christian.”
Indeed, this entire episode is little more 

than a cheap bit of politics wrapping itself 
in the robes of religion. Bustros and his 
colleagues clearly have a political ax 
to grind with the Jewish state, and they 
shamefully do not hesitate to invoke the 
sacred for this most profane of goals. My 
Christian friends tell me that the words 
“Palestine” and “Palestinians” do not even 
appear in the New Testament. So the learned 
bishops could not have come up with the 
idea of the “occupation of Palestine” while 
attending Sunday school.

Furthermore, by Bustros’s own definition, 
the founder of Christianity would also 
have to be considered an “occupier” and a 
“settler,” for according to Christian belief, 
Jesus the Jew was born and raised in 
Bethlehem. That is the very same Bethlehem 
that Bustros would now like to see become 
part of a Palestinian state.

No matter how one looks at it, the synod’s 
unbridled insult to Israel and the Jewish 
people cannot be allowed to stand. If it is 
not denounced and corrected forthwith, it 
will quickly be exploited by Israel’s enemies 
to stir up still more hatred.

In a letter to Cardinal-elect Kurt Koch, 
the newly-appointed head of the Vatican’s 
Commission for Religious Relations with 
the Jews, the Anti-Defamation League 
rightly singled out Bustros’s remarks as “the 
worst kind of anti-Judaism, bordering on 
anti-Semitism.”

It called on Koch to “swiftly and publicly 
correct Archbishop Bustros’s shocking 
and damaging statements,” and to clarify 
whether his “interpretation of the synod’s 
final report reflects the intention of the 
synod on these profound theological 
matters.”

I would take it one step further. Given 
the Roman Catholic Church’s long and 
dark history of anti-Jewish persecution, 
it is only fitting that the pope himself 
speak out loudly and clearly on this issue. 
It is incumbent upon Pope Benedict 
to transform this turn of events into a 
profound opportunity to atone for what 
the Church has done to the Jewish people 
through the centuries.

Ironically, it was 45 years ago today, on 
October 28, 1965, that the Second Vatican 
Council approved a document known as 
Nostra Aetate, which heralded a sea change 
in the Church’s position toward Jews. In 
its wake, much has been accomplished in 
enhancing relations.

But Bustros and his hate-filled rhetoric 
now threaten to undermine nearly half a 
century of dialogue and progress. What a 
terrible shame that would be.

For while the Church may pride itself on 
preaching love and tolerance, when it comes 
to its attitude toward the Jews, it still has a 
long way to go.

(Michael Freund is Founder and Chairman of 
Shavei Christians for Israel (www.shavei.org)

John Tweedie

By Rev. Dr. John Tweedie
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LIE #1  Israel was created by European guilt over the Nazi 
Holocaust. Why should Palestinians pay the price? 

Three thousand years before the Holocaust, before there 
was a Roman Empire, Israel’s kings and prophets walked 
the streets of Jerusalem. The whole world knows that Isaiah 
did not speak his prophesies from Portugal, nor Jeremiah 
his lamentations from France. Revered by its people, 
Jerusalem is mentioned in the Hebrew Scriptures 600 times 
- but not once in the Koran. Throughout its 2,000-year 
exile there was continuous Jewish presence in the Holy 
Land, with the modern rebirth of Israel beginning in the 
1800s. Reclamation of the largely vacant land by pioneering 
Zionists blossomed into a Jewish majority long before the 
onset of Nazism.   

After the Holocaust, nearly 200,000 Shoah survivors found 
haven in the Jewish State, created by a two-thirds vote of 
the UN in 1947. Soon 800,000 Jews fleeing persecution in 
Arab countries arrived. In ensuing decades, Israel absorbed a 
million immigrants from the Soviet Union and thousands of 
Ethiopian Jews. Today, far from being a vestige of European 
guilt or colonialism, Israel is a diverse, cosmopolitan society, 
fulfilling the age-old dream of a people’s journey and ‘Return 
to Zion’- their ancient homeland.  

LIE #2  Had Israel withdrawn to its June 1967 borders, 
peace would have come long ago.  

Since 1967, Israel has repeatedly conceded, “land for 
peace.” Following Egyptian President Sadat’s historic 1977 
visit to Jerusalem and the Camp David Peace Accords, 
Israel withdrew from the vast Sinai Peninsula and has been 
at peace with Egypt ever since.   

In 1995, Jordan signed a peace treaty with Israel but 
neither the Palestinians nor 21 other Arab states have 
done so. In 1993, Israel signed the Oslo Accords ceding 
administrative control of the West Bank to the Palestinian 
Authority(formerly the PLO). The PA never fulfilled its 
promise to end propaganda attacks and drop the Palestinian 
National Charter’s call for Israel’s destruction.  

In 2000, Prime Minister Barak offered Yasser Arafat full 
sovereignty over 97% of the West Bank, a corridor to Gaza, 
and a capitol in the Arab section of Jerusalem. Arafat said 
NO. In 2008, PA President Abbas nixed virtually the same 
offer from Prime Minister Olmert. In 2005, Prime Minister 
Sharon unilaterally withdrew from Gaza. Taken over by 
terrorist Hamas, they turned dismantled Jewish communities 
into launching sites for suicide bombers and 8,000+ rockets 
into Israel proper. In 2010, Prime Minister Netanyahu 
renewed offers of unconditional negotiations leading to a 
Palestinian State, but Palestinians refused, demanding more 
unilateral Israeli concessions, including a total freeze of all 
Israeli construction in East Jerusalem and the West Bank.  

LIE #3  Israel is the main stumbling block to achieving a 
Two-State solution.  

The Palestinians themselves are the only stumbling block 
to achieving a Two-State solution. With whom should Israel 
negotiate? With President Abbas, who, for four years, has 
been barred by Hamas from visiting 1.5 million constituents 
in Gaza? With his Palestinian Authority, which continues to 
glorify terrorists and preaches hate in its educational system 
and the media? With Hamas, whose Iranianbacked leaders 
deny the Holocaust and use fanatical Jihadist rhetoric to call 
for Israel’s destruction?   

Today, it is a simple fact that while the State of Israel is 
prepared to recognize all Arab States, secular or Muslim, these 
states adamantly refuse to recognize Israel as a Jewish State 
and demand “the right of return” of five million so-called 
Palestinian “refugees” – a sure guarantee for Israel’s demise.   

LIE #4  Nuclear Israel not Iran is the greatest threat to 
peace and stability.  

Though never acknowledged by Jerusalem, it is generally 
assumed that Israel has nuclear weapons. But unlike 
Pakistan, India, and North Korea, Israel never conducted 
nuclear tests. In 1973, when its very survival was imperiled 
by the surprise Egyptian-Syrian Yom Kippur attack, many 
assumed Israel would use nuclear weapons--but it did not. 
Contrary to public condemnations, many Arab leaders 
privately express relief that Israeli nuclear deterrence exists. 
While Israel has never threatened anyone, Tehran’s mullahs 
daily threaten to “wipe Israel from the map.” The U.S. and 
Europe can afford to wait to see what the Iranian regime 
does with its nuclear ambitions. But Israel cannot. She is 
on the front lines and remembers every day the price the 
Jewish people paid for not taking Hitler at his word. Israel 
is not prepared to sacrifice another six million Jews on the 
altar of the world’s indifference.  

LIE #5  Israel is an Apartheid State deserving of International 
Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions campaigns.  

On both sides of the Atlantic, church groups, academics 
and unions are leading deceitful and often anti-Semitic 
boycott campaigns demonizing what they call the Jewish 
“apartheid” State. The truth is that unlike apartheid South 
Africa, Israel is a democratic state. Its 20% Arab minority 
enjoys all the political, economic and religious rights and 
freedoms of citizenship, including electing members of 
their choice to the Knesset (Parliament). Israeli Arabs and 
Palestinians have standing before Israel’s Supreme Court. In 
contrast, no Jew may own property in Jordan, no Christian 
or Jew can visit Islam’s holiest sites in Saudi Arabia.   

LIE #6  Plans to build 1,600 more homes in East Jerusalem 
prove Israel is ‘Judaizing’ the Holy City.  

Enemies of Israel, exploit this phony issue. Jerusalem is 
holy to three great faiths. Its diverse population includes 
a Jewish majority with Muslim and Christian minorities. 
Since 1967, for the first time in history, there is full freedom 
of religion for all faiths in Jerusalem. Muslim and Christian 
religious bodies administer their own holy sites. Indeed, the 
Waqf is allowed to control Jerusalem’s Temple Mount, even 
though it rests on Solomon’s temple and is holy to BOTH 
Jews and Muslims.   

Meanwhile, Jerusalem’s municipality must meet the 
needs of a growing modern city. The unfortunately-timed 
announcement during U.S. Vice President Biden’s visit 
of 1600 new apartments in Ramat Shlomo, was not about 
Arab neighborhoods in East Jerusalem, but for a long 
established, heavily populated Jewish neighborhood in 
Northern Jerusalem, where 250,000 Jews live (about the 
same population as Newark, N.J.) -- an area that will never 
be relinquished by Israel.  

LIE #7  Israeli policies endanger U.S. troops in Afghanistan 
and Iraq.  

The charge that Israel endangers U.S. troops in Iraq or 
the AF-Pak region is an update of the old “stab in the back” 
lie that Jews always betray their own friends, and the libel 
spouted by Henry Ford and the Protocols of the Elders of 
Zion that “Jews are the father of all wars.”   

U.S. General Petraeus has stated he considers Israel a great 
strategic asset for the U.S. and that his earlier remarks linking 
the safety of U.S. troops in the region to an Israeli-Palestinian 
peace deal (which 2/3 of Israelis want) were taken out of 
context. A resolution of the Palestinian-Israeli conflict would 
benefit everyone, including the U.S. But an imposed return 
to what Abba Eban called “1967 Auschwitz borders” would 

endanger Israel’s survival and ultimately be disastrous for 
American interests and credibility in the world.   

LIE #8  Israeli policies are the cause of worldwide 
anti-Semitism.  

From the Inquisition to the pogroms, to the 6,000,000 Jews 
murdered by the Nazis, history proves that Jew-hatred existed 
on a global scale before the creation of the State of Israel. In 
2010, it would still exist even if Israel had never been created. 
For example, one poll indicates 40% of Europeans blame 
the recent global economic crisis on “Jews having too much 
economic power,” a canard that has nothing to do with Israel. 

The unsettled Palestinian-Israeli dispute aggravates 
Muslim-Jewish tensions, but it is not the root cause. During 
World War II, the Grand Mufti of Jerusalem, a notorious 
Jewhater, helped the Nazis organize the 13th SS Division, 
made up of Muslims. Unfortunately, in addition to respectful 
references to Jewish patriarchs and prophets, the Koran also 
contains virulent anti-Semitic stereotypes that are widely 
invoked by Islamist extremists, including Hezbollah (whose 
agents blew up the Jewish Community Center in Buenos 
Aires in 1994), to justify murdering Jews worldwide. The 
disappearance of Israel would only further embolden violent 
Jew-haters everywhere.  

LIE #9  Israel, not Hamas, is responsible for the “humanitarian 
catastrophe” in Gaza. Goldstone was right when he charged 
that Israel was guilty of war crimes against civilians.  

The Goldstone Report on Israel’s defensive war against 
Hamas-controlled Gaza, from which 8,000 rockets were 
fired after Israel’s unilateral withdrawal in 2005, is a biased 
product of the UN’s misnamed Human Rights Council. 
The UNHRC is obsessed with false anti-Israel resolutions. 
It refuses to address grievous human rights abuses in Iran, 
North Korea, Sudan, Saudi Arabia, Cuba and beyond. Faced 
with similar attacks, every UN member-state including the 
U.S. and Canada would surely have acted more aggressively 
than the IDF did in Gaza.  

Yet, Richard Goldstone, a South African Jewish jurist, 
signed a document prepared by investigators whose main 
qualification was rabid anti-Israel bias. He accepted every 
anonymous libel against the IDF. But he insisted that 
hearings in Gaza be televised, guaranteeing that fearful 
Palestinians would never testify about Hamas’ use of 
civilians as human shields and their hiding of weapons in 
mosques and hospitals. Harvard Professor Alan Dershowitz 
denounced Goldstone’s Report as a modern “blood libel” 
accusing Israeli soldiers of crimes they never committed.  

LIE #10  The only hope for peace is a single, bi-national 
state, eliminating the Jewish State of Israel.  

The One-State solution, promoted by academics, is a 
non-starter because it would eliminate the Jewish homeland. 
However, the current pressures on Israel are equally 
dangerous. In effect, the world is demanding that Israel, 
the size of New Jersey, shrink further by accepting a Three-
State solution: a PA state on the West Bank and a Hamas 
terrorist state controlling 1.5 million Palestinians in Gaza. 
All this, as Hezbollah, Iran’s proxy in Lebanon, stockpiles 
50,000 rockets, threatening northern and central Israel’s 
main population centers.  

In 2010, most Middle East experts believe that the only 
hope for enduring peace is two states with defined final 
borders. But too many diplomats, pundits, academics 
and church leaders ignore the fact that current polls show 
that while most Israelis favor a Two-State solution, most 
Palestinians continue to oppose it.

(Source: www.wiesenthal.com)

2010 Top Ten Anti-Israel Lies
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Why all Christians should support Israel

Reverend Ulf Ekman is a man with 
a mission. This Swedish pastor 

believes Christians should have a positive 
attitude toward Israel and the Jews, and is 
passionately preaching that message.

Besides his vast educational enterprises 
throughout the Christian world, for over 
20 years Ekman has been leading groups 
totalling over 13,000 on Christian-Zionism-
oriented tours of Israel, offering a taste of 
“not only what happened here, but also what 
is happening here today,” as he recently 
explained in Jerusalem a day before the 
arrival of this year’s group.

The nine-day pilgrimage which took place 
at the beginning of September brought some 
1,500 church leaders and laymen to the 
Holy Land, and was the largest such group 
ever, with participants from 35 countries.

Many are “blown over,” says Ekman, 
when they actually visit sites they’ve read, 
heard and at times dreamt about all their 
lives, including the Via Dolorosa, the Church 
of the Holy Sepulcher and the Church of 
the Nativity in Bethlehem. The group also 
underwent baptism at the Yardenit site on 
the Jordan River, conducted a Kabbalat 
Shabbat ceremony at the Western Wall, and 
paid a somber visit to Yad Vashem.

“We have a very basic statement,” Ekman 
says of the Uppsala-based Evangelical-
Charismatic group Word of Life (WOL), 
which he founded in 1983. “We say we 
want to bring Christians to Israel and Israel 
to Christians, furthering the understanding 
of why this nation is here, why it needs to 
be here, and then help Christians fight anti- 
Semitism, to better understand the roots 
of anti-Semitism, how it works and how it 
kicks in, and also to promote aliya” among 
those from the Former Soviet Union.

“No serious-minded Christian can be an 
anti-Semite,” says Ekman. “It’s absolutely 
impossible; it doesn’t match in any way or 
form. But it needs to be brought forth, and 
this is what we put the emphasis on over the 
years. I’m amazed at the results.”

The European mind-set, however, does 
not always subscribe to what Ekman sees 
as the fundamental love owed to Israel and 
its people, not only due to ancient history 
and theology, but also as a result of simple 
decency. “Does Israel have a right to exist 
in the Middle East? Is anti-Semitism right or 
wrong? These are moral issues, albeit with 
political aspects,” Ekman says.

The discrepancy between his sentiment 
and what appears to be the European 
tendency is in part born of the fact that “the 
understanding of Israel is very limited,” 
Ekman says, using Scandinavia as an 
example of a region where the media do 
not present balanced reports of the Mideast, 
and where it has become more politically 
convenient to side with the Arabs and the 
growing Muslim populace. “We also have 
people from Eastern Europe, from countries 
with more history of anti-Semitism. We are 
still very much involved there in the years 
after the Iron Curtain fell. One of the things 
we did was travel into the Former Soviet 
Union to lecture about anti-Semitism.

It was amazing to see the ignorance about 
it. It has been quite interesting to see from 
our perspective the people we’ve been in 
contact with – many many thousands over 
the years – to see the turn in their hearts.”

The term “Christian-Zionism” may have 
an unfamiliar or even dissonant timbre to 
some ears, but for Ekman it encompasses 
“the indebtedness and thankfulness” 
Christians ought to have to the People of 
Israel.

“Where does our faith come from? Where 
are the Jewish people in all this? Where did 
we get our Bible from?” Ekman says. “It all 
goes back to the Jewish people. And Jesus in 
the Gospel of John says: ‘Salvation comes 
from the Jews.’ For some Christians, this is 
a shocking scripture,” Ekman notes.

“Which inspires us to help Christians 
understand the need of aliya, the right of 
Israel to exist today and the importance of 
combatting anti-Semitism.”

On top of bringing Christians to the Holy 
Land, WOL has been active in helping 
Jews from the Former Soviet Union find 
their way to Israel. Since its inception in 
1993, Operation Jabotinsky, named after 
the Revisionist leader famous for his 
grave concern for the well-being of Jewish 
communities in pre-Holocaust Europe, has 
helped over 18,000 FSU immigrants make 
Israel their home, “escaping anti- Semitism 
and its vicious manifestations” by providing 
information and funds in conjunction with 
the Jewish Agency.

Besides plane tickets, WOL also utilized 
an old troop transport ship to bring 1,321 
passengers in 14 voyages from the FSU 
beginning in 1995, when a civil war with 
Georgia trapped a group of Abkhazian Jews 
seeking a way out of their former country. 
Another facet of WOL’s work in the FSU 
is teaching the churches there about the 
Holocaust, Israel and its regional conflicts, 
stressing the need to resist anti- Zionism and 
anti-Semitism.

Among the tenets of Operation Jabotinsky 
is the principle that “helping Jews home 
to Israel is strictly humanitarian and not 
evangelistic,” as the mission announcement 
states. Which conjures the Jewish 
apprehension about Christian Zionism.

A long and painful history of European 
hostility has sadly well acquainted Jews 
with Christian animosity. That can help 
explain why some Jews, particularly 
Israeli-born Jews less familiar with the 
infinite nuances of the Christian world, are 
frankly suspicious of congregations and 
movements such as Ekman’s.

Are the ulterior motives of these 
Christian groups, exuberantly positive 
toward Israel and the Jews – indeed on 

a par with the Jewish people themselves 
when it comes to their well-being – an 
elaborate scheme to enhance the second 
coming of Jesus, following which Jews 
will become Christians? Ekman is naturally 
wellacquainted with that sentiment.

“I believe you’re here,” he says of the 
Jewish people’s presence in Israel, “and 
you’re here to stay. I believe you’re entitled 
to live here, and that it’s very important 
for many reasons, and of course also as a 
Christian I see it as the fulfillment of biblical 
prophesy. But it’s not one or the other,” he 
says of the reasons he supports Israel.

The biblical prophesies of the return of 
Israel to Zion are only part of the story for 
Christians, The Jerusalem Post interjects.

“I talk about prophesies when I meet 
[Jewish] friends here who are religious 
Zionists. They read the same scriptures, they 
read Isaiah, Jeremiah, Hosea,” Ekman says.

For the Jews, that is where the prophesies 
end, while the Christians’ continue into 
the New Testament, The Jerusalem Post 
reiterates.

“But the strong prophesies are in the 
Tanach,” Ekman says, using the Hebrew 
acronym for the Old Testament. “So 
basically what we have is an undergirding” 
for the support of Israel in the prophesies, 
not unlike the way secular Zionist leaders 
such as Ze’ev Jabotinsky drew on the Bible 
in their ideology.”

“This is where the prophets lived,” 
Ekman says in the lobby of his Jerusalem 
hotel. “This is where the kings lived. This 
is where Abraham walked. This is the land 
God promised you. I believe that. How it 
looks and how it should be, that’s another 
thing. I’m talking about a basic pattern here, 
that’s interwoven into all of Jewish life. You 
come back to the words the Almighty spoke 
to Abraham, to give him a son, a land, and 
turn him into a people. To me it’s not poetry 
but reality.”

Also real to Ekman is the indebtedness 
he as a Christian owes to the Jews, through 
whom “the Lord gave revelation, scriptures, 
and our Messiah… There is a connection 
here that western culture has severed. There 
is also a connection that secularism has 
severed. We have a debt, we understand,” 
he says of the respect he believes is due to 
the Jews.

“This is not eschatological overload,” 
Ekman insists. “This is just basic common 
sense.”

Which raises the question of how so 
many Christian churches lack that sound 
judgement. Ekman’s groups are composed 
of Protestants, who give the scriptures 
much importance, and which probably 
contributes to the pro- Israel sentiments of 
such denominations.

What about Roman Catholicism? “To put 
it in a positive way, the Catholic Church has 
done a lot of things to reverse [anti-Semitic 
trends] from the Second Vatican Council 
and on. Probably some of the clearest 
religious statements ever made by any 
Christian denomination were made by the 
Catholic Church.”

The understanding of the need to “go 
back to the Jewish roots, grasp where 
our faith actually came from and what 
the Judeo-Christian heritage really is” is 
more prevalent in newer Protestant circles, 
Ekman says. “Mainline Protestants also 
need to make such statements [against 
anti-Semitism],” he argues.

One needn’t look far for Protestant 
anti-Jewish sentiment; Martin Luther 
himself was famously anti-Semitic, Ekman 
acknowledges. This might be the result of 
“Replacement Theology,” Ekman proposes, 
but agrees that such a move wouldn’t be 
necessary, as Luther’s reformation was 
against the Catholic Church, not Judaism.

“There were probably more personal 
reasons,” Ekman notes, adding he’s not an 
expert on the subject.

There are some 35,000 different Protestant 
denominations, not to mention many 
other churches, so the obvious diversity is 
applicable in the differing attitudes to Israel. 
But Ekman would like to share his take on 
the People of Israel with every believing 
Christian.

“Appreciation of the scriptures arouses 
love of the Jewish people; there’s no way 
we can appreciate scripture without having 
a great respect for the Jewish people. The 
historical line is very important. If you 
cut off the historical line… that’s a form 
of post-modernism that cuts itself off 
from the roots,” he says. “The roots are 
very important, in the sense that we are 
coming from somewhere. And if we don’t 
understand where we’re coming from, we’ll 
have no idea where we’re headed.”

This clear sense of orientation needn’t 
lead Ekman to a collision with the interests 
of a Jewish Israel over the aforementioned 
differing takes. He seeks “a form of basic 
understanding – where can we agree. When 
it comes to the difference in understanding 
who the Messiah is – like Teddy Kollek once 
said, when he comes to Jerusalem, I’m going 
to ask him whether he’s been here before.”

“But the main point,” Ekman stresses, “is 
that Christian groups can be strong allies of 
Israel. What we need to find is the common 
denominator… places where we walk the 
same ground.”

Ekman recalls a meeting with a senior 
Israeli official in a Stockholm hotel who 
looked at him and asked why he was really 
doing this. “I said, well, I don’t know how 
to say it, but there was once a Jew who 
helped me. So I feel kinda obliged.”

(Jonah Mandel is a Jerusalem Post 
reporter)

(Source: wwww.Jpost.com)

By Jonah Mandel

Ulf Ekman



6 news & views December 2010

Germany’s Freiheit Party 
Joins the Fray
By Daniel Pipes

After Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad’s recent 
visit to Lebanon, Israel remains wary of the latter’s 

strengthening ties with Tehran. Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu said that, “Unfortunately, Lebanon is rapidly 
turning into a satellite of the ayatollahs’ regime. This is 
tragic for Lebanon, but Israel will know how to defend itself 
against such developments.”   

Ahmadinejad’s visit to Lebanon included several public 
speeches, in which he vehemently attacked Israel. Speaking 
before masses gathered in the southern Lebanese city of Bint 
Jbeil, he said “The world should know that eventually the 
Zionists will be forced to go and will not last long. They are 
enemies of humanity and will have no choice but to surrender. 
Palestine will be liberated through the force of faith.” 

“We’ve heard the cursing and abomination from the 
Lebanon border,” Netanyahu said. “The best answer to these 
blasphemies was given here 62 years ago [with the founding 
of modern Israel]. We shall continue building and creating 
our country and will be prepared to defend it,” he added.  

Meanwhile, a Hamas official in Gaza, Dr. Khalil 
Abu Layla, told Iranian news agency Fars that the 
Hamas government hoped Iranian President Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad visits Gaza, just as he visited Lebanon. “We 
hope Iranian President Mahmoud Ahamdinejad visits Gaza, 
but we must remain logical because such a step would 
involve a series of dangers,” he said.

(Source: Ynetnews)

The full Islamic face-veil is a part of the “British way 
of life” and should be celebrated along with religious 

symbols such as the crucifix, according to a report published 
on 11 November, 2010.

Opponents of the veil claim it oppresses women and 
presents a barrier between those who wear traditional dress 
and the rest of society.

But in a new report from think-tank Civitas, Alveena 
Malik, a former faith adviser to the last Labour government, 
said the test of whether religious symbols are appropriate 
should be based on whether they are practical.  

Politicians in France and Belgium have voted in favour 
of banning the full veil, or “niqab”, and other European 
countries are thought to be considering similar action.

In a new report, Women, Islam and Western Liberalism, 
Mrs Malik said: “We in Britain need to take a different 
direction from others in Europe and to accept the veil as 
part of a modern British way of life.”

She continued: “The wearing of religious symbols, 
including the full veil, should be a fundamental human right 
of an individual in both the public and private sphere.

“The real test for religious symbols in the public sphere 
should always be: ‘Does the wearing of a symbol (such as 
the kirpan, turban, yarmulke, crucifix and the veil) hinder a 
citizen’s ability to perform their public civic duties?’”

Britain is in a “unique” position to embrace such a public 
display of faith because of the role the church plays in the 
affairs of the state and its “multicultural diversity”....

Mrs Malik was appointed by last government to a panel 
of faith advisers for the Department for Communities. She 
has overseen British Council guidance on “intercultural 
dialogue”.

(Tim Ross is Religious Affairs Editor)

Source: The Telegraph, October 16, 2010.

A new German political party, Die Freiheit (The 
Freedom), had its inaugural meeting on October 

28 in Berlin. I was in town, so its leadership invited 
me to be the only non-member of the nascent party to 
witness and report on its founding constituent assembly.
As a reminder of how freedoms have eroded in Europe 
in this age of Islamist terror, a political party that resists 
Islamization and supports Israel cannot come into 
existence in broad daylight. So, like the other 50-plus 
attendees, I learned of the event’s time and location 
only shortly before it took place. For good measure, the 
organizers operated undercover; the hotel management 
only knew of a board election for an innocuously named 
company. Even now, for security reasons, I cannot 
mention the hotel’s name.

Much of the time was taken up with the legalisms 
required to register a political party in Germany: 
attendance was taken, votes counted, organizational 
procedures explained, steps enumerated to contest 
Berlin elections in September 2011, and officers elected, 
including the chairman, René Stadtkewitz, 45. Of East 
German background, he is a member of the Berlin 
parliament who belonged to the ruling conservative 
Christian Democratic Union party until his expulsion a 
month ago for publicly hosting the Dutch politician Geert 
Wilders.

For me, of chief interest was his oral summary 
of party policies plus the distribution of a 71-page 
Grundsatzprogramm (“Basic Program”) setting out party 
positions in detail. Stadtkewitz explained the need for a 
new German party on the grounds that “The established 
parties, unfortunately, are not ready to take a clear stand 
but instead abandon the people to their concerns.” The 
program neither minces words nor thinks small. Its 
opening sentence declares that “Western civilization, for 
centuries a world leader, faces an existential crisis.”

The new party, whose slogan is “the party for more 
freedom and democracy,” speaks candidly about Islam, 
Islamism, Islamic law, and Islamization. Starting with 
the insight that “Islam is not just a religion but also a 
political ideology with its own legal system,” the party 
calls for scrutiny of imams, mosques, and Islamic 
schools, for a review of Islamic organizations to ensure 
their compliance with German laws, and condemns 
efforts to build a parallel legal structure based on the 
Shari’a. Its analysis forcefully concludes: “We oppose 
with all our force the Islamization of our country.”

Freiheit robustly supports Israel, calling it “the only 
democratic state in the Middle East. It therefore is the 
outpost of the Western world in the Arab theater. All 
democratic countries must show the highest interest in 
Israel’s living in free self-determination and security. 
We explicitly commit ourselves to Israel’s right to exist, 
which is not open for discussion.”

However clear these passages, as well as the rejection 
of Turkish accession to the European Union, they 

comprise only about 2 percent of the Basic Program, 
which applies traditional Western values and policies 
generally to German political life. Its topics include 
German peoplehood, direct democracy, the family, 
education, the workplace, economics, energy, the 
environment, health, and so on. Offering a wide platform 
makes good sense, fitting the anti-Islamization program 
into a full menu of policies.

Despite this, of course, press coverage of the founding 
emphasized Freiheit’s position vis-à-vis Islam, defining it 
as a narrowly “anti-Islam party.”

The establishment of Freiheit prompts two 
observations: First, while it fits into a pattern of 
emerging European parties that focus on Islam as 
central to their mission, it differs from the others in its 
broader outlook. Whereas Wilder’s PVV blames nearly 
every societal problem on Islam, Freiheit, in addition 
to opposing “with all our force the Islamization of 
our country,” has many other issues on its agenda.
Second, Germany is conspicuously behind most European 
countries with a large Muslim population in not having 
spawned a party that stands up against Islamization. 
That’s not for a lack of trying; previous attempts 
petered out. Late 2010 might be an auspicious moment 
to launch such a party, given the massive controversy 
in Germany over the Thilo Sarrazin book ruing the 
immigration of Muslims, followed by Chancellor 
Angela Merkel announcing that multiculturalism has 
“utterly failed.” A change in mood appears underway.
The Freiheit party has been conceived as a mainstream, 
earnest, and constructive effort to deal with an 
exceedingly complex and long-term problem. If it 
succeeds, it could change the politics in Europe’s most 
influential country.

(Mr. Pipes is director of the Middle East Forum and Taube 
distinguished visiting fellow at the Hoover Institution of Stanford 
University – www.danielpipes.org)

Lebanon’s turning into 
Iranian Satellite tragic.

Islamic face-veil part 
of ‘British way of life’

By Attila Somfalvi

By Tim Ross

Daniel Pipes

Freiheit’s chairman, Rene Stadtkewitz, fl anked by his fellow elected offi cers.



Examples of the catastrophes forged by Jewish disunity 
are legion. Examples of the victories forged by Jewish 

unity, however, are much rarer, simply because Jewish unity 
is as rare as a snowfall in Israel. For one shining moment in 
1945, however, Jews united – and won.

As Hitler tightened the noose around the Jews of Europe, 
the British government, which ruled Palestine from 1917, 
increasingly restricted Jewish immigration to Palestine. 
On November 9, 1938, the British, eager to curry favor 
with the Arabs, published a White Paper that reduced 
Jewish immigration to a trickle. That night in Germany 
Kristallnacht erupted. Almost 30,000 Jews were sent to 
concentration camps, 200 synagogues were destroyed, and 
91 Jews were beaten to death.

The Jews of a Europe on the verge of conflagration 
were trapped; the main exit was locked by the British 
government. 

Yet Jewish desperation to flee Europe was met by closed 
borders throughout the world and a British resolve to keep 
the escape route to Palestine barred. Just as Jews would 
later be packed into synagogues, the doors locked, and the 
buildings set aflame, so the Jews of a Europe on the verge 
of conflagration were trapped; the main exit was locked by 
the British government.

The Jewish community of Palestine was famously 
fractured between left and right, secular and religious. 
On the issue of Jewish immigration, however, all 
factions agreed: Jews who managed to escape Europe 
must be brought to Palestine. The movement for “illegal 
immigration,” which its proponents preferred to call 
“clandestine immigration,” was launched.

Ships, many of them not seaworthy, were hired and set 
sail from various European ports toward Palestine. The 
British, who had at their disposal radar, battleships, and 
airplanes, managed to intercept most of them, and sent their 
hapless Jewish passengers back to certain death in Europe. 
From 1934 until the establishment of the State of Israel in 
1948, some 3,000 “illegal immigrants” met their deaths 
while struggling against the British to enter Palestine. 
While some of them fell in actual skirmishes with British 
authorities, the vast majority drowned when their ships, 
refused port in Palestine, sank in the Mediterranean Sea.

ATLIT

In 1939, the British turned a military camp at Atlit, 20 
km. south of Haifa, into a detention camp for illegal Jewish 
immigrants. When the Holocaust ended in 1945, the battered 
and bereft survivors were stuck in Displaced Persons camps 
in Germany and other European locations. Anxious to leave 
the blood-soaked continent of Europe and begin life anew 
in the Jewish homeland, thousands joined the new wave of 
clandestine immigration. Some 70,000 refugees in 63 ships 
made their embattled way to the shores of Palestine. Over 
the years, tens of thousands of them were interned in the 
detention camp in Atlit.

The Atlit camp, surrounded by three barbed wire fences 
and armed sentries in watchtowers, eerily resembled the 
Nazi concentration camps.

The Atlit camp, surrounded by three barbed wire fences 
and guarded by armed sentries in six watch towers, eerily 
resembled the Nazi concentration camps whose horrors had 
been branded into the survivors’ psyches as surely as the 
numbers branded on their arms. The British could not have 
designed a more sadistic absorption process for the already 
traumatized survivors. After being forced to disembark from 
their ships, many of the refugees were put into cattle cars 
to be transported to Atlit. When the prisoners entered the 
Atlit camp, the men were sent to one side, the women to the 
other. They were sprayed with DDT, then told to undress 
and enter the showers. Then they were sent to sleep in long 
wooden barracks with corrugated tin roofs, a facsimile of 
the barracks from which they had recently been liberated. 
Men and women were assigned to separate areas of the 
camp, with barbed wire between them.

THE ESCAPE

Yet even Atlit, located as it was in the Holy Land, was 
considered by the British too felicitous a final destination 
for Jewish refugees. Instead, the British started sending 

prisoners from Atlit to Mauritius, an island off the African 
coast in the Indian Ocean, and later to Cypress.

In early autumn, 1945, the Hagana (the largest faction of 
the pre-State Jewish underground) got wind that the British 
were preparing to deport to Mauritius the 208 refugees then 
interned in Atlit. The Hagana decided to attempt a daring 
rescue. First they sent in six “Hebrew teachers,” who were 
really Hagana members, to prepare the prisoners to escape. 
Then they approached two of the guards who were Jews, 
and enlisted their cooperation in disabling the sentries’ rifles 
by discreetly removing one small but indispensible part.

At 1 AM on the night of October 9, 1945, two platoons 
of the Palmach (the elite strike force of the Hagana), led by 
Nachum Sarig, cut the barbed wire fences on the north end 
of the camp. Some Palmach fighters stealthily climbed the 
watchtowers and knocked out, tied, and gagged the guards. 
Others woke up the sleeping prisoners, whose belongings 
were already packed.

The plan was to lead the refugees by foot, under cover 
of darkness, up to Beit Oren, a kibbutz in the Carmel 
Mountains. But the Palmach did not take into account that 
the women and children in the group simply could not 
keep up the pace while climbing the steep footpaths up the 
mountain. As one of the Palmach forces, Yitzhak Rabin 
(later to become Prime Minister of Israel), put it, “Refugees 

are not soldiers.”

The Palmach men carried the children and some of 
the suitcases, but the group continued to stumble up the 
mountain at a maddeningly slow pace. Dawn would mean 
certain capture by the British. In a desperate attempt to 
speed the escape, the Palmach leaders begged the refugees 
to leave their suitcases behind, promising to buy them 
new clothes and shoes. But it was not their apparel that the 
refugees cared about. Their suitcases contained photographs, 
letters, and mementos of their murdered families, keepsakes 
that they had succeeded in preserving through the camps or 
years of hiding. They would not relinquish their suitcases, 
even if it meant being captured again by the British.

Thousands of Jews – some say the entire population of 
Haifa – were massing around Beit Oren, forming a human 
shield.

As dawn approached and the escapees could hear the 
distant rumble of British vehicles in pursuit, it seemed 
like the rescue was doomed to fail. They would be sent 
to Mauritius after all, and languish there for years, like so 
many other Jewish “illegal immigrants.”

But as they scaled the final ridge before Beit Oren, they 
saw a miraculous sight: Thousands of Jews – some say the 
entire population of Haifa – were converging on the kibbutz. 
Alighting from cars, busses, and lorries, Jews of all ages 
and persuasions were massing around Beit Oren, forming a 
human shield.

These Jews had been roused from their sleep in Haifa 
and surrounding communities by bullhorns announcing that 
“clandestine refugees” were in trouble on the way to Beit 
Oren. They had left their beds in the predawn darkness and, 
scrambling onto every imaginable conveyance, had rushed 
to the rescue.

The exhausted but exhilarated refugees emerged from 
the forest and easily mingled with the throng. The British 
police attempted to circle the mass of Jews, but it was 
impossible to identity who among the thousands had 
escaped from Atlit. After two hours, the British gave up and 
left. The refugees – and their suitcases – were given shelter 
throughout Palestine.

For once, the Jews united and won.

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

Source: www.aish.com/jw/s/50346052.html 
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Escape from Atlit
By Sara Yoheved Rigler

Photo taken of the Atlit camp in 2004
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Continued on page 9

King Louis XIV once had an interesting discussion with 
the famous 17th century Roman Catholic philosopher 

and mathematician, Blaise Pascal. The king asked Pascal 
to show him evidence of the supernatural, and Pascal 
responded. “The Jews, Your Majesty, the Jews!”

Everyone who studies Jewish history perceives that 
there’s something unique about it. What many people don’t 
know, however, is that the unusual and illogical course of 
Jewish history was predicted in detail in our Torah. Let’s 
examine seven phenomena unique to Jewish history and 
seven prophecies precisely forecasting these phenomena. 

WONDER #4: 
FEW IN NUMBER

How have other nations, China or India, for example, 
managed to stick around for so long? Maybe their success 
can help us understand what happened with the Jews.

The Chinese and the Indians obviously have the 
advantages of land, language and history. But there have 
definitely been conquests of these civilizations. Why didn’t 
they disappear?

Their sheer numbers! There are so many of them 
that when the conqueror comes in, the conqueror gets 
swallowed up! There are just too many of them to simply 
fade into extinction. Put it this way: If any of you here are 
contemplating conquering a country in the near future, stay 
clear of China and India.

So maybe that’s the secret! Maybe the Jews will be so 
numerous, they’ll be unable to overpower. True, it’s strange 
to predict an eternal nation. True, exile and dispersion don’t 
make sense. True, there’ll be tremendous anti-Semitism. 
But maybe there’ll be so many of them that they just won’t 
be able to be swallowed up.

Really?
There’s a story about an old man who moves out to 

California. He gets ill and gets worse, and as he’s on his last 
breath, he calls his friend in New York.

“Irving,” he says.
“Yeh?”
“This is Harold.”
“What is it, Harold?”
“Come to California, Irving. I’m dying and I have 

something terrible to confess.”
So Irving flies out on the next flight and goes to see 

Harold on his deathbed.
“Irving,” Harold whispers, “I have a big confession to 

make.”
“Tell me, Harold, what is it?”
“I converted.”
“You converted???”
“Yeh, I converted.”
“I can’t believe it, Harold. All your life you were a good 

Jew! And now, in the last few months of your life, you’ve 
converted?” “Well,” he says, “I figured it out... You know 
how many gentiles there are in the world? You know how 
many Jews there are in the world? Better one of them should 
die, than one of us...”

That’s what you call a Yiddishe kop!
Do you know how many Jews there are in the world? I 

would estimate about 14 to 15 million. There’s a graph 
from Lashinsky’s The Jewish Dispersion. At the very 
bottom of the graph, there’s a little broken line that keeps 
bouncing along the bottom of the graph. That little line 
represents the number of Jews in the world. During the 
Roman Empire, the Jews constituted 9% of the population. 
Simple demographics tell us that without the Crusades, the 
pogroms, the Holocaust, assimilation...the Jewish people 
today would number well into the hundred millions.

We’ve lost 90 to 95% of our nation. We keep diminishing 
and diminishing, yet we’re still bouncing up and down 
there, barely hanging on, at the bottom of the graph. 
Demographically, we should just pack it in. Why don’t we?

“And you shall remain few in number among the nations 
to which God shall lead you.” (Devarim 4:27)

Despite the fact that our tiny size would almost guarantee 
the failure of the prophecy of an eternal nation, the Torah 
predicts precisely this. Yes, you’ll be persecuted, yes, many 
of you will be wiped out, but you’ll remain a nation.

The Torah tells us, “Zechor yemot olam.” Keep your 

eyes on history. And when you do, you begin to perceive 
that something or someone is pulling the strings. It doesn’t 
matter if the world hates you, persecutes you, scatters you 
throughout the globe...somehow you’re going to remain 
with your identity intact, even if you’re the tiniest nation in 
existence.

PROPHECY #4: 
FEW IN NUMBER

We mentioned our lack of numbers. This was predicted 
beforehand!

“You will remain few in number, whereas you could 
have become as numerous as the stars of the heavens, 
because you would not obey the voice of God, your Lord.” 
(Deuteronomy 28:62)

WONDER #5: 
A LIGHT UNTO THE NATIONS

The Jews are told that they shall be, “A light unto the 
nations.”

What does that mean?
How is it possible for a tiny people, exiled and dispersed 

around the globe, despised by every nation on earth, to 
be “a light unto the nations?” Now this is getting totally 
unreasonable. Who’s even going to pay attention to us?

There’s a book called Great Religions of the World. Who 
would you think is in there? Christianity. Buddhism. Islam. 
And, of course, there’s a chapter on the Jews.

What makes Christianity one of the greatest religions 
in the world? A billion and a half adherents! What makes 
Islam one of the great religions in the world? 800 million 
people, maybe more. How about the Jews? With only 12 or 
14 million people, why are we one of the “great” religions 
of the world?

If not for the Jews, you wouldn’t have Christianity; you 
wouldn’t have Islam. Both are built on the foundations 
laid by Judaism. Prior to the Jewish religion, the world 
was paganistic, with no concept of monotheism. The Jews 
changed all that, and now half the world believes in the 
concept of one God.

We’re tiny, we’re scattered and we’re hated. Likely 
candidates for world influence? Clearly not. Yet somehow, 
just as the Torah predicted, we’re the ones who have made 
more of an impact on the world than any other nation.

Rabbi Motty Berger, a well-known Discovery lecturer, 
once had a young Chinese artist by the name of Jin Gan 
living in his house. Now Jin Gan was a very bright fellow 

who had come to America to study. He was very eager to 
learn the English language, so every day he read the entire 
front page of the New York Times. After a while, he began 
to notice that there were three countries that almost always 
made the headlines: The United States, the Soviet Union 
and Israel.

Not being very familiar with Israel, Jin Gan asked Rabbi 
Berger where this country was. Rabbi Berger pulled out a 
map and pointed to the Middle East.

“You see the brown space over there?”
“Yeah.”
“Okay, that’s Egypt. Now you see this country over here, 

the little green area?”
“Yeah.”
“That’s Syria. Now, come a little closer. You see this 

little thing over here, this dot on the map? The one that’s so 
small, the cities have to be written out in the Mediterranean 
Sea? That dot there -- that’s Israel!”

“That’s Israel?” he says. “I can’t believe it! That tiny dot 
is the country that makes the front page every day? How 
many people live there?”

“Oh, about 5 million Jews.”
“Five million Jews? In a recent census conducted in 

China, there are now over one billion, one hundred million 
Chinese -- with a statistical error of 48 million! That 
means,” he said, “that there are 12 times as many people 
statistically unaccounted for in China as there are Jews in 
Israel!”

If you want to read a story about China you have to turn 
to Page 17 in the New York Times. To get on the front 
page, they have to kill thousands of students in Tiananmen 
Square. For Israel to get on the front page, you need six kids 
throwing rocks at a Chevy. 

Why is this?
Somehow, small as we are, the world is always watching.
There’s a book called “The Jewish Mystique,” written by 

Ernest Vanderhaag. He writes that in the last 50 years of 
Western civilization, there were four people who shaped the 
world: Marx, Freud, Einstein, and Darwin. (Three of them 
were Jewish - and one of them was wrong!) And this is only 
in the last 150 years of western civilization; just decades 
after Jews were even permitted into universities!

The eternal nation, dispersed throughout the world, few 
in number, enduring anti-Semitism the likes of which the 
world has never seen - and at the same time, we’re a light 
unto the nations.

JEWISH HISTORY
SEVEN WONDERS OF

(Part 2)
By Rabbi Motty Berger and Rabbi Asher Resnick

photo@Isranet
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Ridiculous? It’s just what the Torah predicted, that at 
the time of the Messiah, the nations will beg us, “Teach us 
about God. You seem to know a lot about Him.”

People sometimes explain this by saying that since 
the Jews were such a persecuted, downtrodden people, 
the prophets made this up to give them hope and 
encouragement.

Now I don’t know about you, but if I were a downtrodden 
people, would that pick me up? “Just keep on going, even 
though you’re down and out, because some day every nation 
in the world will come to you to teach them about God???”

If I wanted to be picked up by the Prophets, I would 
have them say something like, “Some day, God will meet 
your enemies and utterly destroy them. And you will go in 
and take over their property and money. Then, you’ll live 
happily ever after.”

But, no. No matter what we suffer, we are to be a light to 
the nations.

PROPHECY #5: 
A LIGHT UNTO THE NATIONS 

Those same nations that persecuted and denigrated us will 
come to us for wisdom and guidance? This was predicted 
beforehand!

“Thus says the Lord of Hosts: In those days, [the time that 
Messiah will come] ten men of every nationality, speaking 
different languages, shall take hold of every Jew by the 
corner of his garment, and say, let us go with you, for we 
have heard that God is with you.” (Zecharia 8:23)

WONDER #6: 
THE INTERDEPENDENCE BETWEEN THE 
JEWISH PEOPLE AND THE LAND OF ISRAEL

The land of Israel was known to be fertile for millennia. 
When you were back in sixth grade, learning about the 
Middle East, do you remember what that region of the 
world was it called?

It was called, “The Fertile Crescent.” The Middle East 
was strategically important. It controlled the trade routes 
from Europe, Asia, and Africa. All of ancient civilization 
wanted to possess it and keep it flourishing.

But we see a very strange thing. As long as the Jews are 
living in the land, the land remains fertile. As soon as the 
Jews leave, the land becomes a desert and no other nation is 
able to cultivate it.

There is a fascinating quote from Mark Twain, who 
visited Israel in 1867.

“We traversed some miles of the desolate country, whose 
soil is rich enough but is given wholly to weeds, as silent, 
mournful expanse. A desolation is here that not even 
imagination can grace with the pomp of life and action. 
We reached Tavor safely. [Tavor is in the north, in the 
Galilee, the most fertile part of the land.] We never saw a 
human being on the whole route. We pressed on towards 
the goal..., renowned Jerusalem. The further we went, the 
hotter the sun got, the more rocky and bare, repulsive and 
dreary the landscape became. There was hardly a tree or a 
shrub anywhere. Even the olive and the cactus, those fast 
friends of a worthless soil, had almost deserted the country. 
No landscape exists that is more tiresome to the eye than 
that which bound the approaches to Jerusalem. Jerusalem 
is mournful, dreary and lifeless. I would not desire to live 
there.” (Mark Twain, Innocents Abroad, Vol. II, Harper and 
Brothers, 1922, NY)

Has anyone been to Israel recently? Does this sound 
accurate to you? Once again, a startling and strange 
phenomenon, completely defying the laws of nature: When 
the Jews are not in the land, the land becomes a desolate 
wilderness.

Has this ever happened anywhere else in the world? The 
white men came to this country and took it over from the 
American Indians. It had amber waves of grain. Did the land 
suddenly become a desert? Of course not! It doesn’t make a 
difference who’s living in the land. If a land is fertile, it’s 
fertile; if it’s a desert, it’s a desert.

Not so with the land of Israel. Only there does the land 
become uninhabitable when the Jews are exiled.

PROPHECY #6: 
THE INTERDEPENDENCE BETWEEN THE 
JEWISH PEOPLE AND THE LAND OF ISRAEL

Could anyone have known that the land would produce 
only for the Jewish people? This was predicted beforehand!

“And I shall make the land a desolate waste so that its 

proud strength will cease, and the mountains of Israel shall 
be desolate that no one will cross them. Then they shall 
know that I am God when I make the land a desolate waste 
because of all the abominable things they have done.” 
(Ezekiel 33:28-29)

From where would the prophets get this strange 
agricultural expertise? Is there any other country on earth 
whose land responds to only one nation?

WONDER #7: 
THE MIRACULOUS RETURN OF THE JEWISH 
PEOPLE TO THEIR HOMELAND

In the seventh and final wonder, the Jews are promised 
that they will one day return to their land. And they are told 
what they will find when they do: Suddenly, after years of 
desolation, the land will come to life again.

If you’ve been to Israel recently, you’ve seen this with 
your own eyes. The land has indeed begun to bloom and the 
markets are full of produce.

Cecil Roth, an Oxford professor and non-observant Jew, 
wrote a book called, “The History of the Jews.” At the very 
end of the book, he writes as follows:

“Our survey of three and a half millennia of Jewish 
history is closed. But the story which we have set ourselves 
to tell is unended. Today the Jewish people has in it still 
those elements of strength and endurance which enabled it 
to surmount all of the crises of its past, surviving thus the 
most powerful empires of antiquity. Throughout our history, 
there have been weaker elements who have shirked the 
sacrifices which Judaism entails; they have been swallowed 
up, long since, in the great majority. Only the more stalwart 
have carried on the traditions of their ancestors and can 
now look back with pride in their superb heritage. Are 
we to be numbered with the weak majority or the stalwart 
minority? It is of course, for ourselves, to decide, but in a 
reading of Jewish history, one factor emerges which may 
perhaps help us in our decision: the preservation of the 
Jew was certainly not casual. He has endured through the 
power of a certain ideal, based upon the recognition of the 
influence of a higher power in human affairs. Indeed, time 
after time in his history he has been saved from disaster 
in a manner which cannot be described as anything but 
providential. This author has deliberately attempted to write 
this book in a secular spirit, but he does not think that his 
readers can fail to see on every page, a higher immanence.”

Obviously, when Cecil Roth looked at history, just 
as you’re looking at it now, he saw the impossible 
contradictions: an eternal nation, exiled and dispersed 

throughout the globe; subject to intense anti-Semitism 
which should assure their extinction; few in number, and 
yet, despite that, a light unto the nations. One contradiction 
after another. The land produces nothing when their 
enemies inhabit it, yet when the Jews return, the desert 
blooms once again.

You know, the idea of the Jewish people returning to their 
homeland was truly seen as absurd by most of the world. 
When the Reform movement was founded in Germany in 
the 1820’s, one of the first elements of Jewish belief that 
they rejected was the concept of a return to the land of 
Israel. They declared, “Germany is our fatherland. Berlin is 
our Jerusalem.” They understood it was ridiculous to think 
of going to settle the desert of Palestine. “Here we are in 
Europe - it’s obvious that we’re here to stay - look how well 
we’re accepted.”

Were they idiots? No, they were rationalists. They just 
didn’t understand that in a world run by God, it doesn’t 
matter how things seem to be.

Imagine if I told you that when we walk out of this 
building, to-night, fifty red Mazuratis will pass by, all in a 
row. And then you go out and see that it really came true. 
Would you be impressed with me? I would assume so. Let’s 
say I told you that they would all have consecutive license 
plates, one after the other. Would you believe that I had 
some sort of prophetic ability?

We have an incredible history, a history that makes 
absolutely no sense and follows no rules. No other people 
have ever experienced a history like ours. Yet, every single 
piece of our history has been predicted beforehand by our 
Torah.

PROPHECY #7: 
THE MIRACULOUS RETURN OF THE JEWISH 
PEOPLE TO THEIR HOMELAND

We, today, are witnesses to the miraculous return of 
the Jewish people to their homeland. This was predicted 
beforehand!

“Behold, I will raise my hand to the nations and my 
banner to the peoples, and they shall bring your sons in 
their arms and your daughters on their shoulders.” (Isaiah 
49:22).

Not only are these seven wonders so paradoxical, so 
outside the pale of logic, but each one was clearly predicted 
in the Torah!

(Source: Aish.com)

Continued from page 8

photo@IsranetJewish people returning to their homeland
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Before it was innocuously renamed Park 51, the Ground 
Zero mosque development had been known as the 

Cordoba House, which proponents claimed referred to a 
supposed golden age of multi-faith tolerance under Islamic 
rule. What they neglect to mention is that historically, 
non-Muslims under Muslim rule have been presented with 
three choices: conversion to Islam, death, or the subservient 
status known as dhimmitude.

The book The Third Choice The Third Choice: Islam, 
Dhimmitude and Freedom by Dr. Mark Durie, released in 
February by Deror Books and short-listed for Australian 
Christian Book of the Year, sheds light on that little-
understood condition and its contemporary relevance. 
A former linguistics scholar, Durie is now the Vicar of 
St. Mary’s Anglican Church, Caulfield in Melbourne, 
Australia. He writes and speaks extensively in Australia and 
internationally about Islam, interfaith dialogue, religious 
conflict, and the persecution of religious minorities, 
especially Christians living under Sharia law.

MT: Dr. Durie, I’d like to begin talking about The Third 
Choice by asking what inspired you, as an Anglican priest, 
to write a study of Islam and dhimmitude?

MD: I first became interested in Islam when doing 
linguistic fieldwork in Aceh, Indonesia, in the early 1980’s. 
The Acehnese people are proud of their Islamic identity, but 
despite enjoying countless discussions about religion with 
them, I made no attempt to study Islam formally; my whole 
focus was on linguistic research. But I couldn’t escape 
learning about jihad, because it played such a large role in 
the historical consciousness of the people. An amazingly 
large number of works of Acehnese literature are jihad 
epics. Another aspect of my experience was contact with 
local Christians; this is how I came to know of the difficult 
circumstances of non-Muslims living in an Islamic society.

When I left academia to become an Anglican minister, 
around 1998, I thought I was leaving Islamic jihad well 
behind me. I had no idea of the depth and breadth of 
the global Islamic movement. Then as I watched the 
burning World Trade Center towers collapse in the New 
York morning sunshine, I knew there was no ideology 
on this earth other than Islamic jihad, which could have 
inspired such an attack. It was no surprise when verses 
from the Koran reportedly found in the backpacks of the 
terrorists were exactly the same verses which had figured 
so prominently in Acehnese jihad epic poems from over a 
century ago.

At that point I knew I had to try to understand Islam 
properly. So I read the hadiths, the Koran, and Ibn Ishaq’s 
biography of Muhammad in the months after 9/11, with 
the eye of a theologian – I was constantly asking how 
this material would form people’s spiritual identity.  This 
exploration made me deeply troubled. The persona of 
Muhammad which arose before me from Islam’s primary 
sources shocked me to my core. I thought, “If this man’s 
life is supposed to be the best example, we are all in deep 
trouble.”

I went to the Islamic Council offices in Melbourne and 
bought more books about Islam. One was Maududi’s Let Us 
be Muslims. This only increased my concern. After chapters 
on all the essentials of Islam, such as the pillars of faith, 
Maududi concludes the book with a call to jihad. Everything 
else in Islam, he said, was but a preparation for toppling 
governments, taking power, and establishing Islam in the 
world. I thought this was an ideal book for turning a pious 
young Muslim into a jihad-ready militant. At that time I 
began to write and teach on Islam, and I’ve been going ever 
since. I wrote The Third Choice to help people understand 
Islam from the ground up, and to know what it really means 
to depend upon the benevolence of an Islamic state from 
the perspective of a dhimmi – a non-Muslim living under 
Islamic rule.

MT: How is your book different from other works about 
the topic by scholars like Andrew Bostom or Bat Ye’or, who 
actually wrote your foreword?

MD: Their books are great, and I could not have written 
The Third Choice without them. But they are long and 
academic. Their focus is on specific historical manifestations 
of Islam: jihad, dhimmitude and anti-Semitism. They also 

include large chunks of primary source material. This is 
great for the researcher, but for many readers it is just too 
much to digest. Also, their books don’t attempt to explain 
Islam itself as a total system.  One of my central goals is to 
make Islam itself clear and plausible. This is very necessary. 
Also I approach the subject as a theologian – I focus on 
ideology: how it shapes people’s worldview, and how we 
can find freedom from it. The Third Choice is a one-stop 
shop for understanding Islam and the dhimmi condition.

MT: Where and in what ways do you see dhimmitude at 
work in the West?

MD: Gradually, and in countless ways, the West is 
accepting that Islam deserves to be treated differently and 
preferentially. We are finding it perfectly normal to make 
concessions to Islam which would never be made to other 

faiths. The “third choice” of my title is the alternative 
to conversion to Islam or the sword. This is the choice to 
give up fighting, and surrender to Islam, and live as a 
non-Muslim under Islamic rule. But there is a price to 
keeping your head without converting, and this is to serve 
Islam and to embrace your own inferiority.

The two most characteristic psychological traits of the 
dhimmi are gratitude and humility. We are seeing both these 
traits shaping public discourse around Islam. President 
Obama, for example, has spoken of the “debt” the West 
owes to Islam. This sense of indebtedness is being imparted 
to our schoolchildren through Islamicized history textbooks.

The dhimmi syndrome is analogous to that of the battered 
woman. An abused woman will often vigorously deny that 
her husband is doing anything wrong, even when her life 
is daily at risk from beatings. She will be schooled by the 
violence to be grateful for any small kindness shown to her, 
and to insist that he loves her. All the abuse is her own fault. 
The dhimmi syndrome causes victims to go to extraordinary 
lengths to preserve their worldview of denial.

I respect but deplore the psychological power of this 
dynamic. Respect, because these are the strategies of 
survivors. Deplore, because such soul-destroying strategies 
rob people of freedom and bind them into self-deception. 
Indeed I was amazed to discover a Moroccan jurist who 
in his commentary on Sura 9:29 of the Koran said that 
the purpose of the dhimmi system is to “kill the soul” of 
the non-Muslim, so he will render willingly everything 
demanded of him.

MT: What can be done to reverse the trend of 
surrendering to Islam’s demands?

MD: The most important thing is to understand Islam, 
warts and all, without camouflage, from the ground up, 
for ourselves. We must make sense of the theology – or 
ideology, if you like. We must also insist on reciprocity in 
all things. We need to recognize that handing over your 
worldview and allowing it to be shaped by an abuser is a 
terrible loss of freedom, and no good will come of it. We 
need to recapture our discourse, and demand that the word 
jihad be used where it is appropriate. We need to stop 
talking in circumlocutions which conceal and hide the truth. 
We need to stop protecting Muslims from being forced to 
account for their own religion’s teachings.

Continued on page 11

The Third Choice
By Mark Tapson (FrontPageMagazine)
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MT: The Ground Zero mosque controversy has amplified 
accusations against non-Muslims of Islamophobia, fear and 
ignorance. Are they legitimate, and can we put our trust in 
interfaith dialogue to resolve tensions?

MD: There is this idea floating around that those who 
are speaking up about Islamic radicalism must be bigots 
and therefore they must be ignorant. Ironically the loudest 
critics of Islam are usually the ones who have studied the 
fundamentals of Islam the most rigorously. Those crying 
“bigot” can be the most ignorant, and will come up with 
absolute howlers, real nonsense, spoken with a poker 
face as it were the most serious thing in the world. They 
decry accurate and reliable information about Islam as 
“Islamophobic facts,” just as the Soviet courts used to reject 
what they called “calumnious facts.”

When non-Muslims go into interfaith dialogue without a 
good understanding of Islam, they are severely handicapped. 
The dialogue can easily be manipulated to become an 
exercise in da’wa, or proclaiming Islam. A good example 
is the label “Abrahamic faith.” This is a Koranic term, and 
in Islam it stands for the idea that Abraham was a Muslim. 
According to the Koran, the faith of Abraham is Islam. 
Getting Jews and Christians to speak about “Abrahamic 
religions” has been a great coup – it is a manifestation of 
the Islamization of our religious discourse.

The problem of dialogue is especially acute if your 
Muslim counterpart subscribes to the doctrine of taqiyya, 
which favors the use of misleading impressions, or even 
direct lies. Everyone involved in interfaith dialogue 
with Muslims needs to understand that under certain 
circumstances – for example, if Muslims feel threatened 
– giving a misleading impression could be regarded as 
a righteous act. Not all Muslims will go down this track, 
but for some it is a real option, and there are plenty of clear 
examples of it happening all around us. In The Third Choice 
I give a very clear explanation of the doctrine of taqiyya, 
and explain how it arises in Islamic theology, how it is 
being taught by Muslims, and how it is being applied today.

MT: A distinction is often made between Islam and 
Islamism. Do you feel that

it’s a valid distinction, and is a reformed Islam possible?

MD: A thorough reading through the hadiths, sira 
and Koran led me to believe that reform in the sense 
of “improvement” is incredibly difficult. In medieval 
Christianity, reforming religion meant making it better by 
going back to its roots, back to the gospels. The problem is, 
if you reform Islam this way, you go back to Muhammad’s 
message and example, and what you get is Wahhabism 
and al Qaida. Reform through reshaping Islam under the 
influence of external ideas, derived from non-Islamic 
sources, is conceivable, but the trend of the past 100 years 
has been just about all in the other direction.

If you put a young God-fearing Muslim in a room with an 
Islamic radical and an Islamic moderate, both trying to win 
over the young person’s soul, the radical would win again 
and again. It is because the canon – hadiths, sira and Koran 
– are massively stacked in favor of the radical position. Yes, 
there are violent passages in the Bible too, but it is an uphill 
battle to build a violent theology based on them. With the 
Koran, building a violent theology is like rolling balls down 
a hill. It is a huge uphill struggle building a “moderate” 
Islamic theology on the basis of the Islamic canon alone.

I think some commentators – whose work I respect and 
admire – speak of “Islamism” because they don’t want 
to dignify the radical cause by calling it “Islam.” Also, if 
they name the problem as “Islam,” it would seem too 
overwhelming. Nevertheless, I agree with Ayaan Hirsi 
Ali, Wafa Sultan and other ex-Muslims that the problem 
of radical Islam is the problem of Islam itself. The will to 
dominate is hard-wired into the core texts of Islam, and 
this cannot be excised from the heart of these texts without 
a traumatic assault on the fundamentals of Islam. So I 
don’t like to speak about “Islamism.” To me it feels like a 
cop-out.

Often I meet people who want to be informed about 
Islam but will let their minds grasp the problem only if the 
solution is clear. This is hopeless. You must first live with 
the problem, even for a long time, before solutions will 
come. But I am convinced we will  find solutions to the 
challenge of Islam. That is why I wrote The Third Choice – 
out of conviction that facing the truth will bring liberty.

(Mark Durie is an Advisory board member of Christians for Israel 
Australia)

Continued from page 10 Jeremiah to today’s Israel – 
No Two-State Solution!

Presently, there is an unprecedented push for peace 
in the Mideast. President Obama, Quartet point 

man Tony Blair, Pope Benedict XVI, along with a 
significant host of other powerful Mideast and world 
leaders, clamor once and for all for a two-state solution. 
They have heightened concern that the writing is on the 
403-mile partition wall currently protecting Israeli’s from 
Palestinian terror that a Middle East war is imminent.

As the clock rapidly ticks toward what will likely be the 
prophetic Psalm 83 showdown, Israel circles the wagons 
in preparation for a multi-front confederate conflict 
with its ancient enemies, and Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu loosens his grip from the thorny Obama 
olive branch of “Direct Talks” with the Palestinians, and 
“Engagement” with Iran.

Currently, the international prescription for two states 
comprised of Jews and Palestinians living autonomously 
and peacefully side by side requires Israel to destroy 
outposts, freeze settlements, forfeit land acquired 
after 1967, divide Jerusalem and allow Palestinian 
refugees to homestead the Holy Land. These refugees 
number in the millions, cannot obtain citizenship in 
most of the surrounding Arab nations, and represent 
a second-generation population that hates and blames 
the Jews for their impoverished existence. The ploy of 
Israel’s enemies has been to banner the plight of these 
Palestinians as the justification for Islamic jihad against 
Israel and her supporters.

It is quite apparent that the world has become 
empathetic to the Palestinian plight but apathetic to 
God’s foreign policy contained in Genesis 12:3 and the 
one-state solution prescribed in Jeremiah 12:14-17. 
Genesis 12:3 bestows blessings upon those that bless 
the Israeli descendants of Abraham but conversely must 
curse those populations that oppose them. Jeremiah 
12:15-17 follows stride by declaring that God would 
have compassion on the pro-Israel populations, but “will 
utterly pluck up and destroy” Israel’s neighbors who fail 
to operate in compliance with God’s roadmap for peace.

God’s peace plan
The Bible foretold in Isaiah 11:11, Ezekiel 36:22-24, 

37:12, Deuteronomy 30:3-5 and elsewhere of a time 
when the Jews would be brought back into the Promised 
Land from the nations of the world. This regathering 
began on May 14, 1948, and is ongoing today. Possessing 
omniscient foresight, God foreknew that an Arab-Israeli 
conflict would erupt as a result.

Jeremiah 12:14-17 tells us that as the time drew near 
for the return of the Jews into Israel the landscape of 
the Middle East would undergo a geopolitical facelift as 
God intended to restore Arabs, Persians and Jews back 
into the historical homes of their ancestral heritages. 
After the fall of the Ottoman Empire in 1917, we see this 
turn of geopolitical events take place as one by one the 
Arab, Persian and Jewish States emerged: Afghanistan 
1919, Egypt 1922, Saudi Arabia & Iraq 1932, Iran 1935, 
Lebanon 1943, Syria & Jordan 1946 and Israel 1948.

Jeremiah’s passages make it clear that God would 
import the Jews into Israel and export the Arabs and 
Persians out of Israel when the time came for the 
implementation of God’s one-state solution. Jeremiah 
12:14 refers to the Arab and Persian populations as 
“My evil neighbors who touch the inheritance which I 
have caused My people Israel to inherit,” alluding to the 
Promised Land given to the Jewish Patriarch Abraham 
in Genesis 15:18. As stated prior, God intended to have 
compassion on those populations that would operate in 
compliance with His divine plan.

As I point out in my book, “Isralestine: The Ancient 
Blueprints of the Future Middle East,” many predominately 
Islamic populations will fail to comply. These nations and/
or terrorist entities are described in Psalm 83 and Ezekiel 
38 and include but are not limited to: Palestinians, Syrians, 
Hezbollah, Hamas, Iranians, Lebanese, Jordanians, Saudis, 
Egyptians, Libyans and Turks.

The Saudi peace plan
For even your brothers, the house of your father, Even 

they have dealt treacherously with you; Yes, they have 
called a multitude after you. Do not believe them, Even 

though they speak smooth words to you. (Jeremiah 12:6; 
NKJV)

In the above passage Jeremiah appears to issue a stern 
warning to the modern-day state of Israel not to believe 
the smooth words of the descendants of their ancestral 
brothers. Without going into a detailed Bible study, 
the abbreviated interpretation is likely as follows: The 
subjects of the prophecy for the most part are the Jews, 
Saudis and Palestinians. The “brothers” of the Jews from 
the “house of” their Hebrew fathers Abraham, Isaac 
and Jacob were Ishmael and Esau. Ishmael was the half 
brother of Isaac, and Esau was the twin brother of Jacob. 
Jacob was renamed Israel in Genesis 32:28, and Esau 
was also referred to as Edom in Genesis 36:1, 9. Both 
Ishmael in Genesis 21:18 and Esau in Genesis 25:23 
were promised to father nations. Ishmael is generally 
associated today with Saudi Arabia, and Esau with the 
Palestinians. (“Isralestine” details who the Palestinians 
are today).

The “multitude” formed by the “brothers” Ishmael 
and Edom is most likely the confederacy contained in 
Psalm 83 that ultimately seeks to destroy the modern-day 
Jewish state, “that the name Israel be remembered no 
more” (Psalm 83:4).

The “smooth words” are deceptive and the Jews are 
cautioned not to trust them. They are likely penned in the 
Saudi Mideast peace plan initiated at the Beirut Summit 
of the Arab League in March of 2002. This Saudi peace 
initiative calls for a two-state solution that embraces and 
strongly favors the Palestinian plight. In a nutshell it 
requires Israel to withdraw from the territories acquired 
in the aftermath of the “Six-Day” war in June of 1967 to 
provide for the establishment of a Palestinian state with 
East Jerusalem as its capital. Furthermore, it calls for the 
return of millions of Palestinian refugees into Israel. In 
return, Arab states, like those listed in Psalm 83, would 
establish normal relations with Israel.

Sounds pretty smooth on the surface, but in application 
it puts Israel in harm’s way. Surrendering land like the 
Golan Heights would compromise Israel’s security from 
external attacks, and assimilating refugees who hate 
Israel would subject the Jewish state to terrorism and 
turmoil from within. The bottom line is that the Arabs 
don’t want peace with the Jews; they want another 
Arab state called Palestine and they feel the only way 
to ultimately achieve this goal is to destroy modern-day 
Israel. The Saudi two-state solution puts the enemies of 
Israel one step closer to the kill.

Jeremiah appears to be warning his descendant Jewish 
brothers and sisters of today to Say NO to the Saudi 
two-state solution!

Bill Salus is a prophecy teacher and the author 
of “Israelstine  the Ancient Blueprints of the Future 
Middle East.”  Bill has appeared on WorldNetDaily as a 
commentator.

(Source: ProphecyNewsStand.blogspot.com)

By Bill Salus

They want another Arab state called Palestine
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Two pieces of news about Iran’s nuclear ambitions were 
revealed almost simultaneously in August 2010. The 

first was that Iran had fired up its first nuclear reactor. The 
second, delivered in an ostentatious leak to the New York 
Times, was that the Obama administration had determined 
that Iran was at least a year away from a “dash” necessary 
to complete a working nuclear weapon – and that the White 
House had succeeded in convincing Israel that there was no 
imminent threat.

It is critical to explain precisely the danger posed to 
Israel by a decision to strike Iran – without question the 
most difficult, complex, and perilous military mission in the 
state’s 62-year history. One need only recall the universal 
condemnation of Israel’s 1981 attack on the Iraqi reactor at 
Osirak and the more muted, but still palpable, criticism of 
Israel’s destruction of Syria’s nuclear-reactor-in-progress 
in 2007 to imagine the scope of the worldwide outrage that 
would follow Israeli attacks on Teheran’s nuclear facilities 
and infrastructure – likely causing in the process far greater 
civilian casualties than did either of those previous missions. 
The claim that Israel had to act to prevent a nuclear attack on 
its cities would be quickly dismissed: “With an appreciable 
nuclear arsenal of its own, Israel has second-strike capabilities 
that would almost certainly have prevented Teheran from 
attacking first,” it will be said. And, many would insist, why 
didn’t repeated American assurances that the U.S. would 
resoundingly punish any attack on Israel stay the Jewish 
state’s hand? What possible justification could there be for 
Israel’s precipitous military action?

What must be understood is that the threat to Israel is not 
that Iran will one day use the bomb. No, Iran merely needs 
to possess the bomb to undermine the central purpose of 
Israel’s existence – and in so doing, to reverse the dramatic 
change in the existential condition of the Jews that 62 years 
of Jewish sovereignty has wrought. The mere possession of 
a nuclear weapon by Iran would instantly restore Jews to the 
status quo ante before Jewish sovereignty, to a condition in 
which their futures would depend primarily on the choices 
their enemies – and not Jews themselves – make.

For hundreds of years, Jewish life in Europe was a matter 
of either hoped-for toleration or a struggle to survive against 
the periodic outpourings of violent Jew-hatred. During the 
expulsion of the Jews from England in 1290, the Spanish 
Inquisition some 200 years later, the state-encouraged 
pogroms that would sow terror in Jewish communities 
across the continent intermittently in the centuries that 
followed, and the culmination of all this hatred in the 
Nazi death machine, there was little Jews could do in the 
face of the onslaught. Oh, there were episodic (and largely 
ineffective) pockets of resistance, and powerful liturgical, 
poetic, exegetical, and literary traditions emerged from 
the tragedies; but the Jewish experience in Europe was 
fundamentally one of defenselessness. What happened to 
the Jews was whatever their enemies determined should 
happen to them.

The creation of the State of Israel fundamentally changed 
not only that reality but also the self-perception that 
accompanied it. It was in pre-statehood Palestine, after 
centuries of utter passivity, that the Jews finally took up 
arms to defend themselves. Unlike the 1943 uprising in 
the Warsaw Ghetto, one of history’s most moving acts of 
hopeless defiance, the newfound Jewish willingness to 
fight was not destined to defeat, and the Jewish willingness 
to die was not merely symbolic. Against what seemed to 
be insurmountable odds, ragtag warriors – outmatched 
and outgunned – defeated the numerous armies that most 
people expected would drive the Jews back into the sea and 
actually expanded the borders of their newly created state. 
The creation and survival of the Jewish state in the late 
1940s ended a millennium of abject Jewish vulnerability 
and brought to an astonishing close a long and anguished 
history in which Jews were assigned the role of victim-
on-call.

The dramatic change in Jewish self-perception that 
Israel has wrought can perhaps be best appreciated by 
recalling two photographs – each, in its own time, the 
iconic representation of what it meant to be a Jew. The 
first, taken in the Warsaw Ghetto, depicts a terrified young 
boy, his arms raised helplessly in the air, as a Nazi points a 
submachine gun in his direction. This little boy, a victim in 
every way, is dressed in his finest but seems likely to die. 

He is alone; no adults have come to his aid, and even if they 
chose to, of course, there would be nothing they could do in 
the face of the armed Nazis standing just feet away. To be a 
Jew is to be a victim.

Flash-forward to June 1967, when the Israeli photographer 
David Rubinger photographed three paratroopers at the 
Western Wall shortly after they had captured it from Jordan 
during the Six-Day War. It was the virtual undoing of the 
condition reflected in the Warsaw Ghetto photograph. 
The boy in the photograph is alone; these three men are 
surrounded by comrades. The boy is pure victim; the Israeli 
soldiers are victors. The gun in the former photograph 
belongs to the Nazi; there are no weapons in the 1967 
picture, but had there been, they would have belonged to the 
Jews. The boy in the Warsaw Ghetto seems certain to die; 
the victory these soldiers had just wrought would breathe 
new life into the Jewish state, inspiring Soviet Jews (who 
almost immediately demanded permission to emigrate) 
and American Jews (who took a sudden great pride in the 
Jewish state and expressed it more openly and unabashedly 
than at any time before) to new heights of Zionism.

Interestingly, the paratroopers in this photograph have 
their heads uncovered, and they face away from the Wall, 
not toward it, as would be the case were they praying. 
There is one combat helmet, and though it is visible, it has 
been doffed. Rubinger’s is neither a religious nor a military 
image. It is, instead, the image of the “new Jew” that Israel 
had created, the Jew who could shape his or her own destiny 
rather than waiting for it to be shaped by others.

This notion of Jews as the masters of their own destiny, 
as defenders of their own lives, is the deepest core of the 
Jewish state. In the space of eight days each spring, Israel 
commemorates Holocaust Memorial Day, then Memorial 
Day for Fallen Soldiers, then Independence Day. It is a 
period of profound national consciousness, punctuated with 
public rituals neither political nor religious. Each and every 
year, the speech delivered by the head of state, Israel’s 
president, on Holocaust Memorial Day boils down to one 
simple claim: had Israel existed then, this would not have 
happened.

On the evening of Holocaust Memorial Day and then, a 
week later, on both the morning and evening of Memorial 
Day for Fallen Soldiers, the nation freezes in place as a 
siren is sounded – cars come to a halt on highways, their 
drivers stand at attention just outside their vehicles, and 
people on sidewalks become immobile. All that can be 
heard is the harrowing groan of the air-raid siren as the 
nation mourns its thousands upon thousands of sons and 
daughters, soldiers who died in defense of the country. 
Coming as it does a week after Holocaust Memorial Day, 
the calendrical point requires no emphasis. Better we should 
die on battlefields, armed and defending our homeland, than 
be shepherded into camps in someone else’s country, utterly 
defenseless. For better and for worse—better because it’s 
true, and worse because the society established on this basis 

is of necessity extraordinarily complex and fraught – that is 
the point of the Jewish state.

Periodically, as my 21-year-old son heads back to the 
army at the crack of dawn on a Sunday morning after a 
weekend at home, I’ll kid with him as he’s walking out the 
door with all his gear, mimicking conversations we might 
have had when he was a teenager. I’ll ask, in a falsely harsh 
tone, “Just where do you think you’re going at this time 
of the day?” To which he’ll smile and say, “To defend the 
homeland.”

It has become ritualized family banter, but only because 
the first time my son responded that way, he did so without 
thinking, without humor, and without irony. It was, in 
point of fact, exactly where he was headed. He was going 
to defend the homeland. The thousands upon thousands 
of young Israelis who serve their country this way, some 
of whom volunteer for roles more daunting than could 
possibly be described, do what they do, day after day and 
year after year, because they believe themselves capable 
of defending the homeland. On land, in the air, and at sea, 
they have proved decade after decade, war after war, that 
periodic failings notwithstanding, they can keep the country 
safe. They leave their homes behind, and risk life and limb 
to ensure the safety of their parents, their grandparents, their 
siblings, and often their children.

And all this – these national rituals and this still pervasive 
willingness to serve – would lose all meaning were Jews 
returned to the status of European victims-in-waiting. Which 
is precisely what an Iranian nuclear weapon would do.

My son and his cohort, then and now, could stop the 
Soviet fighter aircraft the Egyptians used in 1967 and 
the Soviet tanks the Syrians used in 1973; they could act 
against those who fire Qassam rockets from Gaza at Sderot 
and (with increasing accuracy) neighborhoods in Ashkelon, 
and they could move into West Bank towns and build the 
fence that would bring an end to the Palestinian suicide 
bombers. But there is nothing these soldiers could do to 
stop an Iranian nuke on its way to Israel. There would be no 
time to stop it. Instead, Israel’s military deterrent against the 
greatest threat to its existence and the continued existence 
of the Jewish people would be intellectual, theoretical, a 
matter of international nerve and round-robin negotiations, 
the proffering of carrots, the hoped-for intervention of the 
“international community” to keep Iran sane. Israel’s safety 
and future would no longer rest in the hands of its people, 
its soldiers, its reservists, its young and its old. It would no 
longer be my son defending the homeland but something 
else—a “second-strike capability.” 

A worldwide attitude. An American threat that might well 
be hollow would be all we could rely on.

Even more chilling, this would happen against the 
backdrop of a country that is both emotionally and 
ideologically exhausted.

Continued on page 13

In the Warsaw Ghetto a terrifi ed young boy, his arms raised helplessly in the air as a Nazi points a submachine gun in his direction

The Other Existential Threat
By Daniel Gordis
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Early October 2010, the European Coalition for Israel 
(ECI) participated in a massive pro-Israel rally in 

Rome led by government ministers and parliamentarians 
demanding an immediate end to the vicious campaign of 
delegitimization, which is currently being waged against 
the state of Israel. 

”This campaign is different from the traditional 
warfare which the Jewish state has faced right from its 
inception as an independent state,” said Israeli Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu in a video message to 
those present.  He went on to say that ”today’s war is not 
being fought with bullets but with lies and distortions of 
truth. The battle fields are international institutions, such 
as the International Criminal Court in the Hague and the 
UN Human Rights Council in Geneva, where the only 
true democracy in the Middle East is being accused of 
violations of international law by UN member states with 
some of the worst human rights records in the world.”

”If we lose this war against Israel, we all lose,” said 
former Spanish Prime Minister José Maria Aznar, who 
stressed that ”Israel and Europe share the same roots and 
the same values.”

Many speakers affirmed Italy’s key role in supporting 
Israel in recent years by its decisions as EU president 
in 2003, to put Hamas on the EU terrorist list and to 
be the first European nation to pull out of the Durban 
II conference in April 2009. ”Solidarity with Israel can 
sometimes be more important than European unity,” 
asserted Italian Foreign Minister Franco Frattini in his 
speech.

The European Coalition for Israel was the only 
Christian organization to be invited to speak at the rally. 
ECI was represented by director Tomas Sandell and 
chairman Harald Eckert, who is also the chairman of 
Christians for Israel in Germany.

In his speech ECI director Tomas Sandell reminded the 
audience of the central role Italy played in the creation 
of the Jewish state, which was reconstituted in the Italian 
city of San Remo in April, 1920 by a decision of the 
Supreme Council of the Allied powers.

”Let us remind those who want to discredit the 
modern state of Israel that the legal rights of the Jewish 
state were already recognized in 1920 and incorporated 
in international law in 1922. These legally binding 
provisions have since been confirmed by both the League 
of Nations and the United Nations. These facts make 
Israel one of the most ”legitimate” nation states in the 
world.”

Sandell also said ”We as Christians and as Europeans 
have historically failed the Jewish people. Yet now is the 
time for us to stand up for Israel and to do so in time.” 
He ended his speech by quoting from the Book of Ruth 
in saying ”Your God is our God.” Furthermore, ”Your 
civilization is our civilization and your values are our 
values. If Israel falls we all fall. But together we can 
stand – together we will stand.”

The mass rally was organized by the Italian 
organization ”For the Truth for Israel” and was chaired 

by its founder MP Fiamma Nirenstein. Among the 
speakers were Israeli Deputy Prime Minister Silvan 
Shalom, Italian Foreign Minister Franco Frattini, Former 
Spanish Prime Minister José Maria Aznar, and a long 
list of Italian members of parliament and members of 
European Parliament. Both the President of Italy Silvio 
Berlusconi and the President of Israel Shimon Peres had 
sent their personal messages in support to the meeting.

 
Henry Dunant, “First Zionist”, honored in Geneva
The remarkable life of International Red Cross founder 

and first recipient of the Nobel Peace Price, Henry 
Dunant, was honored on November 1, 2010, at a private 
ceremony in Geneva marking the 100th anniversary of 
the death of Henry Dunant.

Though most people remember Henry Dunant 
primarily as the founder of the International Red Cross 
very few know the man behind the vision.

”Henri Dunant was a man of faith who already at the 
age of twenty had committed his life to be more effective 
in Christian charity, heat up lukewarm believers and to 
convert those who had not met God,” European Coalition 
for Israel Director Tomas Sandell said at the event 
quoting the Henry Dunant Society. 

Henry Dunant was a Christian activist (he helped found 
the World Alliance of YMCA in 1855), and a fervent 
believer in the restoration of the Jewish people to their 
ancient homeland of Palestine. Already in 1866, 30 years 
before the first Zionist Congress, Dunant had proposed a 
repopulation of Palestine by Jews. As a personal friend 
of Theodore Herzl he was one of only a few non-Jews to 
attend the First Zionist Congress in Basel in 1897.  He 
was once referred to by Herzl as a ’Christian Zionist’, 
this being the first time the term was ever used.

”Henry Dunant understood already in 1866 what it 
took others another 80 years to grasp, namely that the 
Jewish people were entitled to live in their own ancient 
homeland of Palestine, side by side and in peace with 
their Arab neighbours. Just imagine how many lives 
could have been spared if also this life vision would have 
come to pass during his lifetime,” Sandell concluded in 
his speech. 

Calev Myers from the Jerusalem Institute of Justice 
conveyed a greeting from Jerusalem by illustrating how 
the ideals of Henry Dunant are today shaping modern 
Israeli society.

”In the hospital in Ashkelon, on the border to Gaza, 
we follow the spirit of Henry Dunant, which means 
that politics has no business within the walls of a 
hospital and where Palestinians from Gaza and Israeli 
soldiers are treated side by side. This is the true spirit of 
humanitarianism which Henri Dunant was dreaming of,” 
he said.

The event clearly illustrated the fact that while the 
modern state of Israel currently faces a vicious NGO 
campaign of delegitimization and dehumanization the 
social pioneers who founded their movements were 
mostly warm friends of Israel.

Yes, Israel’s economy is chugging along impressively, 
the army has been reconstituted since the Second Lebanon 
War, Israel still wins more than its share of Nobel 
Prizes, and the cafés are filled with people socializing 
and leading what looks like the good European life. Yet 
beneath this veneer, Israel is bone-weary. On its campuses, 
increasing numbers of faculty members espouse the notion 
that Zionism is colonialism. Draft evasion is at an all-time 
high. The international delegitimization of Israel haunts 
day-to-day life.

Perhaps most important, today’s Israeli parents are the 
first generation to send their children to war unable to 
console themselves with the notion that theirs will be the 
last generation of children that will have to fight. Few 
Israelis believe that anymore. Palestinian recalcitrance is 
much more deeply rooted than many Israelis had hoped. 
And even if Fatah eventually makes a deal with Israel, 
Hezbollah, Hamas, and Iran have made it clear that they 
never will. So the conflict will linger on, and today’s young 
soldiers head off to battle knowing that if they survive, they 
will one day send their own children to do the same thing.

One can sustain a commitment to this sort of existence 
only with the certainty that it makes an enormous 
difference. Until now, it has, and Israelis have known that. 
But after Iran has a nuclear capability that rests in the hands 
of evil men who believe that the Jewish state is a disease in 
its midst and that Judaism itself is a foul doctrine – in what 
way will the existential Jewish condition be all that different 
from what it was in Central Europe in the early 1930s?

To be sure, Israel boasts a flourishing Jewish culture, a 
renewed Hebrew language, and an impressive array of 
Jewish accomplishments that could not have happened 
without the state. But all that, impressive as it is, is 
insufficient. For the first commitment of Zionism has 
been to provide safety to Jews. So far, it has more or 
less succeeded. But the minute that Iran possesses its 
long-sought nuclear weapon, Zion becomes not a haven 
for the Jews but a potential deathtrap. Six million Jews 
(an ironic number if there ever was one) will again be in 
the crosshairs. And if that happens, Israel will have lost its 
purpose.

Without purpose, Israelis will not remain in Israel. The 
allures of Boston and Silicon Valley, where intellectual 
and financial opportunity await without the burdens of war 
and the shadow of extinction, will be too difficult to resist. 
Those who now stay in Israel do so, in large measure, 
because they sense they are part of a historic transformation 
of the Jewish condition. Absent that awareness, however, 
the most mobile of Israel’s citizens – who also happen to be 
those whom the state most desperately needs – will be the 
ones who abandon it.

In this way, Iran could end the Jewish state without ever 
pressing the button.

All of Israel’s senior politicians understand Israel’s 
historic responsibility to and for the Jewish people. Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s father was secretary to 
Ze’ev Jabotinsky, the founder of the hard-line Revisionist 
Zionist movement. The head of the Kadimah Party, Tzipi 
Livni, was born to parents who had been members of the 
Irgun underground, which fought the British and the Arabs 
in the years before the state’s founding. All four of Labor 
Party leader Ehud Barak’s grandparents were murdered 
in Europe. Israel remains a nation whose leadership is 
possessed of profound historical consciousness.

For these reasons alone, it seems highly unlikely that 
any of those three leaders would willingly permit Iran to 
go nuclear. It is therefore critical that the world understand 
what is at stake for Israel. Should Israel strike first, the 
international community will need to understand what 
motivated that strike. Indeed, a true grasp of the stakes for 
Israel might be the only thing that could avert the need for 
an Israeli strike.

If Barack Obama could come to understand in precisely 
what way this is a matter that goes to the heart of Israel’s 
very existence – and, one might add, the existence of the 
Jewish people as a people, because we cannot survive 
a second act of mass murder in a single century – his 
administration might recognize the profound nature of the 
present moment and history’s call to this president to do 
what must be done.

(Source: Commentary Magazine)

Continued from page 12

The Colosseum in Rome

ECI joined mass rally in Rome
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By PM Stephen Harper

By Peter Worthington, QMI Agency 

PM of Canada Strongly Pro-Israel

Pro-Israel stance cost 
Canada at UN

“Members of the Steering Committee, 
fellow parliamentarians, ladies and 

gentlemen, let me begin by saying how 
delighted I am to see so many of you from 
around the world, gathered here in Ottawa 
for the second annual conference of the 
Inter-parliamentary Coalition for Combating 
Antisemitism.

“It is a sign, not only of your commitment 
to our common cause, but also of the 
momentum established at the London 
Conference last year.  It is, therefore, a great 
sign of hope.

“History teaches us that anti-Semitism 
is a tenacious and particularly dangerous 
form of hatred.  And recent events are 
demonstrating that this hatred is now in 
resurgence throughout the world.  That is 
why the work of the Inter-parliamentary 
Coalition for Combating Antisemitism has 
never been so important or timely as it is 
now.

“On behalf of the Government of Canada 
and all Canadians, I commend you and 
support you in the great and important work 
that you are doing.

“I would like to thank Minister Jason 
Kenney, for inviting the ICCA to Ottawa, 
and for his outstanding record of leadership 
in combating anti-Semitism.

“I would like also to thank my introducer 
and friend, Scott Reid, Chair of the 
Canadian Parliamentary Coalition to 
Combat Antisemitism, and Mario Silva, 
Vice Chair, for organizing this conference.

“And I would like to thank all my 
colleagues in the Parliament of Canada here 
today, including Professor Irwin Cotler, for 
their dedication to your mission.

“Ladies and gentlemen, colleagues, two 
weeks ago I visited Ukraine for the first 
time.

“In Kiev I laid a wreath at Babi Yar, the 
site of one of the numerous atrocities of 
the Holocaust. I was left there with much 
the same impression as I had in Auschwitz 
in 2008 – that such horrors defy all 
comprehension.

“At the killing grounds of Babyn Yar, I 
knew I was standing in a place where evil – 
evil at its most cruel, obscene, and grotesque 
– had been unleashed.  But while evil of 
this magnitude may be unfathomable, it is 
nonetheless a fact.

“It is a fact of history.  And it is a fact 
of our nature – that humans can choose 
to be inhuman.  This is the paradox of 
freedom.  That awesome power, that grave 
responsibility – to choose between good and 
evil.

“Let us not forget that even in the darkest 
hours of the Holocaust, men were free to 
choose good.  And some did.  That is the 
eternal witness of the Righteous Among 
the Nations.  And let us not forget that even 
now, there are those who would choose evil 
and would launch another Holocaust, if left 
unchecked.  That is the challenge before us 
today.

“The horror of the Holocaust is unique, 
but it is just one chapter in the long and 
unbroken history of anti-Semitism.  Yet, in 
contemporary debates that influence the fate 
of the Jewish homeland, unfortunately, there 
are those who reject the language of good 
and evil.  They say that the situation is not 
black and white, that we mustn’t choose 
sides.

“In response to this resurgence of moral 
ambivalence on these issues, we must speak 
clearly.  Remembering the Holocaust is not 
merely an act of historical recognition.

“It must also be an understanding and 
an undertaking.  An understanding that 
the same threats exist today.  And an 
undertaking of a solemn responsibility to 
fight those threats.

“Jews today in many parts of the world 
and many different settings are increasingly 
subjected to vandalism, threats, slurs, and 
just plain, old-fashioned lies.

“Let me draw your attention to 
some particularly disturbing trends.  
Anti-Semitism has gained a place at our 
universities, where at times it is not the mob 
who are removed, but the Jewish students 
under attack.  And, under the shadow of a 
hateful ideology with global ambitions, 
one which targets the Jewish homeland as 
a scapegoat, Jews are savagely attacked 
around the world, such as, most appallingly, 
in Mumbai in 2008.

“One ruthless champion of that ideology 
brazenly threatens to ‘wipe Israel off 
the map,’ and time and again flouts the 
obligations that his country has taken under 
international treaties.  I could go on, but I 
know that you will agree on one point: that 
this is all too familiar.

“We have seen all this before.  And we 
have no excuse to be complacent.  In fact 
we have a duty to take action.  And for all 
of us, that starts at home.

“In Canada, we have taken a number of 
steps to assess and combat anti-Semitism 
in our own country.  You will no doubt hear 
from my Canadian colleagues about the 
measures we have taken to date.

“I will mention for the time being that, for 
the first time, we are dealing with Canada’s 
own record of officially sanctioned 
anti-Semitism.  We have created a fund for 
education about our country’s deliberate 
rejection of Jewish refugees before and 
during the Second World War.

“But of course we must also combat 
anti-Semitism beyond our borders, an 
evolving, global phenomenon.  And we 
must recognize, that while its substance is 
as crude as ever, its method is now more 
sophisticated.

“Harnessing disparate anti-Semitic, 
anti-American and anti-Western ideologies, 
it targets the Jewish people by targeting the 
Jewish homeland, Israel, as the source of 
injustice and conflict in the world, and uses, 
perversely, the language of human rights to 
do so.

“We must be relentless in exposing this 
new anti-Semitism for what it is.  Of course, 

like any country, Israel may be subjected to 
fair criticism.  And like any free country, 
Israel subjects itself to such criticism – 
healthy, necessary, democratic debate.  But 
when Israel, the only country in the world 
whose very existence is under attack – is 
consistently and conspicuously singled out 
for condemnation, I believe we are morally 
obligated to take a stand.  Demonization, 
double standards, delegitimization, the three 
D’s, it is the responsibility of us all to stand 
up to them.

“And I know, by the way, because I have 
the bruises to show for it, that whether 
it is at the United Nations, or any other 
international forum, the easy thing to do 
is simply to just get along and go along 
with this anti-Israeli rhetoric, to pretend 
it is just being even-handed, and to excuse 
oneself with the label of ‘honest broker.’  
There are, after all, a lot more votes, a lot 
more, in being anti-Israeli than in taking a 
stand.  But, as long as I am Prime Minister, 
whether it is at the UN or the Francophonie 
or anywhere else, Canada will take that 
stand, whatever the cost.    And friends, I 
say this not just because it is the right thing 
to do, but because history shows us, and the 
ideology of the anti-Israeli mob tells us all 
too well if we listen to it, that those who 
threaten the existence of the Jewish people 

are a threat to all of us.
“Earlier I noted the paradox of freedom.  

It is freedom that makes us human.  Whether 
it leads to heroism or depravity depends on 
how we use it.

“As the spectre of anti-Semitism spreads, 
our responsibility becomes increasingly 
clear.  We are citizens of free countries.  We 
have the right, and therefore the obligation, 
to speak out and to act.  We are free citizens, 
but also the elected representatives of free 
peoples.  We have a solemn duty to defend 
the vulnerable, to challenge the aggressor, 
to protect and promote human rights, human 
dignity, at home and abroad.  None of us 
really knows whether we would choose to 
do good, in the extreme circumstances of 
the Righteous.  But we do know there are 
those today who would choose to do evil, 
if they are so permitted. Thus, we must use 
our freedom now, and confront them and 
their anti-Semitism at every turn.

“That, Ladies and Gentlemen, is the 
purpose of our intervention today: our 
shared determination to confront this terrible 
hatred.  The work we have undertaken, in 
our own countries and in cooperation with 
one another, is a sign of hope.

“Our work together is a sign of hope, 
just as the existence and persistence of the 
Jewish homeland is a sign of hope.  And it 
is here that history serves not to warn but to 
inspire.

“As I said on the 60th anniversary of 
the founding of the State of Israel, Israel 
appeared as a light, in a world emerging 
from deep darkness.  Against all odds, that 
light has not been extinguished. It burns 
bright, upheld by the universal principles of 
all civilized nations – freedom, democracy 
and justice.

“By working together more closely in the 
family of civilized nations, we affirm and 
strengthen those principles.  And we declare 
our faith in humanity’s future in the power 
of good over evil.

“Thank you for all you are doing to spread 
that faith.  And thank you for your kind 
attention.

“Thank you very much.”

(The annual “Kristallnacht” commemoration 
November 9-11-2010 has been marked by 
this moving statement issued by Canada’s 
Prime Minister, Stephen Harper)

In the first round of voting for a temporary, 
two-year seat on the Security Council, 

Germany scraped in with the necessary 
two-thirds of the vote – 128, beating out 
Portugal (122 votes) and Canada (113).

In the playoff round, Portugal got 113 
votes to Canada’s 78.

Rather than face defeat by Portugal in a 
third round, Canada withdrew its bid to be 
one of the 10 non-permanent members of the 
15-member Security Council. (Permanent 
members are Britain, U.S., France, China 
and Russia.)

It was the first time Canada has failed in 
such a bid, having won six times previously 
– roughly, once every decade. For two years 
starting Jan. 1, the elected non-permanent 
Security Council members will be Brazil, 
Gabon, Bosnia, Lebanon, Nigeria, India, 

South Africa, Colombia, Germany and 
Portugal.

So why did Canada lose?
Surely, it makes no sense to put Germany 

and Portugal on the Security Council – 
making four European countries represented. 
Besides, Portugal is a near-economic basket 
case, threatened with bankruptcy.

The truth is, Canada’s vigorous, 
unqualified support for Israel under Harper 
worked against us at the UN, which 
regularly condemns Israel for policies it 
ignores in other countries.

No accusation against Israel is too 
extreme not to get a hearing at the UN.

In truth, there are some who think the 
Security Council doesn’t deserve Canada.

(Source: Torontosun.com)

Canadian PM Stephen Harper and New Zealand’s PM John Key at the APEC Summit in Yokohama, Japan. 
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By Caroline Glick

Our World: 
The Age of Dissimulation

Years from now, when historians seek an overarching 
concept to define our times, they could do worse than 

refer to it as the Age of Dissimulation. Today our leading 
minds devote their energies and cognitive powers to 
figuring out new ways to hide reality from themselves and 
the general public.

Take US President Barack Obama’s senior 
counterterrorism advisor for example. On Sunday 31 
October, John Brennan spoke on Fox News about the latest 
attempted Islamic terrorist attack on American soil.

Since the Obama administration has barred US officials 
from referring to terrorists as terrorists and effectively 
barred US officials from acknowledging that Islamic 
terrorists are Muslims, Brennan simply referred to the 
Islamic terrorists in Yemen who tried to send bombs to 
synagogues in Chicago as “individuals.”

Today, practically, the only individuals willing to speak 
honestly about who Islamic supremacists are and what they 
want are the Islamic supremacists themselves.

For instance, in an interview recently with Reuters, the 
Islamic supremacist Hamas movement’s “foreign minister” 
Mahmoud al- Zahar told the Christian West, “You do not 
live like human beings. You do not [even] live like animals. 
You accept homosexuality. And now you criticize us?”

Al-Zahar also made the case for Islamic feminism. As 
he put it, “We are the ones who respect women and honor 
women … not you. You use women as an animal. She has 
one husband and hundreds of thousands of boyfriends. You 
don’t know who is the father of your sons, because of the 
way you respect women.”

Finally, al-Zahar claimed that Westerners have no right to 
question Islam or criticize it. In his words, “Is it a crime to 
Islamize the people? I am a Muslim living here according 
to our tradition. Why should I live under your tradition? We 
understand you very well. You are poor people. Morally 
poor. Don’t criticize us because of what we are.”

Al-Zahar can sleep easy. The citizens of the West have 
rarely heard anyone in any positions of power and influence 
criticize Islamic supremacists “because of what they are.”

In fact, the most remarkable thing about al- Zahar’s 
interview was not what he said but that Reuters decided 
to publish what he said. By letting its readers learn what 
al-Zahar thinks of them, Reuters inadvertently gave 
Westerners a glimpse at the simple truth its editors and their 
counterparts throughout the Western media routinely purge 
from coverage of current events.

Rather than discuss the nature and threat of Islamic 
supremacism, the Western media along with nearly 
all Western political leaders and academics deny and 
dissimulate. Rather than address the threat, they accept 
the Islamic line and blame Israel for everything bad that 
happens in the world.

The one group of people that can almost be forgiven for 
this crime against reality is the non-Muslims who live under 
Islamic rule. Recently, we received a grim reminder of 
the plight of such minorities with the Islamic terror attack 
on Baghdad’s largest church, the Our Lady of Salvation 
Catholic church.

As some one hundred worshipers celebrated evening 
mass, Islamic terrorists stormed the church. According to 
an eyewitness account, they walked straight up to the priest 
administering the mass and executed him. The Muslim 
terrorists then took the Christian worshipers hostage.

As Iraqi military forces stormed the church under US 
military supervision, the Islamic terrorists threw grenades at 
the worshipers and detonated their bomb belts. By Monday, 
the death toll had reached 52.

It will be interesting to see how Catholic officials in 
Iraq and throughout the world respond to this attack. 
At the Vatican’s Synod on the status of Christians in the 
Middle East last month, Emmanuel III Delly, the head of 
the Chaldean Catholic Church in Iraq proclaimed, “The 
population of [Iraq] …is 24 million, all Muslims, with 
whom we live peacefully and freely…Christians are good 
with their fellow Muslims and in Iraq there is mutual respect 
among them.”

As the noted Islamic expert Robert Spencer wrote a 
couple of weeks ago in Frontpage Magazine, Emmanuel 
has not always been so outspoken in his praise of Muslim 
Iraqis. In 2008, when US forces were still in charge in Iraq, 

Emmanuel made a statement that more accurately reflected 
the plight of his co-religionists.

Then he said, “Christians are killed, chased out of their 
homes before the very eyes of those who are supposed to 
be responsible for their safety…The situation in some parts 
of Iraq is disastrous and tragic. Life is a Calvary: there is no 
peace or security… Everyone is afraid of kidnapping.”

Christian clergy in Muslim countries are so terrified of 
Islamic aggression that they systematically hide the truth of 
their oppression and often distort their own theology to win 
the tolerance of supremacist Islamic authorities. Spencer 
noted that the head of that Vatican Synod, Archbishop Cyril 
Salim Bustros, who presently heads the Eastern Catholic 
church in the US, and in the past served as archbishop of 
Baalbek in his native Lebanon follows a similar pattern of 
dissimulation.

In Bustros’s case, his prevaricating goes beyond false 
depictions of the plight of Christians. In his bid to win the 
favor of his Islamic supremacist overlords in Hizbullah, 
Bustros has regularly engaged in theological revisionism.

At the October 2010 synod, Bustros repudiated the 
teachings of the Catholic Church’s Second Vatican Council 
and embraced the discredited supersessionist theology that 
Vatican II denounced. Bustros claimed that God’s covenant 
with the Jewish people and his promise to give us the Land 
of Israel “were nullified by Christ.”

In his view, “There is no longer a chosen people.”
Bustros did not simply assert a theological view at odds 

with the doctrine of the Catholic Church. He used his 
replacement theology to politically delegitimize Israel. 
Bustros said, “The theme of the Promised Land cannot be 
used as a basis to justify the return of the Jews to Israel and 
the expatriation of the Palestinians.” Bustros is set to return 
to Lebanon soon to serve as the archbishop of Beirut. The 
fact that he used his position as the head of the Vatican’s 
synod on the plight of Christians in the Middle East to earn 
him the protection of Hizbullah when he returns is made 
clear when his statements at the conference are compared 
to a speech he made in 2006, when he was still comfortably 
ensconced in the US.

As Spencer notes, in a speech Bustros made at St. 
Thomas University in Florida in 2006, Bustros minced 
no words about the plight of Christians in the Middle 
East. Addressing the Islamic precepts on relations with 
non-Muslims, Bustros said, “The doctrines of Islam dictate 
war against unbelievers….[T]he concept of nonviolence is 
absent from Muslim doctrine and practice….Peace in Islam 
is based on the surrender of all people to Islam and to God’s 
power based on Islamic law. They have to defend this peace 
of God even by force.”

Fear of Islamic massacres of Christians – like the one in 
Baghdad on Sunday 31 October – goes a long way towards 
explaining anti-Jewish and pro-Islamic pronouncements by 
Christian clergy in the Islamic world. But what can explain 

the West’s embrace of lies about Islam?
Why would people who do not live under the jackboot 

of the likes of Hizbullah, Hamas or their sister groups in 
places like Iraq obsequiously parrot untruths about Islamic 
history and theology and deny the very existence of Islamic 
supremacism?

The most notable case of such behavior in recent weeks 
came with the UN Educational, Science and Cultural 
Organization’s Executive Board’s declarations about Israel 
and Jewish history. At its October 21 meeting, the governing 
board of the UN agency charged with naming and preserving 
world heritage sites engaged in a shocking episode of historic 
revisionism in the service of Islamic supremacism.

UNESCO’s board issued five declarations regarding 
Israel. In addition to its routine condemnations of the 
security fence, Israeli sovereignty in Jerusalem and Israel’s 
refusal to give Hamas control over its border with Israel, 
UNESCO’s board asserted that the Tomb of the Patriarchs 
in Hebron, where Abraham, Issac, Jacob, Sarah, Rebecca 
and Leah are all buried, is a mosque. Rachel’s Tomb, where 
Rachel is buried, is also a mosque, according to UNESCO’s 
governing body.

It is not surprising that UNESCO’s Muslim members 
pushed for these declarations. Islam is a supersessionist 
religion. It claims that all the Jewish patriarchs and 
matriarchs as well as all the Jewish prophets, kings and 
judges were Muslim. It similarly claims that Jesus, Mary 
and the apostles were Muslims. It is standard Islamic 
practice to transform Jewish and Christian holy sites in 
lands conquered by Islam into mosques.

It is this Islamic practice that led Yasser Arafat to shock 
and disgust Yitzhak Rabin in July 1995 when he proclaimed 
that, “Rachel was my grandmother.”

Arafat’s statement was the first time that a Muslim leader 
in modern times claimed Rachel’s grave is a mosque. Arafat 
made his preposterous claim in the course of negotiations 
about the disposition of Rachel’s Tomb in Bethlehem. Due 
to its significance to Jews, Israel demanded full security 
control over the tomb. Arafat based his counter-claim on 
standard Islamic historical revisionism.

While Rabin rejected Arafat’s baseless assertion, last 
month UNESCO’s executive committee, whose membership 
includes France, Belgium, Spain, Japan, Poland, Germany, 
Greece, Haiti, Italy, the US and India accepted Arafat’s 
wholly false rendition of the historical record. In so doing, 
they collaborated with an Islamic attempt to eradicate 
Jewish history.

Why would they do this? They are not bishops who have 
to worry that their communities will be annihilated if they 
step out of line.

No doubt, fear of Islamic terrorism fuels some of their 
behavior. But fear can’t be the full explanation. Most 
Westerners have no contact with Muslims. And Islamic 
terrorist attacks in the West are not a daily occurrence.

The West’s newfound obsession with Islamophobia 
probably also has something to do with it. Western elites 
are terrified of being accused of racism. This is particularly 
true when – as is the case with Islamophobia – the charge is 
leveled on behalf of people who were oppressed in the past 
by Westerners.

But while fear of the charge of Islamophobia does play 
a role in Western kowtowing to Islamic supremacists, the 
West’s aversion to the perception that it is oppressing those 
it once oppressed fails to provide an adequate explanation 
for its willingness to collaborate with Islamic supremacist 
attempts to blot out Jewish history. The West’s history of 
oppressing Jews is far bloodier and longer than its record of 
oppressing Muslims.

In the end, there is only one credible explanation for 
the West’s willingness to lie about the nature and goals 
of Islamic supremacism. There is only one credible 
explanation for the West’s willingness to collaborate with 
Islamic supremacists as they purge the historical record of 
the Jewish roots of Western civilization. There is only one 
explanation for the West’s willingness to accept the Islamic 
supremacist assertion that Israel is to blame for Islamic 
aggression against Jews and Christians alike.

But if I mention anti-Semitism, I will be attacked as a 
paranoid Jew.

(Source: The Jerusalem Post)
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A 40-year-old Jewish woman from Mexico is currently 
making her way to  Israel via a yacht in what is her very 

own private aliyah journey. Galia Moss who departed from 
Veracruz, is expected to spend 65 days sailing through the 
Atlantic Ocean and the Mediterranean Sea and will eventually 
dock in the Herzliya Marina, north of Tel Aviv.

Galia is equipped with a satellite phone, water and canned 
food. She is slated to cross no less than 12,000 km (roughly 
7,500 miles) in a small 32-foot yacht and emerge a full 
fledged Israeli citizen.

“I’m not afraid of the ocean, I love the ocean,” she says. 
Moss is also undeterred by the fact that she’ll get only 20 
minutes of sleep every hour in order to keep the yacht in 
course. “When there is passion anything is possible, and my 
passion is to cross the oceans.”

Her only connection to the outside world will be via a 
satellite phone which she will switch on for several minutes 
a day. The main issue is electricity: Only when her little yacht 
is sailing can the battery be charged and her video camera, 
computer and phone be activated.

Moss discovered the world of sailing in her 20s, and after 
several years of training and racing left for an arduous 41-day 
journey from the Gulf of Mexico to Spain and entered the 
Guinness Book of Records as the first Latin American woman 
to cross the Atlantic Ocean by herself in a watercraft. She is 
also a licensed pilot and a music composition graduate of the 
Boston Conservatory.

At the age of 10 Moss fell in love with Israel. “I visited 
relatives in Israel and after high school I came back for nine 
months in a kibbutz,” she says. “I love Israel and the people.”

Her special voyage is being sponsored by the Jewish 
Agency, the Israeli Embassy in Mexico and a line of 
companies which have contributed over $150,000.

Moss’s yacht will feature two flags – the Israeli flag and the 
Mexican flag. “I feel as much Israeli as I do Mexican,” she 
concludes. “These are the two sets of roots that comprise my 
identity.”

(Source: From Ynet News – www.ynetnews.com, 16 October 2010, by 
Itamar Eichner, journalist at Yedioth Aharonot, published by Friends of Israel 
Western Australia – www.foiwa.org.au/141) 
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