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Israelis went to sleep Monday night, May 7,  
expecting early elections in September 

for the 19th Knesset. They woke up to the 
news that elections would take place as 
planned in October 2013.

A behind-the-scenes deal clinched 
overnight between Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu and opposition leader Shaul 
Mofaz created Israel’s broadest coalition 
government ever.

According to the surprise agreement 
finalized early Tuesday morning, right 
before a plenum vote to disperse the 
Knesset ahead of early elections, Mofaz’s 
Kadima Party will join Netanyahu’s 
government coalition, boosting its numbers 
from 66 of the 120 Knesset members to an 
unprecedented 94. 

Mofaz agreed not to attempt to topple the 
government until the official end of its term. 
In exchange he will be appointed vice premier. 
Mofaz also will participate in the meetings of 
the select ministerial security Cabinet.

The Kadima chief, who had vowed on 
his Facebook page that he would never join 
Netanyahu’s “bad” government and publicly 
called Netanyahu a “liar,” may have had 
a change of heart in part after seeing polls 
that predicted his party was headed for a 
major crash in early elections. 

Kadima, which managed to garner a 
plurality of votes in the last elections with 
28 Knesset seats, had fallen to fewer than 
half that number, according to recent polls.

Netanyahu, who in recent months has 
said repeatedly in public statements that 
he preferred not to initiate early elections, 
may have been tempted by the chance to 
bring back former Likud politicians such 
as Ronnie Bar-On, Tzahi Hanegbi and Meir 
Sheetrit, who defected with Ariel Sharon in 
2005 to form Kadima.

“ ‘Repatriating’ these MKs so to speak 
would serve two purposes,” said Amotz 
Asa-El, a Hartman Institute fellow. “It would 
strengthen the Likud. But it would also dilute 
the influence of more right-wing elements in 
the Likud aligned with Moshe Feiglin.”

The formation of a national unity 
government may also have positive 
diplomatic ramifications with regard to 
Iran’s nuclear program. 

“A stable government strengthens Israel’s 
deterrence capabilities vis-a-vis Iran and 
improves its ability to put pressure on the 
U.N. Security Council and on Germany 
not to compromise too much with Tehran,” 
wrote Ron Ben Yisai, Ynet’s military affairs 
commentator. “The deal also improves the 
government’s ability to carry out surprise 
moves, which also strengthens deterrence.”  

Netanyahu and Mofaz said during a news 
conference Tuesday before the signing of 
the coalition agreement that there were four 
central issues that would be advanced by 
the national unity government: legislation 
that will obligate haredi Orthodox yeshiva 
students to perform military or national 
service; amendments to the electoral 
process; passage of a two-year fiscal 
budget; and advancing “responsible” peace 
negotiations with the Palestinians.

Kadima’s Knesset members will lead a 
committee tasked with drafting legislation 
aimed at replacing the Tal Law, which 
permits haredi yeshiva students to defer 

military service indefinitely in order to 
pursue religious studies unhindered.

The Supreme Court ruled in February that 
the Tal Law contradicted the principle of 
equality by giving the haredim preferential 
treatment and therefore was illegal. The 
court set Aug. 1 as the deadline to replace 
the Tal Law with alternative legislation.

Netanyahu noted during the news 
conference that disputes among key 
members of his coalition -- the haredi Shas 
and United Torah Judaism parties and 
the stridently secular Yisrael Beiteinu -- 
were a main factor in his original decision 
to call early elections. But with Kadima 
as a coalition partner, Shas and United 
Torah Judaism will be unable to topple the 
government over the Tal Law.

Incorporating Kadima also will enable the 
government to enact electoral system reform 
aimed at fostering political stability. Attempts 
to pass such reforms have failed due to the 
fervent opposition of smaller parties that 
represent specific populations such as the 
religious and haredim. These parties stand 
to lose from measures such as raising the 
election threshold from the present level of 
2 percent or instituting regional elections for 
some of the Knesset seats.

Governments comprised of many diverse 
factions often are plagued with chronic 
divisions and instability. In many cases, 
a single party can threaten to bring down 
a narrow coalition government, giving it 
inordinate leveraging power.

Kadima’s support also may make it easier 
for the government to fend off demands 
by smaller parties that could hurt fiscal 
discipline during the passage of a two-year 
fiscal budget for 2013-14.

But the timing of parliamentary 
discussions on the budget will coincide 
with the expected rerun of last summer’s 
socioeconomic protests.

“With the world economy going into a 
slowdown, our government will have to 
make painful fiscal cuts and it will have to 
accomplish this at a time when the Israeli 
version of Occupy Wall Street is going on,” 
said Aviv Bushinsky, a former spokesman 
and chief of staff under Netanyahu. 
“Kadima might even be compelled to join 
the populists in calling for more spending.”

Settlement policy might be another 
point of disagreement between Kadima 
and Likud. Israel’s Supreme Court ruled 
Monday that the government had to go 
ahead with the demolition of 30 homes that 
were built on Palestinian-owned land in the 
Beit El settlement’s Ulpana neighborhood. 

Although Netanyahu has been 
noncommittal, right-wing politicians in his 
coalition, including several Likud MKs, 
want to legalize retroactively neighborhoods 
and outposts like Ulpana.

Netanyahu could be torn between his 
obligation to Kadima MKs who oppose 
such legislative initiatives and his more 
right-wing coalition partners. 

The peace process may lead to some 
points of contention, but opponents have 
refrained from placing the blame on 
Netanyahu’s government for the lack of 
progress in negotiations.

www.jta.org

Washington: Netanyahu is 
Here to Stay, so is Israel’s 
Military Option on Iran

The unity government backed by a 
majority of 94 (out of 120) which 

Binyamin Netanyahu formed Tuesday 
May 8, is not just the broadest coalition 
ever to govern Israel, but also the first with 
three former chiefs of staff at the helm. 
Two are also present (Ehud Barak) and 
former (Shaul Mofaz) defense ministers.   
It was this feature which drew the most 
attention in Washington as the first reports 
of Netanyahu’s stunning U-turn away 
from an early election filtered through. 
“He has pulled off another term in office 
without standing for election,” said one 
senior administration source, “and he’s done 
it seven months before Barack Obama faces 
the American voter.” A re-elected Obama will 
find the same Netanyahu sitting in the prime 
minister’s chair in Jerusalem as before - after 
reinventing himself as a long-life premier.

If he and his new senior partner, former 
opposition Kadima’s Shaul Mofaz, achieve 
the targets they have set themselves – 
especially electoral and government reforms 
by the end of 2012 – those reforms will 
enhance Netanyahu’s chances of winning 
the October 2013 elections. So that when 
Obama ends his second presidential term 
in late 2017, Netanyahu will be ending 
his third as prime minister or as head 
of state, depending on whether reform 
legislation merges the two functions. 
debkafile’s Washington sources 
registered three assessments by authoritative 
US sources of the changes portended by the 
Israel’s unity government, especially their 
impact on a potential Israeli, American or 
combined attack on Iran’s nuclear program:

1. According to one school of thought, the 
introduction of Mofaz, former chief of 
staff and defense minister, will make the 
composition of the new unity government 
the most hawkish ever, considering that he 
will sit down alongside Defense Minister 
Barak and former chief of staff Moshe 
Yaalon, currently vice premier and Minister 
for Strategic Affairs. All three hold key 
cabinet posts. Another prominent Kadima 
member expecting an influential post 
in the cabinet or a Knesset panel chair 
is former Shin Bet chief Avi Dichter,. 
The message to the Obama administration 
is clear: The vocal criticism leveled 
against Netanyahu’s capacity to make 
good on  a military option against Iran 
by a small group of aggrieved former 
Israeli generals and ex-security chiefs in 
no way represents the view of the “entire 
Israeli security establishment” as it was 
presented. Heading the government today 

is a solid security elite fully capable of 
executing  any decisions that may be 
necessary to pre-empt a nuclear Iran. 
That is not to say that an Israeli attack on 
Iran is momentary, say these American 
sources, possibly even the reverse. They 
suggest that the new lineup may give 
Obama a few months’ space before getting 
down to a final decision on Iran.

2. The second school of thought within 
the Obama administration noted that 
while skipping over Iran, both Netanyahu 
and Mofaz made a point at the news 
conference launching their partnership in 
Jerusalem of stressing peace negotiations 
with the Palestinians as one of the four 
most compelling factors spurring their 
collaboration and dominating their goals. 
debkafile’s political sources disclose that 
the prime minister has handed Mofaz the 
task of breaking down Palestinian resistance 
to peace talks after nearly two years, so long 
as he and Netanyahu are of one mind on how 
to proceed. At their press conference, the 
Kadima leader stated his party is committed 
to the concept of a democratic Jewish Israel 
willing to accept territorial compromise in 
return for peace with security.

Our Washington sources see this as part 
of the deal forged between the two men 
whereby Mofaz is committed to back 
Netanyahu on Iran while gaining the prime 
minister’s support on the Palestinian issue. 
In this, Mofaz is additionally motivated to 
seek success where former Kadima leader 
Tzipi Livni failed three years ago when she 
served as foreign minister.

3.  A third view in Washington homes in on 
the changing face of Israeli politics. One 
American strategist opined that Israel is 
undergoing a historic sea change: Reform of 
the governing and political systems which 
heads their new coalition’s agenda has the 
potential for eclipsing the many small and 
fringe political groupings which for nearly 
seven decades have kept the political scene 
unstable and foreshortened the life of most 
governments. ”The right reform program 
could leave Israel and its parliament 
with just three or four major political 
blocs, center, right, religious and Arab. “ 
Netanyahu appears to have taken the first 
step towards introducing a survivable 
centrist bloc, although every attempt in the 
past has floundered. Success would thrust 
the rightist groupings into a separate corner 
of the political map in opposition to his 
broad-based ruling coalition.

www.debka.com.org
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In a Surprise Move, Likud and 
Kadima Form Israel’s Broadest 
Government Coalition
By Mati Wagner 
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Over the weekend, the former 
head of the Israel Security 

Agency Yuval Diskin joined the 
bizarre chorus of former security 
chiefs attacking Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu and Defense 
Minister Ehud Barak on the matter 
of a possible attack of Iran’s 
nuclear facilities.

This ‘chorus of formers’ is 
irresponsibly trying to create the 
impression that Netanyahu and 
Barak, due to their love for battle, 
are just counting the minutes and 
seconds to issue the Israel Defense 
Forces with instructions to attack, 
endangering the lives of pilots, 
combat soldiers, Mossad officers 
and many others who would 
participate in such an attack on 
Iran.

These former security chiefs 

ignore the basic fact of life that 
those who lose family members, 
friends and subordinates in war 
know the immense responsibility 
demanded of those who send their 
soldiers onto the battlefield.

One of the major Israeli 
diplomatic achievements since 
the state’s inception has been to 
convince many other countries 
in the world, especially the U.S., 
England, France and Germany, 
that nuclear weapons in the hands 
of the ayatollahs is a threat to 
the entire world. If we were only 
talking about a threat to Israel, one 
may assume that no country in the 
world would bother to implement 
sanctions or seriously threaten 
Iran by saying that “all options are 
on the table.” When Netanyahu 
moved the issue of a nuclear Iran 
to the top of his agenda, no one 

in the world had yet seriously 
related to the issue. With hard 
work and considerable talent, the 
heads of the Israeli state recruited 
meaningful support for dealing 
with these evil, dark powers.

In addition, important world 
leaders understand that Russia 
and China are cooperating 
with oppressive and violent 
dictatorships for the sole reason 
that defeating tyranny in Syria 
and Iran might also arouse unrest 
at home from their own citizens, 
wishing to exercise their freedom 
and liberty.

Israel’s diplomatic success 
relied, in part, on the recognition 
that Israel will not hesitate to 
take action if talks between Iran 
and the West ultimately fail. Were 
Israel’s threat an idle one, it would 
not have accelerated international 

moves nor created the urgency 
required to stop Iran’s uranium 
enrichment.

Talk by former security chiefs 
against attacking Iran weakens 
Israel’s position and harms its 
ability to end this crisis without 
requiring military force. Their 
talk, well internalized by Iran, 
is likely to lead ultimately to 
an actual attack on Iran. Any 
talk against an Israeli assault 
on Iran and published in the 
media, has already made its way 
around the world, endangering 
the global coalition against Iran 
and weakening Israeli citizens’ 
steadfastness. One might expect a 
greater degree of patriotism in the 
face of a clear and present danger. 
These same officials who now 
speak out had enough channels to 
convey their criticism and fears of 

an attack directly to the leaders of 
the state, instead of going pubic 
with their criticisms.

In 1981, high-ranking Israeli 
officials who knew about 
intentions to attack Iraq’s nuclear 
reactor also committed serious 
acts to prevent the attack. To the 
good fortune of Israel’s citizens 
and others in the region, Prime 
Minister Menachem Begin ignored 
their criticism and freed the world 
of this concrete nuclear threat. It is 
unfortunate that this is taking place 
once again. There will always be 
high-ranking officials among us 
who refuse to learn from the past. 
I am convinced that the country’s 
leadership will act in the interests 
of Israel’s existence, disregarding 
those who offer bad advice.

www.israelunitycoalition.org

Clear and Present Danger
By Dr Haim Shine

How Benzion Netanyahu Helped Put in the U.N. Charter 
a Clause that Could Yet Save the Jewish State

Benzion Netanyahu, who died Monday 
in Jerusalem at the age of 102, has 

been widely scrutinzed this week for his 
myriad contributions to the history of 
Zionism in Israel and the United States. Yet 
arguably the most important one has been 
overlooked. After World War II, Benzion 
Netanyahu, along with Irgun activist Peter 
Bergson, nephew of Mandatory Palestine 
Chief Rabbi Abraham Isaac Kook, and 
liberal American Rabbi Stephen S. Wise, 
drafted an article for inclusion in the United 
Nations Charter that could yet save the 
Jewish state.

The article became known as the 
“Palestine clause” for the protection it 
afforded to the right of Jewish settlement 
throughout the Land of Israel west of 
the Jordan River. Article 80 extended the 
guarantees to Jews afforded by the League 
of Nations Mandate for Palestine following 
World War I. The Mandate had recognized 
“the historical connection of the Jewish 
people with Palestine” and “the legitimacy 
of grounds for reconstituting their 
national home in that country.” Jews were 
guaranteed “the right of close settlement” 
throughout Palestine.

But where was “Palestine”? According to 
the Mandate, it comprised the land east and 
west of the Jordan River, stretching from 
Iraq to the Mediterranean. Jewish settlement 
rights in Palestine were limited only in 
one respect: Great Britain, the Mandatory 
Trustee, was empowered to “postpone” or 
“withhold” the right of Jews to settle east 
— but not west — of the Jordan River. To 
reward the Hashemite sheikh, Abdullah, for 
his wartime assistance, the British colonial 
secretary, Winston Churchill, removed the 
land east of the river, comprising three-
quarters of Mandatory Palestine, to create 
the kingdom of Trans-Jordan.

No Jews would be permitted to settle 
there, but the internationally guaranteed 
right of Jewish settlement throughout 
truncated Palestine west of the river was 
preserved. It was that right that Article 80 
secured after the expiration of the League 

of Nations. It explicitly protected the rights 
of “any peoples” and “the terms of existing 
international instruments to which members 
of the United Nations may respectively be 
parties.” The “Palestine clause” thereby 
guaranteed to Jews the right of “close 
settlement” throughout their remaining land 
west of the Jordan River, as the League 
Mandate had done.

With their careful draftsmanship Benzion 
Netanyahu, Peter Bergson, and Rabbi Wise 
extended League of Nations guarantees 
and secured United Nations authorization 
for Jewish settlement throughout the 
biblical homeland of the Jewish people. 
The legal right of Jewish settlement, except 
in the land siphoned off from Palestine 
as Trans-Jordan in 1922, has never been 
abrogated. Persistent efforts to undermine 
the legitimacy of settlements, according to 
international legal expert Julius Stone, have 
been nothing less than the “subversion . . . 
of basic international law principles.”

Article 80 was unaffected by the Six-Day 

War, which obliterated Jordanian control 
over Judea and Samaria (its “West Bank”). 
According to Security Council Resolution 
242, Israel was permitted to administer that 
land until “a just and lasting peace in the 
Middle East was secured.” That has not yet 
happened, to be sure, but even then, Israel 
would only be required, under its carefully 
drafted language, to withdraw its armed 
forces — civilians were not mentioned — 
from “territories,” not from “the territories” 
or “all the territories.”

The “Jewish right of settlement,” 
according to Eugene V. Rostow, then 
America’s state undersecretary political 
affairs, “is equivalent in every way to the 
right of the existing [Palestinian] population 
to live there.”

Article 80 has never been repealed. But 
Benzion Netanyahu’s son, Prime Minister 
Netanyahu, seems inclined to disregard it. 
During his first term he signed the Hebron 
Protocol, confining 600 Jewish residents to 
a tiny ghetto in their ancient holy city. His 

critics may insist that he remains under 
the influence of his father’s right-wing 
dogmatism. But abundant evidence suggests 
otherwise, which is no doubt why his father 
often expressed concern that his son wasn’t 
tough enough to serve as prime minister.

Benzion Netanyahu helped to write the 
fundamental principle of Zionism, the right 
of Jewish settlement throughout the Land 
of Israel, into the United Nations Charter. 
How sadly ironic it would be if Benjamin 
Netanyahu, whose graveside eulogy paid 
loving tribute to his father’s great gift to 
his sons of “a sense of responsibility to our 
nation,” surrenders the land that his father 
tried with passionate determination and 
perseverance to preserve for the Jewish 
people.

Mr. Auerbach, professor emeritus of history at 
Wellesley College, is the author of “Hebron Jews,” 
“Brothers at War” and, just published, “Against the 
Grain: A Historian’s Journey” (Quid Pro Books).

www.israelunitycoalition.org

By Jerold Auerbach

Benzion and Benyamin Netanyahu
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So Who is Humiliating Whom?

Bob, you say Palestinian Arabs feel 
humiliated and harassed when 

Israeli authorities search them and their 
belongings; when they are prevented 
from traveling freely because of 
checkpoints, roadblocks, closures and 
curfews. You say they feel “corralled.” 

Bob, in Israel, every Israeli is searched 
numerous times during the course of a 
single day. Israelis are asked to open their 
bags and purses for inspection. In most 
cases, they are subjected to body searches 
with a metal detector every time they enter 
a bank or a post office, pick up a bottle of 
milk at the supermarket, enter a mall or 
train station, or visit a hospital or medical 
clinic. Young Israeli men and women are 
physically frisked in search of suicide belts 
before they enter crowded nightclubs.

As a matter of routine, Israelis’ car 
trunks are searched every time they 
enter a well-trafficked parking lot. Daily, 
their cars pass through roadblocks that 
cause massive traffic jams when security 
forces are in hot pursuit of suicide 
bombers believed to have entered Israel.

Israelis are searched not only when they 
go out for a cup of coffee or a slice of 
pizza, but also when they go to the movies 
or a concert, where the term “dressed to 
kill” has an entirely different meaning.

These ordinary daily humiliations now 
extend to similar searches when Israelis 
go to weddings or Bar Mitzvahs. No one 
abroad talks about the humiliation Jews 
in Israel are subjected to, having to write 
at the bottom of wedding invitations and 
other life cycle events, “The site will be 
secured [by armed guards]” - to ensure 
relatives and friends will attend and 
share their joyous occasion.

Bob, these ubiquitous security checks 
do not exist in Arab cities and towns 
in Israel (or, for that matter, in Judea 
and Samaria) because those places 
are not and never have been targets 
of Palestinian terrorism. In fact, the 
average Israeli is “humiliated and 
harassed” by being searched far more 
times a day than the average Palestinian. 
Not one human rights group, nor you, 
has so much as noted this massive 
intrusion into the rights of privacy and 
person imposed on Israelis. 

To date, no one protests the fact that, 
since the 1970s, Jewish schoolchildren 
in Israel are surrounded by perimeter 
fences, with armed guards at the 
schoolyard gates.

Not one Arab village in Israel or the 
Territories has a perimeter fence around 
it. Guards are not required at Arab 
shops, cafes, restaurants, movie theaters, 
wedding halls or schools - either in 

Israel or in the Territories. Palestinians 
also do not need armed guards to 
accompany every school trip, youth 
movement hike or campout. They are 
not targets of terrorism.

Countless Israelis in sensitive areas 
within the Green Line - not only in the 
Territories, but also in Jewish towns, 
villages and bedroom suburbs - are 
“ghettoized” behind high fences.

Many Israeli motorists avoid major 
arteries that pass through Arab areas 
of Israel, while Arab citizens and 
Palestinians from the Territories 
continue to enter Jewish cities and 
go about their business without peril. 
Israelis are told, in effect, to disguise 
themselves when traveling abroad - 
not to speak Hebrew in public and 
not to wear garments that reveal their 
Jewish-Israeli origins. Even Israel’s 
national airline - El Al - has been 
forced to remove its logo from the tails 
of its aircraft at certain airports, out of 
concern for the safety of its passengers. 
On the other hand, Arabs who frequent 
Jewish cities and towns in Israel wear 
their traditional Arab headgear without 
fear of being attacked or harassed.

Bob, all of this begs the question: 
Who is Humiliating Whom? 

For more on the subject see www.mythsandfacts.org

By Eli E. Hertz

By Giulio Meotti

Bob Simon – Nothing New Under the Sun

Context: 

On Sunday evening, April 22, 60 Minutes, 
the popular CBS news show aired what many 
consider was a very one-sided, biased segment 
which placed the blame for the ongoing exit 
of Christians from the disputed territories in 
Israel squarely at the feet of the nation of Israel. 
Comments listed below by the show’s host, Bob 
Simon, were viewed by many as examples of yet 
another a jaundiced opinion that readily blames 
Israel for a Christian exodus that has more to do 
with Islamic bullying and ethnic cleansing than 
anything Israel has done or is doing to Christians 
in Gaza and the West Bank.

In January 25, 2009 he (Bob Simon) had this to 
say:

“Palestinians ... when they want to travel from 
one town to another, they have to submit to 
humiliating delays at checkpoints and roadblocks. 
There are more than 600 of them on the West 
Bank.”

In April 22, 2012 he had this to say:

“For all Palestinians, just leaving Bethlehem is 
a struggle. Getting to Jerusalem, only seven miles 
away, whether it’s to pray, go to a doctor, visit 
family members, or work, means going through 
this Israeli checkpoint. That can take hours but 
before Palestinians can get even this far, they need 
a permit from the Israelis which can take weeks or 
months to obtain and is frequently denied.”

Bethlehem’s Last Christians?

Veteran CBS News anchor Bob 
Simon just reported on the 

Palestinian Christians, indicting 
Israel’s “occupation” as responsible 
for their dramatic disappearance. 
The 60 Minutes story caused Israel 
tremendous PR damage.

Yet largely ignored by Western 
media, a systematic campaign 
of Muslim persecution against 
the Christians is taking place in 
Palestinian areas. It’s a religious 
and ethnic cleansing campaign 
silenced by the global churches.

Christians have long been the 
frontrunners of Arab nationalism. 
The most prominent Palestinian 
intellectual was a Christian, 
Edward Said. The propaganda 
term “Nakba” has been penned 
by a Christian, Constantin Zureiq. 
The terrorist George Habash was 
a Christian, as was Yasser Arafat’s 
wife. Azmi Bishara, the Arab MK 
who leaked secrets to Hezbollah, 
comes from a middle-class 
Christian family from Nazareth.

Since the first Intifada, Palestinian 
Christians created a Muslim-
Christian unity to portray Israel 
as the aggressor, colonizer and 
invader. They thought that the 
Islamic-Christian front against 
Zionism would help secure their 
position in the Arab world. Indeed, 
Arab Christians, and especially 
their judeophobic clergy, have been 
in the vanguard of the battle for 
the destruction of Israel. It was a 
political operation that also served 
to cover the crimes committed 

against Christians by the PLO and 
the Islamic groups: forced marriage, 
conversions, beatings, land theft, 
fire bombings, commercial 
boycott, torture, kidnapping, sexual 
harassment, and extortion.

The latest victim has been the 
Baptist Church in Bethlehem, 
which the Palestinian Authority just 
declared as illegitimate, as the US 
church’s message of reconciliation 
flies in the face of the hateful 
propaganda permeating Palestinian 
society. Arab Christians were obliged 
to make continual compromises, 
afraid to mention their own suffering 
for fear of irritating the Muslim 
authorities. Soon it became a taboo 
subject even in the West.

When last month Ayaan Hirsi Ali 
penned the Newsweek cover story 
on the persecution of Christians 
under Islam, she did not mention 
the Palestinian areas, where 
Christians dropped from 15% of the 
population in 1950 to just 2% today. 
With the PA refusing to reveal 
accurate statistics, the real extent of 
Christian emigration is unknown.

Christian shops firebombed

As the CBS report showed, 
Palestinian Christians today 
have to speak out against “Israeli 
occupation,” because if they don’t, 
their silence will be perceived 
as pro-Israeli by the Muslims. 
Christian leaders don’t mention 
the fact that they have suffered the 
most from the mafia-style rule of 
Yasser Arafat’s kleptocracy, that 

slogans like “Islam will win” and 
“First the Saturday people then the 
Sunday People” have been painted 
on their churches, and that PLO 
flags were draped over crosses.

After the 1948 war, Christian 
communities suffered most in the 
West Bank, not under “Israel’s 
occupation,” but because Muslim 
refugees were cynically settled in 
their midst by the Arab leadership. 
Ramallah was 90% Christian 
before the war, while Bethlehem 
was 80% Christian. By 1967, more 
than half of Bethlehem’s residents 
were Muslim, while Ramallah is a 
large Muslim city today.

In a process of “Lebanonization,” 
Arafat changed Bethlehem’s 
demography by bringing in 
thousands of Muslims from refugee 
camps. Arafat then turned the 
city into a safe haven for suicide 
bombers and transformed the 
Greek Orthodox monastery, located 
next to the Church of Nativity, into 
his residence. Christian cemeteries 
and convents were desecrated 
and Christians became the PLO’s 
human shields.

In the first year of the second 
Intifada, when Arafat’s terrorists 
ravaged Christian towns by gunfire 
and mortars, 1,640 Christians left 
Bethlehem and another 880 left 
Ramallah.

In 2007, one year after Hamas’ 
Gaza takeover, the owner of the 
Strip’s only Christian bookstore 
was murdered. Christian shops and 
schools were firebombed. Ahmad 

El-Achwal is just one of the many 
Palestinians converted to Christianity 
killed by Islamic militants.

Astonishing silence

The silence of the Vatican and 
the World Council of Churches 
has been astonishing. Only a few 
Christian leaders have been brave 
enough to denounce what is taking 
place on the ground. With harsh 
and unexpected words, in 2005 
the Custodian of the Holy Land, 
Pierbattista Pizzaballa, said to an 
Italian newspaper: “Almost every 
day – I repeat, almost every day – 
our communities are harassed by 
the Islamic extremists.”

When Palestinian Christians 
approached their organizations 
and complained that terrorists 
were using Christian homes to fire 
on Gilo, international Christian 
solidarity did not meet the challenge.

A few days ago, the head of 
the Roman Catholic Church in 
England, Archbishop Vincent 
Nichols, urged William Hague, the 
UK Foreign Secretary, to address 
the “tragic situation” faced by 
Palestinians – not because Islamist 
threats, but because Arabs were 
“displaced” by the Israeli barrier 
in Beit Jala, despite the fact that in 
constructing the security barrier no 
land has been annexed by Israel, 
no houses have been demolished, 
and no-one has been required to 
leave their home.

In fact, the bigger truth ignored 
by the Western press and the 

Churches is that Israel’s barrier 
helped restore calm and security not 
just in Israel, but also in Bethlehem. 
The Church of the Nativity, which 
Palestinian terrorists defiled in 2002 
to escape from the Israeli army, is 
now filled again with tourists from 
around the world.

The Catholic and Orthodox 
Churches also frequently asked 
Israeli authorities to change the 
route of the fence. They simply 
didn’t want to live under the 
Palestinian autocracy. Thus, 
for example, the Rosary Sisters 
School in the Dachyat El Barid 
neighborhood north of Jerusalem 
was included on the Israeli side of 
the fence, in light of requests from 
the Mother Superior of the order.

Today, Palestinian Christians 
risk the same fate of their brethren 
in Lebanon. Everyone remembers 
the Phalange atrocities at Sabra and 
Shatila. But very few know that the 
first ethnically cleansed community 
during the civil war was a Christian 
town. In November 1976, Palestinian 
forces came into Damour and 
dynamited homes and churches, 
massacring entire families. They 
exhumed the dead from the Christian 
cemetery and scattered skeletons 
throughout the rubble. Some 500 
Christians died that day. Will 
Bethlehem be a second Damour?

Giulio Meotti, a journalist with 
Il Foglio, is the author of the book 
A New Shoah: The Untold Story 
of Israel’s Victims of Terrorism 
Source: Unity Coalition for Israel
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The accusations of a mass exodus 
of Christians from Israel are not 
supported by facts.

Bob Simon, veteran reporter 
for the prestigious CBS 

news program Sixty Minutes is 
upset with us. Apparently, our 
Ambassador to Washington, 
Michael Oren, called his producer 
to complain about Simon’s unaired 
show on Christian Palestinians, 
calling it “outrageous [and] 
completely incomprehensible” 
especially “when Christians all 
over the Middle East’s Muslim 
world were being oppressed and 
massacred.”

It wasn’t the criticism, but 
the timing. “I’ve never gotten a 
reaction before from a story that 
hasn’t been broadcast yet.”

“There’s a first time for 
everything, Bob,” Oren answered.

Now that the segment has been 
broadcast, let me offer Oren my 
congratulations. He was dead on. 
The piece would have done credit 
to the Minister of   Palestinian 
Propaganda.

To be fair, fairer than Simon at 
least, he does acknowledge right at 
the beginning of his program that 
“one place where Christians are 
not suffering from violence is the 
Holy Land.”  Nevertheless, Simon 
goes on to say, they are leaving 
in droves because of the Israeli 
occupation, painting the alarming 
spectre of Christian holy places 
in Jerusalem and Bethlehem 
“without local Christians.”

While one might argue, 
wrongly, that Simon is weighting 
responsibility for this equally 
between Muslim extremists and 
the Israeli “Occupation” even that 
would be incorrect.

As I vividly recollect, back 
in 2001-2 during the height of 
the Intifada, I was receiving 
alarming e-mail messages several 
times a day from Christian 
organizations decrying the rape 
and kidnapping of local Christian 
girls by Palestinians as means 
of converting them; the use of 
Christian homes in Bethlehem 
by Tanzim sharpshooters who 
targeted homes in Gilo, in the 
hope that Israeli fire would 
devastate Christian communities; 
the desecration of Christian 
shrines and churches by 
Palestinian gunmen, including the 
repulsive siege of the Church of 
the Nativity, in which dozens of 
priests and unarmed Palestinians 
were held hostage by terrorist 
gunmen, while arguably the 
holiest shrine in Christendom was 
trashed by Arafat’s men.

Oddly, none of this found 
its way into the Sixty Minutes 
segment, which seemed to 
emphasize that “Bethlehem is on 
the Israeli-occupied West Bank.   
The Christian section of Jerusalem 
is also under Israeli control.”  The 
numbers in Bethlehem are “bleak,” 

Simon tells us.

Even that is deceptive.

Uri Dan wrote in the Jerusalem 
Post on Jan. 11, 2002: “Altogether 
from 1994, when Arafat took 
power, ten thousand Christians 
emigrated from Gaza, Judea 
and Samaria.” Once a Christian 
stronghold, by 2002 Muslims 
outnumbered Christians in 
Bethlehem four to one.

Nevertheless, the mass exodus 
theory and the fear mongering 
statements about the survival of 
Christian culture in the Holy Land 
is not borne out by statistics. Back 
in   2001, Dan reported that the 
Arab Christian population was 
61,000, about 2 percent of the 
entire Arab population. According 
to 2009 statistics of the CIA world 
population handbook, Christians 
numbered 196,000, or 2.8 of the 
Arab population. Moreover, as 

Ambassador Oren pointed out, the 
exodus of Christians is from PA 
controlled West Bank. Arabs in 
the Israeli town of Nazareth, for 
example, are thriving.

Still, Oren freely admitted 
Christian communities are living 
under duress.

But that was   not enough for 
Simon.  He has to point the finger 
of blame, otherwise, what’s the 
point of his pointless rehashing 
of this non-story?   Quote Simon: 
“And this duress is coming from 
Muslims, not from the Israeli 
occupation?”  Yes, Oren confirms.

In case viewers might find 
Oren’s contention convincing, 
Simon makes sure to nudge them 
in the “right” direction: Mitri 
Rahed says: “Great selling point. 
Easy to sell to the American 
public.”

Giving a little more credit to the 
American public, I’m sure they 
prefer Oren’s goods to Simon’s 
shoddy alternative.   After all, 
when was the last time a Christian 
church was desecrated by 

Israelis?  The last time Jews raped 
Christians girls to convert them to 
Judaism?  The last time the Israeli 
authorities shook down a Christian 
businessman?

As for Christians in East 
Jerusalem, I do not deny they 
are in a difficult position, but 
the causes seem far different to 
me than Simon presents them. 
In a recent article about an Arab 
from East Jerusalem who is 
among those to be honored for 
distinguishing himself as an IDF 
soldier, the article pointed out that 
he lived in fear that his Muslim 
neighbors might find out, and was 
forced to tell them he was away 
at school and to hide his uniform 
when he went home.

One of the most offensive 
segments is the heart-tugger 
interview with Christie Anastas, 
a Christian Arab in Bethlehem.   

Already informing viewers that 
Israel’s security wall – might I 
point out, since Simon does not, 
that the security wall was put 
up by Israel after Israelis were 
forced to stop painting doves 
and bury hundreds of dead in 
suicide bombings and other terror 
attacks  – has turned Bethlehem 
into an open air prison,   Simon 
heavy-handedly tried to force her 
to give the “right” answers.

Simon: “How do you live with 
this?”

But she fails to take her cue: 
“It’s not easy but you get used to 
it, because you have to,” she says.

Too bad Simon didn’t ask any 
Israelis what they were forced to 
get used to for security reasons.   
I’m sure Ms. Anastas doesn’t have 
her pocketbook checked every 
time she goes into a store, or have 
to look around her for bombs 
when she gets on a bus …

And it’s so hard to leave 
Bethlehem to enter Jerusalem, 
Simon says, bringing up the old 
bromide of the terrible waiting at 
checkpoints, as if there never was 

an intifada or suicide bombers, 
or   snipers shooting on the roads 
from Jerusalem to Gust Eztyion, 
threatening residents lives. As if 
my windshield hadn’t be smashed 
by a rock while passing through 
Bethlehem on the way home to 
Jerusalem from a wedding in 
Efrat.

Just listen to yourself, Mr. 
Simon!  If you want to be critical, 
at least come up with something 
original. The Palestinian 
propagandists and terror 
supporters have beaten that horse 
to death.   Worse than being false,   
it’s downright boring.

But no. Simon remains boring 
until the end.   He brings up the 
call by virulently anti-Jewish 
and anti-Israel Christians in 
2009 in Kairos which called 
Israeli occupation “a sin.”   It 
was endorsed by 13 Christian 

denominations, including all 
those who called for divestment 
from Israel, and many of whom 
embrace replacement theology 
which says the Christians are 
actually now the chosen of God, 
and unbaptised Jews have lost that 
role.

Michael Oren points this 
out to Simon,   suggesting that 
these groups have “gone beyond 
legitimate criticism …”

“What does that mean…?” 
Simon blusters, apparently 
flabbergasted at this perfectly 
reasonable statement.  So Oren has 
to spell it out for him: “accusing 
us of crimes historically associated 
with anti-Semitism.”

Duh.

With a few more predictable 
interviews, including journalist 
Avi Shavit, brought in to no 
doubt counter the mostly if not 
entirely anti-Israel stance he 
has taken, Simon gets to his big 
finale, asking Shavit: “Do you 
think the Israeli government ever 
thinks of the fact that if Christians 
aren’t being treated well here, and 

America is an overwhelmingly 
Christian country, that this could 
have consequences?”

Why does that sound like 
wishful thinking, Bob?

But again, Shavit disappoints 
him, saying clearly: “Israel is 
not persecuting Christians as 
Christians.   The Christians in the 
Holy Land suffer from Israeli 
policies that are a result of the 
overall tragic situation… this has 
consequences for everyone.”

But Bob isn’t convinced.   He 
warns that angry Christians who 
are a major source of tourism,   
could stop coming to Israel, 
conjecturing that this must be the 
reason that Ambassador Oren 
phoned Jeff Fager, head of CBS 
News and executive producer of 
Sixty Minutes, telling Jeff that 
Simon’s story was a “hatchet job.”

Or perhaps the reason could 

be… that it   is.   And one with a 
tired, rusty hatchet at that, held by 
a tired, rusty journalist who might 
consider the time has come to put 
it down until he delves into his 
real motivation for doing such PA 
propaganda piece.

In the manner of Mr. Simon, 
let me make a wild allegation 
based on nothing but conjecture 
as to the answer to that question. 
Years ago, I filmed a Sixty Minute 
segment with Mr. Simon that was 
never aired.  It concerned a haredi 
woman who was the basis for my 
play, Women’s Minyan. At that 
time, I believe he told me that he 
lives in Israel year round.   Could 
that, if I’ve got it right, perhaps 
explain a bend-over-backwards 
attempt to show the Palestinian 
point of view, lest he be accused, 
God forbid, of liking Israel too 
much?

Not to worry, Mr. Simon, with 
this segment you have certainly 
put to rest any such shameful 
allegation.

 This article was published in the Jerusa-

lem Post on 4 May 2012.

A Rusty Hatchet Job
by Naomi Ragen 

Security Wall - ‘A necessary evil’ that is saving Israeli lives.  Photo credit: Isranet
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The vast majority of people 
around the world, even 

those with a limited knowledge 
of Canada, seem to have a good 
impression of our country and of 
us, its citizens. It’s also the reason 
many of them desperately want to 
come and live among us.  

Our welcoming ways and 
generous immigration policies 
continue to make it possible for 
individuals and families alike to 
come here and to enjoy a higher 
standard of living than they could 
ever have experienced at home. 
While it’s true that some who have 
come have abused our immigration 
system and all-too-porous refugee 
policies, and others have been 
taken advantage of by unscrupulous 
profiteers, the vast majority of new 
Canadians eventually settle in and 
become part of the fabric that is 
Canada today. 

Not only that, but the federal 
government, via its Department 
of Immigration, is now taking 
firm steps to streamline our 
immigration and refugee 
application processes to make 
them fair for all applicants and 
to plug the loopholes that led to 
abuses in the first place. 

God bless Canada! It seems 
that we have successfully created, 
under the banner of all things 
Canadian, a mosaic melting pot 
of cultures and belief systems 
that works yet, at the same time, 
allows for culturally distinct 
differences. In other words, we 
don’t have to come from the same 

place, or believe the same things, 
in order to get along as Canadians.

Enemies within our gates

How disturbing then to discover 
within our midst those who have an 
agenda that directly threatens this 
diverse and seemingly successful 
Canadian way of life that is the 
envy of the world.  Guess who? 
Islamic extremists masquerading 
as teachers!  As if this hateful 
ideology hasn’t caused enough 
heartache already all over the globe, 
these extremists are determined 
to bring their brand of hatred 
to a school near you. That an 
Islamic school in Toronto is now 
under investigation for allegedly 
using teaching materials that 
include anti-Semitic and pro-jihad 
curriculum is both disgusting and 
decidedly un-Canadian.  Worse! 
It threatens the generally happy 
mosaic that is Canada today. With 
their anti-Semitic agenda, they are 
targeting our fellow citizens in the 
Jewish community directly in the 
short term; and with their jihad 
agenda, the rest of us in the long run.

No wonder Jewish organizations, 
upon learning of this hateful 
curriculum, which reportedly 
originated in Iran, began sounding 
alarm bells throughout the 
corridors of learning in Toronto. 
The fact that this hateful material 
had weaseled its way into certain 
Canadian Islamic schools is a 
concern for all of us. As Avi 
Benlolo, the president and CEO 
of the Friends of the Simon 

Wiesenthal Center put it:

“It’s shameful that the so-called 
literature from a foreign entity 
like Iran is being filtered here to 
educate young Canadian people, 
and transplanting Iranian dogma 
into Canada.”

David Koschitzky, chair of 
the Centre for Israel and Jewish 
Affairs, expressed his concern this 
way:

“As Canadians, we are deeply 
troubled at the notion that children 
in our country are learning 
from materials published by an 
organization that, according to the 
FBI, is directly controlled by the 
Ayatollahs of Iran.” He continued: 
“We urge the Toronto District 
School Board – and all public 
institutions that house related 
programs – to ensure that radical, 
theocratic regimes that are hostile 
to our values are not permitted in 
our public schools. “

Find and cut the root

Great starting point, but we need 
to get to the root of the problem. 
Those who promote programs 
of “radical, theocratic regimes 
that are hostile to our values” 
shouldn’t be allowed to roam free 
on our streets, or stalk children 
in the classrooms and corridors 
of our schools, much less enter 
our country in the first place? 
Authorities should be tracing 
this anti-Semitic/ pro-jihad root 
to its source by finding those 
responsible, and by asking where 
they come from? We should be 

determining whether they were 
born here or somehow managed 
to get here through gaps in our 
immigration fences?  Those born 
here should be prosecuted to the 
full extent of the law. If they are 
not from here, the fact that they 
had the gall to teach Canadian 
children to hate is enough to 
warrant placing them on the first 
plane back where they came 
from. The sooner the better! We 
need to know who they are so 
we can prevent their ilk from 
joining them here to promote 
their prejudiced and poisonous 
philosophies. 

This is a case where apologies 
and promises to do better simply 
won’t do. Schools teaching 
hatred should not be allowed to 
operate. A slap on the wrist will 
not persuade these proponents 
of anti-Semitism and jihad to 
change their ways. They have a 
fixed agenda and will find other, 
more subtle ways to indoctrinate 
young and impressionable minds. 
Successive generations of children 
overseas have been brainwashed 
into hating people they don’t 
even know and, in extreme cases, 
coerced into becoming suicide 
bombers with explosives in their 
underwear and elsewhere. 

If we don’t practice prevention 
today, we’ll be facing suicide 
bombers tomorrow in our 
restaurants, trains, boats and 
planes. Britain has already 
tasted the bitter fruit that grows 
in the garden of homegrown 

terror. It was Brits who blew up 
London buses and attacked the 
subway system a few years ago. 
The greater shock was that the 
terrorists came from within. This 
was a wake-up call for Britain and 
a warning to other democracies. 
The people of Israel spotted 
this Jihadist Tsunami years ago 
and have been warning Western 
nations ever since that it was 
moving in their direction. The 
Toronto school fiasco tells us that 
its first ripples have now reached 
our shores.  What comes next?

Canada is a great, great country, 
but we all need to maintain 
vigilance to keep it this way! And 
it’s the reason we need to nip this 
nonsense in the bud!

Rev. dr. John Tweedie is the 
Managing Editor of Israel and 
Christians Today.
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By Oren Kessler

“The capital of the United States of the 
Arabs will be Jerusalem,” preacher tells 
thousands at Brotherhood rally. 

Egypt’s Islamists aim to install a global 
Islamic caliphate with its capital in 

Jerusalem, a radical Muslim preacher 
told thousands of Muslim Brotherhood 
supporters in a clip released Monday.

“We can see how the dream of the Islamic 
caliphate is being realized, God willing, 
by Dr. Mohamed Mursi,” Safwat Higazi 
told thousands of Brotherhood supporters 
at a Cairo soccer stadium as Mursi – the 
movement’s presidential candidate – and 
other Brotherhood officials nodded in 
agreement.

 “The capital of the caliphate – the capital 
of the United States of the Arabs – will be 
Jerusalem, God willing,” Higazi said. “Our 
capital shall not be in Cairo, Mecca or 
Medina,” he said, before leading the crowd 
in chants of “Millions of martyrs march 
toward Jerusalem.”

Higazi is an unaffiliated Islamist who 
is barred from the United Kingdom for 
making statements endorsing terror attacks 
against Israelis. The clip, from Egypt’s 
Islamist-oriented Al-Nas television station, 

was aired last week and uploaded to 
YouTube on Monday by the Middle East 
Media Research Institute.

Members of the crowd carried banners 
emblazoned with slogans related to next 
week’s “Nakba Day,” when Palestinians and 
other Arabs mourn Israel’s creation in 1948.

“Tomorrow, Mursi will liberate Gaza,” 
an unidentified man cheers in the video 
before leading the crowd in chants of “Allah 
Akbar.”

“Banish the sleep from the eyes of all 
Jews,” the man repeats, accompanied 
by drumming. “Come on, you lovers of 
martyrdom, you are all Hamas… Forget 
about the whole world, forget about 
conferences. Brandish your weapons, say 
your prayers and pray to the Lord.”

Returning to the stage, Mursi vowed to 
pray in Jerusalem. “Yes, Jerusalem is our 
goal. We shall pray in Jerusalem, or die as 
martyrs on its threshold.”

Raymond Stock, an American translator 
and academic who spent two decades 
in Egypt, said the clip should come as a 
surprise to no one.

“This is what the Muslim Brotherhood 

really stands for: the extermination of Israel 
– and Jews everywhere – as well as the 
spread and control of radical Islam over the 
world,” he told The Jerusalem Post.

“How anyone can fail to see this boggles 
the mind – yet its denial is virtual dogma 
in the global mainstream media, US 
government and Western academia today,” 
said Stock, who has translated a number of 
books by the Nobel Prize-winning Egyptian 
novelist Naguib Mahfouz.

The Brotherhood won about half of 
Egypt’s parliamentary seats, but its main 
candidate Khairat al-Shater was disqualified 
last month from running for president and 
Mursi has struggled to win wide support.

Hard-line Salafi Islamists were 
parliamentary elections’ biggest surprise, 
taking around 25% of seats.

Instead, the two front-runners are 
Abdel Moneim Abol Fotouh – a former 
Brotherhood figure who has won the 
backing of a broad range of voters from 
liberals to Salafis – and Amr Moussa, a 
former foreign minister and Arab League 
chief.

A presidential election, which starts on 
May 23-24, will choose a replacement 

for Hosni Mubarak, who was toppled in 
February last year.

Poll numbers released Monday by the 
state-run Al-Ahram Center show Moussa 
leading the field with 39%, followed by 
Abol Fotouh with 24%, former Mubarak 
premier Ahmed Shafiq with 17% and Mursi 
in fourth with just 7%.

Stock said Amr Moussa has a significant 
chance of replacing Mubarak.

“Many people want Islamist values 
but are afraid that Islamist control of the 
presidency in addition to parliament could 
be bad for tourism and foreign investment. 
Others simply like Moussa,” he said. “He is 
a radical nationalist with a pragmatic streak, 
and from a Western point of view is the best 
we can hope for now that Omar Suleiman 
has been excluded.”

“But we can’t rule out Mohamed 
Mursi yet – the Brotherhood machine is 
extremely formidable, and nearly everyone 
has underestimated them before,” he said, 
adding that “the Salafis remain wild cards, 
as ever.”

Source: www.jpost.com
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«Who can count the dust of 
Jacob or number the seed of 
Israel»  Numbers 23:10  

The sun sets above the hills. 
The siren cries out and on 

the busy highways that wend 
among the hills, the traffic stops, 
the people stop, and a moment of 
silence comes to a noisy country. 
Flags fly at half mast, the torch 
of remembrance is lit, memorial 
candles are held in shaking arms 
and the country’s own version of 
the Flanders Field poppy, the Red 
Everlasting daisy, dubbed Blood 
of the Maccabees, adorns lapels. 
And so begins the Yom Hazikaron, 
Heroes Remembrance Day, the 
day of remembrance for fallen 
soldiers and victims of terror-- 
Israel ‘s Memorial Day.  

What is a memorial day in a 
country that has always known 
war. Where remembrance means 
adding the toll of one year’s 
dead and wounded to the scales 
of history. A country where war 
never ends, where the sirens may 
pause but never stop, where each 
generation grows up knowing 
that they will have to fight or 
flee. To stand watch or run away. 
It is not so much the past that 
is remembered on this day, but 
the present and the future. The 
stillness, a breath in the warm air, 
before setting out to climb the 
slopes of tomorrow.  

Who can count the dust of 
Jacob. And yet each memorial 
day we count the dust. The dust 
that is a fraction of those who 
have fallen defending the land for 
thousands of years. Flesh wears 
out, blood falls to the earth where 
the red daisies grow, and bone 
turns to dust. The dust blows 
across the graves of soldiers and 
prophets, the tombs of priests 
hidden behind brush, the caverns 
where forefathers rest in sacred 
silence, laid to rest by their sons, 
who were laid to rest by their 
own sons, generations burying the 
past, standing guard over it, being 
driven away and returning each 
time.  

On Memorial Day, the hands 
of memory are dipped in the dust 
raising it to the blue sky. A prayer, 
a whisper, a dream of peace. And 
the wind blows the candles out. 
War follows. And once again 
blood flows into the dust. A young 
lieutenant shading his eyes against 
the sun. An old man resting with 
his family on the beach. Children 
climbing into bed in a village 
beneath the hills. And more bodies 
are laid to rest in the dust. Until 
dust they become.  

In this land, the Maker of Stars 
and Dust vowed to Abraham that 
his children would be as many as 
the dust of the earth and the stars 
of heaven. In their darkest days, 
they would be as the dust. But 
there is mercy in the numberless 
count of the dust. Mercy in not 
being able to make a full count of 
the fallen. In remaining ignorant 
of that full measure of woe. 

Modern technologies permit us 
terrible estimates. Databanks store 
the names of millions, village by 
village and city by city. Terrible 
digital cemeteries of ghosts. But 
there is no counting the dust. And 
when we walk the length and 
breadth of the land, as the Maker 
told Abraham to do, it the dust that 
supports our feet. We stand upon 
the shoulders of giants. We walk 
in the dust of our ancestors.  

Some new countries are built 
to escape from the past, but there 
is no escaping it in these ancient 
hills. IDF soldiers patrol over 
ground once contested by empires, 
tread over spearheads and the 
wheels of chariots buried deep 
in the earth. The Assyrians and 
the Babylonians came through 
here in all their glory. Greek and 
Roman soldiers and mercenaries 
pitted themselves against the 
handful of Judeans who came 
out of the Babylonian exile. The 
Ottoman and the Arab raged here, 
and Crusader battering rams and 
British Enfield rifles still echo in 
the peaceful hills.  

Here in the silence of 
remembrance the present is always 
the past and the sky hangs like 
a thin veil fluttering against the 
future. The believers cast their 
prayers out of their mouths against 
the veil. The soldiers cast their 
lives and their hearts. And still the 
future flutters on above like the 
sky, near enough to touch but out 
of reach. Beneath it, the sky blue 
flag, the stripe of the believer’s 
shawls, the mark of the House of 
David.  

Can these bones live, the Lord 
asks Ezekiel. And generations 
after each slaughter, they come 
again, the descendants of the 
dead to reclaim the hills of their 
ancestors. Rising like the red 
flowers out of the soil. Like the 
bones out of the earth. They come 
up as slaves out of Egypt, as the 
handful come out of the captivity 
of empires, of Assyria, Babylon, 
Persia, Rome, the Caliphate, Nazi 
Germany, the Soviet Union, the 
kingdoms of Araby, their tongues 

as numberless as the earth. 
Here they come again to set up 
kingdoms and nations. And there 
in shadows on the dust, a handful 
of men fight off a legion, swords, 
spears and rifles in hand they face 
down impossible odds. They fight 
and die, but they go on.   

The calendar itself is a 
memorial. After Israel’s Memorial 
Day and Independence Day, Lag 
BaOmer, the commemoration of 
the original Yom Yerushalayim, 
the liberation of Jerusalem 
from the Romans, still covertly 
remembered in bonfires and bows 
shot into the air. Remembering 
a victory turned into a defeat and 
encoded in a story about a plague 
caused by a lack of brotherhood. 
That lack was very real and the 
plague took the form of swords 
and spears. All in a season that 
begins with Passover, the exodus 
that set over a million people 
off on a forty year old journey to 
return to the homeland of their 
forefathers. 

  The battles today are new, 
but they are also very old. The 
weapons are new, but the struggle 
is the same. Who will remain 
and who will be swept away. 
Some 3,000 years ago, Judge 
Jephthah and the King of Ammon 
were exchanging messages not 
too different from those being 
passed around as diplomatic 
communiques today. The King of 
Ammon demanding land for peace 
and the Judge laying out the Israeli 
case for the land in a message that 
the enemy would hardly trouble to 
read before going to war.  

 Take a stray path in these hills 
and you may find a grinning 
terrorist with a knife, or the 
young David pitting his slingshot 
against a lion or bear. This way 
the Maccabees rush ahead at the 
armies of a slave empire, and 
this way a helicopter passes low 
overhead on the way to Gaza .. 
Like Dali’s melting clocks, time 
is a fluid thing here. And what you 
remember, you shall find.  

The soldier is not so sacred 
as he once was. The journalist 

and the judge have taken his 
place. The actors sneer from their 
theaters. The politicians gobble 
their free food and babble of 
peace. Flowers in gun barrels 
and doves everywhere. But the 
soldier still stands where he must. 
The borders have shrunk. The old 
victories have been exchanged 
for diplomatic defeats. From the 
old strongholds come missiles 
and rockets. And children hide 
in bomb shelters waiting for the 
worst to pass. This is the doing 
of the journalist and the judge, 
the politician and the actor, the 
lions of literature who send 
autographed copies of their books 
to imprisoned terrorists and the 
grandchildren of great men who 
hire themselves on in service to 
the enemy.   

The man who serves is still 
sacred, but the temple of duty is 
desecrated more and more each 
year. Leftist academics dismiss 
the heroes of the past as myths 
or murderers. Their wives dress 
in black and harass soldiers at 
checkpoints, their children wrap 
their faces in Keffiyas and throw 
stones at them. Draft dodging, 
once a black mark of shame, has 
become a mark of pride among the 
left. Some boast about how easy it 
is, others enlist only to then refuse 
to serve. They call themselves 
Refusniks , accepting the Soviet 
view of Israel as an illegitimate 
warmongering state, but laying 
claim to the name of the Zionists 
who fought to escape the Soviet 
Union .   Some are only afraid, 
but some are filled with hate. They 
have linked into a twisted mirror 
and drunk of the poisoned wine. 
They have found their Inner Cain 
and go now to slay their brothers 
with words.  How shall I curse 
whom G-d has not cursed, asks 
Balaam. But the King of Moab 
is determined to have his curses 
anyway. And today it is to the UN 
that they come for curses. The 
Arab lands boil with blood, but 
resolution after resolution follows 
damning Israel . China squats on 
the mountains of Tibet like a toad, 

Russian government thugs throw 
dissidents out of windows, and 
Saudi firefighters push girls back 
into a burning building. And still 
the resolutions come like curses 
against this people that has come 
out of Egypt .   In a land built 
on memory, it is possible not to 
remember, but it is impossible to 
entirely forget. Memory becomes 
a desperate burden that some are 
only too happy to cast off. Life 
beats hardest against the fall of 
night. Its pulse pounding against 
mortality. To know death is to 
rush and embrace life.  A war of 
memories comes. A war for the 
dust. Is this a day of remembrance 
or a day of shame. Were those men 
who fought and died for Judea 
and Samaria , for the Golan and 
Jerusalem , for every square inch 
of land when the armies of Arab 
dictators came to push them into 
the sea, heroes or villains. Were 
Nasser, Hussein, Saddam, Arafat, 
Gaddafi, Assad and the House of 
Saud the real heroes all along. The 
tiny minority of 360 million pitted 
against the overwhelming majority 
of 6 million.    

Yet though men may forget, 
the dust remembers. And the 
men return to it. For some four 
thousand years they have done 
it. And they shall do it yet again. 
For He who has made men of the 
dust and made worlds of the dust 
of stars does not forget. As the 
stars turn in whirling galaxies and 
the dust flies across the land, so 
the people return to the land. And 
though they forget, they remember 
again. For the dust is the memory 
of ages and the children shall 
always return to the dust of their 
ancestors.

In the cities, towns and 
villages-- the dead are 
remembered. Those who died 
with weapons in their hands and 
those who just died. Men, women 
and children. Drops of blood cast 
to the dust, reborn as flowers on 
lapels. Reborn as memory.  

All go to one place, said King 
Solomon, all that lives is of the 
dust, and all returns to the dust. 
There is nothing better than that a 
man should rejoice in his works. 
And so memorial day precedes 
the day of independence. That 
we rejoice in that which those 
who sleep in the dust have died to 
protect. The skyscrapers and the 
orchards, the sheep ranches and 
the highways, the schools and the 
synagogues. For they who drained 
the swamps and built the roads, 
who held guard over the air and 
built the cities, may not have lived 
to see their works. But we rejoice 
in their works for them. And a 
new generation rises to watch 
over their dust and tend the works 
that they have built. Until the day 
when He that counts the dust of 
Jacob shall count them all, and the 
land shall stir, and in the words 
of Daniel, they that sleep in dust 
shall arise, and then rejoice with 
us.

Who Can Count the Dust of Jacob 
by Daniel Greenfield

Israel’s Memorial Day, April 25, 2012: Remembering those who died that others might live.
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1948: PalesTine beTRayed

Zionist Jews were not 
interlopers in Palestine. The 

creation of the Jewish state was 
not an “original sin” foisted upon 
the Arab world. The tragic flight 
of the Palestinian refugees was 
overwhelmingly not the fault of 
the Zionists. To the contrary, at 
every momentous junction the 
Zionists opted for compromise and 
peace, the Arabs for intransigence 
and belligerency.

This, in summary, is how 
most people once understood 
the Arab-Israel conflict. Today, 
however, as Israel marks its 
Independence Day, an entire 
generation has come to maturity 
believing a diametrically opposite 
“narrative”: namely, that the 
troubles persist because of West 
Bank settlements, because of 
Israeli building in east Jerusalem, 
because of the security barrier, 
because of heavy-handed Israeli 
militarism-in brief, because of a 
racist Zionist imperialism whose 
roots stretch back to 1948 and 
beyond.

The new view has been shaped 
by a confluence of factors: 
unsympathetic media coverage, 
an obsessive focus by the UN 
and others on Israel’s alleged 
shortcomings, improved Arab 
suasion techniques, and the global 
Left’s adoption of the Palestinian 
cause.  Added to the mix is the 
influence of Israel’s own “New 
Historians,” whose revisionist 
attacks on the older understanding 
have helped shape today’s 
authorized academic canon.

Such attacks have themselves 
not gone altogether without 
challenge - and at least one 
prominent New Historian, Benny 
Morris, has since moderated his 
views. Outstanding among the 
challengers has been the scholar 
Efraim Karsh, head of the Middle 
East and Mediterranean Studies 
Program at King’s College, 
University of London, and the 
author of a 1997 debunking 
of the New Historians entitled 
Fabricating Israeli History.

In his just-published book, 
Palestine Betrayed, Karsh 
zeroes in on the 1948-49 war, its 
background, and its consequences, 
in an analysis that re-establishes 
the essential accuracy of the 
once-classic account of the 
Arab-Israel conflict.  Basing itself 

on Arabic as well as Western, 
Soviet, UN, and Israeli sources, 
Karsh’s is corrective history at its 
boldest and most thorough. Elliot 
Jager interviewed efraim karsh 
for Jewish Ideas Daily.

Who “betrayed” Palestine?

Palestine was betrayed by 
its corrupt and extremist Arab 
leadership, headed by Hajj Amin 
Husseini, the mufti of Jerusalem. 
From the early 1920s onward, 
and very much against the wishes 
of their own constituents, these 
leaders launched a relentless 
campaign to obliterate the Jewish 
national revival, culminating in 
the violent attempt to abort the UN 
partition resolution of November 
1947.

you dedicate this book to elias 
katz and sami Taha. Who were 
they?

A native of Finland, Elias 
Katz won two Olympic medals 
in the 1924 Paris games before 
immigrating to Mandatory 
Palestine and becoming coach 
of the prospective Jewish state’s 
athletic team for the 1948 games. 
A firm believer in peaceful 
coexistence, he was murdered 
in December 1947 by Arab 
co-workers in a British military 
base in Gaza. Sami Taha, scion of 
a distinguished Haifa family, was 
a prominent Palestinian Arab trade 
unionist and a foremost proponent 
of Arab-Jewish coexistence. He 
was gunned down by a mufti 
henchman in September 1947, at 
the height of the UN debate on 
partition.

What were the obligations 
of Great britain under the 
Mandate for Palestine?

The League of Nations 
instructed the British to facilitate 
the establishment of a Jewish 
national home in Palestine as 
envisaged by the 1917 Balfour 
Declaration.

How did britain fulfill these 
obligations?

Almost from the beginning 
the British authorities repeatedly 
gave in to Arab efforts to avert 
the implementation of the 
Mandate. Finally, in July 1937, 
Arab violence reaped its greatest 
reward. The Peel Commission, 
appointed by London, concluded 
that Arabs and Jews couldn’t 
peacefully coexist in a single state 
and recommended repudiating the 
terms of the Mandate altogether 
in favor of partitioning Palestine 
into two states: a large Arab state, 
united with what was then called 
Transjordan, and a truncated 
Jewish state.

but hadn’t the british “twice 
promised” Palestine, first to the 
arabs and then to the Jews?

Certainly not. In his 

correspondence with Sharif 
Hussein of Mecca, which led 
to the Great Arab Revolt during 
World War I, Sir Henry McMahon, 
the British high commissioner 
for Egypt, specifically excluded 
Palestine from the prospective 
Arab empire promised to Hussein. 
This was acknowledged by the 
sharif in their exchanges and 
also by his son Faisal, the future 
founding monarch of Iraq, shortly 
after the war.

you bring to light a World War 
ii conversation about atomic 
weapons between nazi-ss chief 
Heinrich Himmler and the mufti 
Hajj amin Husseini.

Yes. Arriving in Berlin in 
November 1941, and promptly 
awarded an audience with Hitler, 
the mufti spent the rest of the war 
in the service of the Third Reich, 
broadcasting Nazi propaganda 
and recruiting Balkan Muslims 

for the German killing machine. 
Himmler and the mufti spent 
hours ruminating on the absolute 
evil of the Jews. It was during 
one of these conversations, 
sometime in the summer of 
1943, that Himmler gleefully 
told Hajj Amin of the Nazi “final 
solution,” which by that time 
had led to the extermination of 
some three million Jews. He also 
confided the great progress made 
in developing a nuclear weapon 
that in Himmler’s opinion would 
win the war for Germany. The 
mufti would never forget this 
conversation, boasting decades 
later in his memoirs that “there 
were no more than ten officials in 
the German Reich who were privy 
to this secret.”

arab historians and others now 
say that israel’s victory in the 
1948-49 War of independence 
was preordained, given the 
weakness of the arabs.

Hardly. By April 1948, after 
four months of fighting against 
the mufti’s men as well as an 
irregular pan-Arab force-dubbed 
the Arab Liberation Army-that had 
penetrated Palestine from outside, 
the Jewish position had become 
precarious. It was only after the 
Jews launched their first large 
offensive in early April, aimed at 
breaching the siege of Jerusalem, 
that the Palestinian Arab war 
effort began to unravel rapidly, 
culminating in total collapse and 
mass exodus by mid-May.

Then israel proclaimed its 
independence.

Yes-and immediately the 
country was invaded by the regular 
armies of the neighboring Arab 
states. The previous succession 
of Jewish victories was checked, 
the nascent state was thrown back 
on the defensive, and the fight 
became a struggle for its very 
survival.  Ultimately, the newly-
established Israeli army managed 
to turn the tables, at the exorbitant 
human cost of one percent of the 
new state’s population.

at the village of deir yasin 
in april 1948, the irgun,  a 
pre-state paramilitary force, 
is said to have massacred 
hundreds upon hundreds of 
innocent and unarmed men, 
women, and children.

According to a reliable report 
a day after the event, some 100 
Arabs, including women and 

children, were killed in the 
fighting for the village. This figure 
is confirmed by Arif al-Arif, 
the doyen of Palestinian Arab 
historians, in his seminal Arabic-
language study of the nakba 
(disaster), as Palestinians refer to 
the events of 1948-49.  Al-Arif 
stipulates heavy fighting on both 
sides, claiming that the villagers 
killed more than 100 Jewish 
fighters (the actual figure was 
four dead and 32 wounded). Of 
the 110 Arab fatalities, he alleges 
that only seven were killed in 
action while the rest were peaceful 
civilians murdered in their homes. 
By contrast, an intelligence report 
issued three days after the event 
by the Haganah, the main Jewish 
fighting force, underscored the 
operational incompetence and 
disarray of the attacking Irgunists 
as well as their lack of discipline, 
manifested among other ways 
in acts of plunder, but makes no 
mention of a massacre.

in Palestine Betrayed you 
come to essentially the same 
conclusion as does benny 
Morris in his recent book 1948: 
namely, that the only party 
systematically interested in 
“transfer” or “expulsion” in this 
period was the arabs.

Morris does seem to have tacitly 
disowned his early writings, 
not least by acknowledging 
that the underlying cause of the 
Arab-Israeli conflict was and is 
the adamant Arab and Muslim 
refusal to accept the idea of Jewish 

statehood in any part of Palestine. 
Millions of Arabs, Jews, and 
foreign observers of the Middle 
East fully recognized these facts 
as early as 1948; at that time, 
the collapse and dispersion of 
Palestinian Arab society were 
nowhere described as a systematic 
dispossession of Arabs by Jews. 
Regrettably, this historical truth 
has been erased from public 
memory.

but in the case of the town of 
lydda, the Haganah did drive 
out arab residents.

The Lydda expulsion of July 
1948 was the only instance where 
a substantial urban population 
was driven out during the course 
of the war.  It stemmed not from a 
pre-existing plan but from a string 
of unexpected developments. Only 
when Israeli forces encountered 
stiffer resistance than expected 
was the decision made to 
“encourage” the population’s 
departure to Arab-controlled areas 
a few miles to the east. The aim 
was to avoid leaving a hostile 
armed base at the rear of the 
Israeli advance and, by clogging 
the main roads, to forestall a 
possible counterattack by the Arab 
Legion.

This is not to deny that Israeli 
forces did on occasion expel 
Palestinian Arabs.  But these were 
exceptions that occurred in the 
heat of battle and were uniformly 
dictated by ad-hoc military 
considerations-notably the need 
to deprive the enemy of strategic 
sites where no Jewish forces were 
available to hold them.

you write that, in any case, 
hundreds of thousands of arabs 
had fled Palestine while the 
british were still in place-that is, 
prior to israeli independence.

That is correct. And this tells 
us that even if the Zionists had 
instigated a plot to expel the 
Palestinian Arabs-which they 
most certainly did not-Britain’s 
extensive military presence in the 
country would have precluded the 
slightest possibility of a systematic 
“ethnic cleansing.”  

What then was the catalyst for 
their flight?

The fear, disorientation, and 
economic privation that accompany 
all armed hostilities.  But to these 
must be added, crucially, the 
local Palestinians’ despair of their 
own leadership, the role taken 
by that leadership in actively 
forcing widespread evacuations, 
and perhaps above all the lack 
of communal cohesion or of the 
willingness, especially at the highest 
levels, to subordinate personal 
interest to the general good.

you cite documents by Jewish 
figures in Haifa actually 

By Elliot Jager

Elliot Jager

 The tragic flight of the Palestinian 
refugees was overwhelmingly not 
the fault of the Zionists...at every 

momentous junction the Zionists opted 
for compromise and peace...

Continued on page 9
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pleading with the city’s arab 
leaders not to flee.

They did not listen to such pleas, no 
doubt because remaining would have 
amounted to a tacit acquiescence in 
Jewish statehood.

The Un says there are 4.7 million 
Palestine refugees today. How many 
arabs actually fled Palestine?

By the time of Israel’s declaration 
of independence on May 14, 1948, 
some 300,000-340,000 Palestinian 
Arabs had fled their homes. By the 
end of the war several months later, 
the numbers had swollen to 583,000-
609,000 refugees.

Why didn’t israel welcome them 
back afterward?

Prime Minister David Ben-Gurion 
told his cabinet on September 12, 
1948 that if direct talks with the Arabs 
should culminate in a real peace, the  
refugees would return. On the other 
hand, “Should [postwar arrangements] 

fall short of peace with the Arabs, we 
will not allow their return.”

you contend that Palestinian arabs, 
if left to their own devices, would 
have chosen coexistence.

Therein lay the great tragedy of 
the 1920-48 era.  Despite constant 
terror and intimidation, including the 
killing by Arab fanatics of moderates 
within their own community, peaceful 
coexistence with Jews was far more 
prevalent than were eruptions of 
violence, and the violence was the 
work of a small fraction of Palestinian 
Arabs.

It was the Arab leadership that 
rejected Jewish statehood even in 
a small part of Palestine-not from 
concern for the national rights of the 

Palestinian Arabs, but from the desire 
to fend off a perceived encroachment 
on the pan-Arab patrimony.

so the arab war goal was not to 
create a Palestinian state?

It was common knowledge at the 
time that the pan-Arab invasion was 

more of a geopolitical scramble for 
Palestine than an attempt to secure 
the Palestinians’ national rights. 
After 1948-49, neither Egypt nor 
Transjordan moved to establish 
an independent Palestinian entity 
in Gaza and the West Bank; this 
reflected the wider perception of the 
Palestine problem as a corollary of 
the pan-Arab agenda rather than as 
a distinct or urgent issue in its own 
right.

abdel Rahman azzam, the first 
head of the arab league, once 
mused that it took centuries for the 
arabs to reconcile themselves to 
having lost spain; he wasn’t sure 
they could ever adjust to losing any 
part of Palestine.

Unfortunately, the prospect of such 
an adjustment still seems far from 
auspicious. Prime Minister Binyamin 
Netanyahu, following in the footsteps 
of his recent predecessors, agreed 
to the establishment of a Palestinian 
Arab state provided the Palestinians 
recognized Israel’s legitimacy as 
a Jewish state. Saeb Erekat, the 
Palestinian Authority’s negotiator, 
reacted to this by warning that 
Netanyahu “will have to wait 1,000 
years before he finds one Palestinian 
who will go along with him.”

And so, more than six decades after 
the mufti condemned his people to 
statelessness, his reckless policies 
live on and are continually reenacted. 
Only when today’s Arab leaders 
end this legacy of intransigence can 
the Palestinians hope to put their 
self-inflicted nakba behind them.

Continued from page 8

The Palestinian Revolution
by Moshe Dann

Palestinianism a political idea developed as part of a 
terror agenda, not a national identity 

Pushing a “peace process” that requires Palestinian 
Arabs to give up their opposition to a Jewish state, the 

international community can’t figure out why it doesn’t 
work. The answer is that the dispute is not over territory, 
but ideology -Palestinianism, the basis of their nearly 
100-year war against Zionism, the State of Israel as the 
national historic homeland of the Jewish People. 

 For Arabs, Palestinians, and most Muslims, it is part of 
a Jihad, permanent revolution against the infidel. 

  More than 100 years ago, Leon Trotsky, brilliant 
strategist of the Russian Revolution, wrote a seminal 
work that has guided Marxist revolutionaries ever since: 
Permanent Revolution. Adapted from Marx and Engels’ 
Address to the General Council of the Communist League 
in 1850, Trotsky’s theory outlined the principles by which 
a local, national revolution could expand to become a 
worldwide revolution.

The idea of Permanent Revolution is based on the 
belief that revolutionary leaders must not only heed local 
conditions, but must carry the principles and goals of the 
revolution beyond local struggles, until the entire world is 
transformed. The revolution cannot end with achievements 
in one country, but must be exported and become the basis 
for international upheaval, overturning decadent regimes 
and establishing a new order.

The danger of compromise was that it diminished the 
revolution itself, weakened its ethos, and, in the end, 
abandoned the principles which gave it strength and 
purpose. The idea of Permanent Revolution, therefore, 
was a guarantee of integrity, protector of the grand vision, 
a guiding light; it has been adopted by most national 
revolutionary movements since.

Without understanding this concept, it is impossible 

to understand Palestinianism, its historic mission and its 
leaders. It explains not only why “the peace process” will 
fail, but why it must fail. 

Efforts to impose a Palestinian state (the “two-state” 
proposal) are doomed, therefore, for one simple reason: 
Palestinians don’t want such a state. The primary goal of 
Palestinian nationalism is to wipe out the State of Israel, 
not permit its existence. Any form of Palestinian statehood 
that accepts Israeli sovereignty in what they believe 
is Muslim land stolen by Jews is, by their definition, 
heretical. That is clearly evident in the PLO Covenant and 
Hamas Charter.

Metaphor for defeat 

Palestinianism is not a national identity, but a political 
construct developed as part of a terrorist agenda when the 
PLO was formed in 1964. It was a way of distinguishing 
between Arabs and Jews, and between Arabs who lived in 
Israel before 1948 and other Arabs. The terms “Palestinian 
Arabs” or “Arab Palestinians” are not foreign or colonial 
descriptions; they appear in their own official documents.

Palestinian identity means the struggle to “liberate 
Palestine from the Zionists;” it became an international 
cause that bound Muslims together, as part of Jihad, 
with much broader implications - a Permanent Islamic 
Revolution. 

Palestinianism was an excuse and explanation for this 
Jihad. But historically, Arabs who lived in Palestine 
considered themselves part of the “greater Arab nation,” as 
reflected in PLO documents. They rallied to the pro-Nazi 
Palestinian Mufti, Haj Amin Hussein, not because of a 
national identity, but because of Jew-hatred. Their struggle 
today is not to achieve statehood alongside Israel, but to 
replace Israel with an Arab Muslim state.

“Two-state” proposals, therefore, with Palestinian 
statehood as a territorial goal, in fact contradict 
Palestinianism, as that means an end to their struggle to 

eradicate Israel.

This explains why no Palestinian leader will agree 
to surrender to Western and Zionist interests, and why 
making compromises is anathema. Statehood means a 
denial of the Nakba (catastrophe,) the establishment of the 
State of Israel in 1948; it means admitting that everything 
for which they fought and sacrificed was in vain.

Statehood means abandoning five million Arabs who 
live in 58 UNRWA-sponsored “refugee camps” in Judea, 
Samaria, Gaza, Lebanon, Syria and Jordan, and hundreds 
of thousands living throughout the world; they will no 
longer be considered “refugees.” That means a loss of over 
a billion dollars per year that UNRWA receives.

Statehood means giving up “the armed struggle,” the 
crux of Palestinian identity. It means that the concept of 
Palestinianism created by the PLO, accepted by the UN 
and the media, and even by Israeli politicians is a hoax, 
a fake identity with a false purpose. It means that their 
suffering was for naught.

Statehood involves taking responsibility and ending 
incitement and violence, confronting the myths of 
“Palestinian archeology,” and “Palestinian society and 
culture;” it requires building authentic nationalism, with 
just and transparent institutions.

It also means, of course, ending the conflict, ending 
terrorism and incitement, ending the civil war between 
Islamists and secularists, between tribes and clans, ending 
corruption and lawlessness, and the establishment of a 
truly democratic government. Accepting Israel means an 
end to the Palestinian Revolution, a national betrayal, and 
an Islamic heresy.

In this context, for Palestinians and most Muslims, the 
“Peace Process” is a metaphor for defeat.

The author is a PhD historian, writer and journalist living in 
Jerusalem Source: Israel Opinion, www.ynetnews.com

Efraim Karsh 

 Today... an entire generation has come to 
maturity believing a diametrically opposite 

“narrative”: namely, that the troubles 
persist because ... of a racist Zionist 

imperialism whose roots stretch back to 
1948 and beyond.
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Moving Closer to One State
by Steve Plocker  

Demographic realities killing two-state 
solution, but Israelis remain complacent 

Hourglasses don’t tick. They make no 
sound, unless you bring them up to 

your ear and focus on the grains of sand 
that fall down slowly. The hourglass has no 
mechanism, only gravity. Nature works by 
itself. 

Hourglasses don’t tick, and therefore they 
do not disturb those who wish to let time 
do its thing, quietly. Nonetheless, they have 
a drawback: At one point in time, the sand 
runs out. Suddenly everything stops and the 
hourglass must be turned upside down to keep 
functioning. 

The silent hourglass brings both Jews and 
Palestinians closer, every day and every hour, 
to a reality of one state for the two peoples. 
Sometimes it’s referred to as a bi-national 
state, or the Greater Land of Israel, or Greater 
Palestine. Usually it’s given no name. It’s 
simply a little more than what we have right 
now. Not much time is left; the hourglass is 
almost empty. 

Two processes are taking place 
simultaneously: The natural growth of the 
Palestinian population, and the natural and 
political growth of the settler population. 
Palestinian natural growth indeed slowed down 
in the past decade, because of the rising standard 
of living, but this does not change the overall 
picture. 

Some 2.2 million Palestinians live in the West 
Bank, and another 1.6 million Palestinians live 
within the territory of the tiny Israel. This totals 

3.8 million Palestinians, vis-à-vis 6.2 million 
Jews and those defined as “others” – that is, 
Jews according to the Law of Return, but not 
according to Jewish law. 

This is a solid 60% majority, as long as we 
ignore the Gaza Strip, which was detached 
from Israel. According to reasonable estimates, 
Gaza is home to some 1.7 million Palestinians. 

If that’s the case, the Jews maintain a 
majority in the territory of Israel, Judea, 
Samaria and Gaza: We have 6.2 million, 
compared to 5.2 million on the other said. 
There’s nothing to worry about. 

Jewish state? Not quite 

Well, there is something to worry about. 
The “Greater Israel,” minus Gaza, is today 
already a geographical area with 62% Jews 
and 38% Palestinians. Practically, this is not 
a Jewish state. It is a bi-national state, where 
the majority will not be able to do as it pleases. 
HaTikva, for example, would not be its 
anthem. 

After they fully despair of the prospect 
of establishing their own state, the 38% of 
Palestinians will demand to realize their civil 
rights by voting for a joint parliament, and so 
on and so forth. 

However, the “State of Palestine” in the West 
Bank will also be a bi-national state. Today, 
some 340,000 Jews live in Judea and Samaria. 
Another 60,000 young Jews live in religious 
boarding schools in the area, including in 
illegal settlements. Another 300,000 Jews 
live in Jerusalem’s annexed neighborhoods in 
the east and north of the city. In total, some 
700,000 Jews reside in the pre-1967 West Bank 
borders, constituting about one-third of the 
population there. 

Should a Palestinian state be established on 
the West Bank’s entire territory, it would be 
bi-national to begin with. 

The only thing separating the notion of 
two states for two peoples from a reality of 
one state for two people sharing it (for lack 
other choice) is the 1993 Oslo Accord – or 
more accurately, the final remnants of that 
agreement. But they are dissipating quickly. Is 
it still possible to save Oslo? 

Possibly yes, but the chances aren’t high. 

The geographic compromise map that would 
satisfy both the Jewish people’s and Palestinian 
people’s national aspiration will necessarily 
be complex, with the fingers of one people 
digging into the flesh of the other. As to the 
evacuation and resettlement of hundreds of 
thousands of people – it won’t happen. 

Hence, as it reaches its heyday, the Jewish 
state is making way for a Jewish-Palestinian 
state. Yet we, the preoccupied and satisfied 
majority, are not hearing the clock of destiny 
ticking. It is an hourglass.

 Source: Israel Opinion, www.ynetnews.com

Sinai: The New Egyptian Plague

Since the Egyptian Revolution 
more than a year ago, there has 

been a complete breakdown of law 
and order in the Sinai Peninsula, and 
Islamic terrorists from Egypt and 
Gaza have filled the vacuum. The 
natural gas pipeline from Egypt to 
Israel has been blown up 14 times. On 
the eve of Passover, several rockets 
were fired across the border from 
Sinai into Israel’s Red Sea resort of 
Eilat, as the city prepared to host 
thousands of visitors for the holiday.

The Israeli military says a number 
of terror groups are active in Sinai, 
including Hamas, Islamic Jihad and 
al-Qaeda, and they are planning 
cross-border attacks. This poses a 
dilemma for Israel because it cannot 
freely operate in Sinai, as it would in 
neighboring Gaza, for fear of further 
harming the already fragile peace 
treaty with Egypt.

The Egyptian government has lost 
control of Sinai, and Bedouin tribes 
now call the shots in the desert where 
the children of Israel wandered for 40 
years in biblical times. The Bedouin 
economy thrives on smuggling to 
Hamas-ruled Gaza.

“By the end of 2011, the annual 
volume of this black economy was 
estimated to exceed U.S. $300 
million,” wrote respected Israeli 
analyst Ehud Yaari in a report called 
Sinai: A New Front, published by the 
Washington Institute. “The true surge 
in such activity came after Israel’s 
2005 disengagement from Gaza and 
subsequent removal of troops from 
the Sinai-Gaza border—as Bedouin 
political activist Ashraf al-Anani put 
it, ‘a fireball started rolling into the 
peninsula.’ Illegal trade and arms 
smuggling volumes rose to new 
records, and ever-larger sectors of 
the northern Sinai population became 
linked to Gaza and fell under the 
political and ideological influence of 
Hamas and its ilk.”

Armed Bedouin gangs have become 
the law of the land. For instance, 
400 Bedouins besieged the base of 
the UN international peacekeeping 
force in Sinai, known as the MFO 
(Multinational Force and Observers), 
which is supposed to enforce the 
peace agreement between Egypt and 

Israel. The revolt began after five 
Bedouins were arrested by soldiers. 
Yaari says the flow of arms includes 
missiles that can hit Tel Aviv as well 
as weapons smuggled from Libya, 
such as Russian-made anti-aircraft 
missiles which could pose a threat to 
Israeli aircraft and Eilat Airport.

“One Bedouin source estimates 
the overall number of weapons in 
the peninsula at no less than 100,000 
pieces of all sorts,” he writes. So 
Israel has little choice but to allow 
Egypt to place seven additional 
battalions in Sinai to secure the 
250-kilometer (150-mile) long border. 

According to the peace agreement 
between Israel and Egypt, no 
Egyptian troops are allowed to cross 
the Suez Canal and be stationed in 
Sinai, but the regulation was already 
softened last year. The risk for Israel 
is high because once Egyptian troops 
deploy in Sinai they will never leave.

Some Israeli security experts see 
this as a ploy by Egypt, not to keep 
the peace but rather to be better 
prepared for a war with Israel. The 
United States plays an important 
role in this situation because it alone 
has leverage—in the form of nearly 
$2 billion in annual aid to Egypt. 
While Islamists now control Egypt, 
the economy is in shambles, and the 
US must make it clear that allowing 
Sinai to become a new launching pad 
for terrorist attacks on Israel could 
threaten the financial package. “The 
danger of a flare-up on that frontier 
has become a constant concern, with 
the added risk that local developments 
in the Sinai could break a fragile 
bilateral peace,” writes Yaari.

The writing is on the wall. “If 
I had something to say, our army 
would already be prepared for a 
confrontation inSinai,” saidKnesset 
(parliament) member Benjamin Ben 
Eliezer, a former general. If anyone 
knows the Egyptians, then it is Ben 
Eliezer, who was a personal friend of 
toppled President Hosni Mubarak

This article is reprinted from the May 
2012  edition of Israel Today magazine.  
www.israeltoday.co.il

by Aviel Schneider

Sinai
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United Methodist Church in 
Florida votes against initiative 
backed by South African 
Archbishop Desmond Tutu, who 
says Israelis ‘not yet ready to 
reckon with the apartheid nature 
of Israel.’

The majority of delegates at 
the plenary of the general 

conference of the United 
Methodist Church that convened 
in Tampa, Florida on Wednesday 
rejected an initiative to divest from 
Caterpillar, Motorola Solutions 
and Hewlett-Packard, companies 
that trade with Israel.  

“The conference”, UMKR 
said in a statement, “faced a 
choice between standing with 
the oppressed as Jesus did, or 

yielding to fear. It appears that 
they yielded to fear as a result 
of misinformation spread about 
the consequences of supporting 
divestment.” 

They noted, however, that 
they did score some success, as 
several regional churches decided 
independently to divest from 
these companies, and expressed 
hope other churches will follow 
their example. Additional 
success was seen in raising 
awareness. “The brutal reality 
of the Israeli occupation can no 
longer be hidden, and the myth 
that Christians are leaving the 
Holy Land because of Muslim 
pressure has been exposed as 
false. Palestinian Christians 

who traveled 6,000 miles to 
share their reality told delegates 
that they suffer alongside their 
Muslim neighbors from Israel’s 
occupation”, they wrote, pledging 
to continue their efforts “to inform 
and educate United Methodists 
and others about the plight of the 
Palestinians.” 

South African Archbishop 
Desmond Tutu, who recently 
endorsed the initiative, published 
an op-ed on Wednesday in the 
Tampa Bay Times, saying he 
reached the decision to support 
divestment from Israel “slowly 
and painfully.” 

  “I am aware that many of our 
Jewish brothers and sisters who 
were so instrumental in the fight 
against South African apartheid 
are not yet ready to reckon with 
the apartheid nature of Israel 
and its current government”, 
Archbishop Tutu wrote. “And I am 
enormously concerned that raising 
this issue will cause heartache 
to some in the Jewish community 
with whom I have worked closely 
and successfully for decades. But 
I cannot ignore the Palestinian 
suffering I have witnessed, nor the 
voices of those courageous Jews 
troubled by Israel’s discriminatory 
course,” wrote Tutu. 

Tutu also defined the letter 
by over 1200 American rabbis 
(http://rabbis-letter.org/) calling 
to the United Methodist and the 
American Presbyterian Church 
to reject the resolution as “sadly 
misguided.” 

“My voice will always be raised 
in support of Christian-Jewish 
ties and against the anti-Semitism 
that all sensible people fear 
and detest”, he wrote. “But this 
cannot be an excuse for doing 

nothing and for standing aside as 
successive Israeli governments 
colonize the West Bank and 
advance racist laws,” wrote Tutu. 

Meanwhile, Rabbi Steve Gutow, 
president of the Jewish Council 
for Public Affairs, an umbrella 
organization representing Jewish 
community relations organizations 
in America, responded to the vote. 

“The rejection of divestment 
is a welcome outcome and a 

relief to me and the over 1,200 
American rabbis who signed an 
unprecedented letter to Church 
delegates offering partnership in 
peacemaking and warning that 
divestment would undermine 
ongoing efforts for peace   and 
damage interfaith relations,” said 
Gustow in a statement released by 
the JCPA. 

Haaretz Newspaper online

A call to boycot, instigated by Archbisop Desmond Tutu.

Companies that trade with Israel,

Methodist Church Says No to Israel Divestment Initiative 
By Natasha Mozgovaya 

“Palestinian Christians who traveled 
6,000 miles to share their reality told 
delegates that they suffer alongside 

their Muslim neighbors from Israel’s 
occupation”

Prosperous Israel in Perilous Times 
 By Salim Mansur  

Jews as a people are instinctively 
cognizant of history.

Indeed of Jews, it might be said, they 
are a nation which has survived through 
history bearing witness to the endless cycle 
of madness seizing hold of people, cultures 
and civilizations.

The current cycle of Arab volatility, or 
Iranian hostility towards Israel, from this 
perspective is not new.

They are recurrent, and in watching them, 
Israeli apprehension is tempered by past 
experience of similar situations.

Israelis are intensely aware of the 
deep-seated animus among Arabs and 
Muslims directed at them, and there is 
nothing they can do unilaterally to improve 
the situation.

A half-century ago the Arab world was 
deeply stirred by the tide of Pan-Arab 
nationalism. Gamal Nasser, as Egypt’s 
military dictator, skillfully rode this tide 
after the Suez War of 1956 to new heights 
of popularity, and turned the street rage of 
Egyptians arising from decades of neglect 
and poverty in the direction of Israel.

Pan-Arab nationalism under Nasser’s 

tutelage sought to undo the collective 
humiliation of Arab states failing to defeat 
and annihilate Israel at the moment of its 
birth.

The Arab-led war of 1948 against the 
Jewish state, established as a result of the 
UN partition of Palestine Mandate, had 
turned out to be a military disaster for the 
invading armies.

Nasser would get hoisted on his own 
petard in June 1967.

He catastrophically miscalculated Israeli 
capacity to pre-empt when he escalated 
his rhetoric toward war, lost the Sinai, and 
never recovered from the defeat he brought 
upon himself and his allies.

The seeds of Muslim Brotherhood’s rise 
to power were sown in the aftermath of the 
June 1967 defeat of Pan-Arab nationalism.

But despite the ruin of Arab nationalism 
under Nasser, there was something still 
positive in that strain of politics striving for 
accommodation with modernity.

The politics of MB is a leap backwards 
since it is dismissive of modernity.

It is, however, riddled with insatiable 

bigotry towards others, especially Jews and 
Israel.

Members of the MB celebrated the 
murder in 1981 of Egypt’s president, 
Anwar Sadat, who had signed a peace 
treaty with Israel and recovered Sinai lost 
in 1967. Sadat’s murderers came from 
MB’s splintered ranks, as does Ayman 

al-Zawahiri, the present head of al-Qaida.

In September 2011, a mob in Cairo 
attacked the Israeli embassy while military 
authorities delayed in providing protection. 
The mob’s fury reflected the deep 
undercurrents of a miserably failed and 
impoverished society.

Egypt is the most populous Arab state, 

and the most vulnerable to the fears of 
hunger in an economy barely afloat.

Israel, in contrast, is a model of economic 
and technological success in the region, 
though her population is one-twelfth the 
size of Egypt. Her success is a rebuke 
to those who still feed the beast of 
anti-Semitism in their midst.

And while anti-Semitism is a recurrent 
peril to Jews, their remarkable story is also 
a reminder there is something providential 
in their survival when those with whom 
their history began have long since turned to 
dust.

Source: www.todaysclic.com

Israelis are intensely aware of the deep-seated 
animus among Arabs and Muslims directed 

at them, and there is nothing they can do 
unilaterally to improve the situation.
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Dangerous Illusions about Islamism

Ideas have consequences, as 
Richard Weaver famously 

wrote. If one misconstrues the 
ideas of the Islamists who are 
coming to power in the Middle 
East, one inevitably will misjudge 
the consequences. Take Reuel 
Marc Gerecht’s recent article 
in the Wall Street Journal, “The 
Islamist Road to Democracy.” In 
it, Mr. Gerecht, a former CIA hand 
now at the Foundation for Defense 
of Democracies, says the Islamists 
are winning but we shouldn’t 
worry. The West went through 
worse and came out democratic. In 
fact, he says, the Middle East has 
suffered from Western communist 
and socialist ideologies, which 
left Islam as the last refuge. So 
what did we expect? They will 
work it out on their own terms. 
This transition may not be pretty 
to watch, but in the long run, it 
will “evolve” organically to real 
democracy. In fact, Mr. Gerecht 
says, “[The Islamists] are the 
key to more democratic, liberal 
politics in the region.”

Come again? Mr. Gerecht 
admits his thinking is 
“counterintuitive,” but it 

comes closer to missing reality 
altogether. How do you miss a 
target this big? Mr. Gerecht’s 
misplaced optimism is based 
on two things: misconceptions 
about the West —particularly 
the historically unjustified 
view that upheaval ultimately 
and necessarily leads to 
improvement—and a profound 
misunderstanding of the Islamist 
Shariah agenda.

Mr. Gerecht thinks we in the 
West got so tired of killing one 
another in religious wars that 
we secularized ourselves and 
became democratic. The same 
can happen in Islam, even though 
“Islam hasn’t seen the sustained 
barbarism that plagued” Europe. 
This construction of history is 
faulty in two ways. This is not the 
way democracy developed in the 
West, and the history of Islam is 
not as sanitary as he implies.

As the outcome of religious 
wars in other civilizations has 
shown, alternative pathways 
to democracy were and are 
available. Secularism did not, as 
he suggests, bring forth liberal 
values—rather, liberal values 

produced secularism. The idea of 
freedom of conscience preceded 
secularism and was based on the 
very Christianity that he holds 
accountable for the killing. Also, 
the conception of a secular state is 
uniquely Christian.

On the other hand, was Islam so 
much more peaceful than barbaric 
Europe? The war between Iraq 
and Iran in the 1980s produced a 
million casualties. Then Saddam 
Hussein, all by himself, created 
another million Iraqi victims of 
his state terror. This is all Muslim-
on-Muslim violence, as is most 
terrorism today. Considering the 
number of casualties in proportion 
to the size of their populations, 
that’s pretty competitive with 
Western barbarism. Let us not 
forget what Islam has done in 
its past – albeit to non-Muslims. 
Historian Will Durant said, “The 
Islamic conquest of India is 
probably the bloodiest story in 
history.” How bloody? Belgian 
writer Koenraad Elst estimates 
that “the Indian [subcontinent] 
population decreased by 80 
million between 1000 (conquest 
of Afghanistan) and 1525 (end 

of Delhi Sultanat).” That would 
stand up well against any bloody 
religious war in Europe. None of 
this produced democracy.

Mr. Gerecht also claims that 
the Middle East has embraced the 
view that “Islam is the answer” 
because Islam became a haven 
from the tyranny produced by 
imported Western ideologies. 
However, that ignores the fact 
that before the post-World War 
II descent into tyranny, the 
British Empire had created model 
constitutional monarchies in 
places such as Iraq and Egypt, 
which enjoyed real parliaments, 
limited government, the rule 
of law, independent judiciaries 
and a relatively free press. So 
the real question becomes: Why 
didn’t democracy lead to more 
democracy in the Middle East, 
rather than to its overthrow? It 
does no good to say the West did 
this to the Middle Eastern people; 
they did it themselves.

Altogether, Mr. Gerecht’s 
misconceptions have led him 
to the perverse view that the 
Islamists are critical “to the 
moral and political rejuvenation 
of their countries.” Yet he fails to 
note that the notion of freedom of 
conscience, a necessary prelude 
to the secularism he espouses, is 
entirely absent from their thinking, 
as it is, indeed, from Islam itself. 
According to Pew Research, 
about 84 percent of Egyptians 
support the death penalty for 
apostasy from Islam. In his book 
“Islam and Secularism Face to 
Face,” Sheik Yusuf al-Qaradawi, 
the de facto spiritual leader of 
the Muslim Brotherhood, states 
that “secularism is atheism.” Also 
conspicuously missing is the 
idea that all people are created 
equal, the cornerstone principle 
of democratic, constitutional 
government.

Only by neglecting the 
importance of ideas could Mr. 
Gerecht make the astonishing 
prediction that this will lead 
to democracy and say such 
groundless things as “how 
powerful the appeal of democracy 
is among the faithful.” Listen, 

rather, to the realism of Sudanese 
writer Al-Hajj Warraq, who 
recently said in a television 
interview, “Democracy is about 
more than just the ballot box. 
Democracy is a culture engraved 
upon the cerebral box before it is 
the ballot box. One cannot talk 
about freedom in the absence of 
free minds. The tragedy of the 
Arab Spring is that when the 
tyrannical regimes fell, the fruits 
were reaped by movements that 
preach closed-mindedness, rather 
than free thinking. The outcome 
will be regimes that are worse than 
those that were toppled.”

Why is this happening? Things 
are headed in this direction 
because, as Islamist thinker 
Azzam Tamimi explains, the real 
struggle of the future is “going to 
be about who is Islamist and who 
is more Islamist, rather than about 
the secularists and the Islamists.”

The misguided idea that Islamist 
victory will lead to democracy 
works only in the following, 
highly ironic way. A Muslim 
intellectual reformer from the 
Middle East recently sent me this 
bitter message: “As I see, this 
new Islamic wave is necessary. 
It is similar to the necessity of 
Nazi party control of Germany. 
The Nazis caused many historical 
disasters, but these disasters were 
quite strong and hard lessons for 
Germans and the world. Middle 
Eastern societies are in need of 
learning such a hard lesson from 
these retarded parties.”

Let us pretend that my Arab 
friend, similar to Mr. Gerecht, 
was not being sarcastic. Then, we 
would have to point out to him 
that Germany only learned its hard 
lesson because it lost the war to 
the Allies. What if the Nazis had 
won? That would have produced 
a contrary message. In what war 
are the new Islamist governments 
going to be defeated in order 
for them to learn their lesson? 
If this is the “Islamist road to 
democracy,” Mr. Gerecht can keep 
it.

Source: Israel-America Renaissance 
Institute

From generation to generation

by Robert R. Reilly

“We are our beliefs,” it is said. 
Beliefs steer people in life.  

Some beliefs are harmless, some are the 
motive force for good, and yet others are 
delusional, misguided, and even outright 
dangerous.  Every version of the belief 
called “Islam” ranges from the delusional to 
the dangerous.

Islam is a Grand Delusion, birthed by 
Muhammad’s hallucination that he relayed 
to his first wife and employer, Khadija. 
Greatly frightened, he told Khadija that he 
was visited by jinn (devil) in the Hira cave. 
Khadija comforted the distraught man by 
assuring him that the episode was Allah’s 
way of choosing him as his messenger.  

Muhammad believed his rich wife-employer 
who was 15 years his senior and the 
delusion became a belief-Islam.

Muhammad succeeded in attracting a 
number of influential followers. Before 
long, the movement gathered more and more 
power through violent campaigns and the 
faith was taken to new people and alien lands. 
This grand delusion, Islam, presently has in 
its stranglehold over a billion humans, posing 
an existential threat to all non-Muslims.

Islam is rooted in the primitive tribal 
mentality of “We against Them,” “We the 
righteous against the heathens,” “We the 
servants submissive of the Great Allah 
against the rebellious enemies of Allah.” 

Islam is a polarizer. Islam is an enemy-
maker. To Islam, a non-Muslim is a 
combatant against Allah and he is fair game 
to be subjugated and killed.

When some billion and a half adhere to the 
pathological belief of Islam and use it as their 
marching order of life, the rest of humanity 
can ignore the threat only at its own peril.

Once again, a resurgent Islam is on 
a campaign of conquest throughout the 
world. Hordes of life-in-hand foot-solider 
fanatical Muslims are striving to kill and get 
killed. All they want is the opportunity to 
discharge their homicidal-suicidal impulse, 
on their way to Allah’s promised glorious 
paradise. And in the background granting 

the foot-soldiers’ wishes are their handlers, 
the puppeteers, who pull the strings and 
detonate these human bombs. Those who 
cherish life must recognize these emissaries 
of death, what makes them, what motivates 
them, and how best to defend against them.

The campaign of death waged by the 
Islamist-jihadist be he a puppet or a 
puppeteer is energized by the belief of 
delectable rewards that await the faithful 
implementer of Allah’s dictates. Through a 
highly effective indoctrination, the jihadist 
has come to believe firmly in Islam’s grand 
delusion. He believes that Allah is the one 
and only supreme creator of earth and 

Islam- A Grand Delusion! 
by Amil Imani  

Continued on page 13
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heavens; that it is his duty and privilege to 
abide by Allah’s will and carry out his plans 
at all costs; he believes firmly in a gloriously 
wonderful immortal afterlife in paradise, 
for which a martyr’s death is the surest 
quickest admission. Although the dominating 
theme of the delusion is quasi spiritual, the 
promised rewards of the afterlife awaiting 
the martyr are sensual and material. All the 
things and activities that the jihadist desires 
and cannot attain or practice, and rejects in 
his earthly life will be purified and proffered 
to him in the paradise of the next life.  Thus 
goes the delusion.

It is important to understand that the 
human mind is not a perfect discerner of 
the objective reality. In actuality, reality 
is in the mind of the beholder. The outside 
world only supplies bits and pieces of raw 
material that the mind puts together to 
form its reality.  Depending on the type and 
amount of bits and pieces that a given mind 
receives, its reality can be very different 
from that of another mind.

The more prescribed and homogeneous a 
group, the greater is the group’s consensual 
reality, since the members share much in 
common experiential input and reinforce 
each other’s’ mind-set. Thus, members of 
a given religious order, for instance, tend to 
think much more similarly to one another 
than to members of other groups with 
different experiential histories.

Various approximations of the objective 
reality, therefore, rule the mind. The degree 
to which these approximations deviate 

from the larger group’s consensual reality 
determines its delusional extent and severity.

A cocaine mainliner, for instance, under 
the influence of the drug, may become 
convinced that a bug is burrowing under his 
skin.  In his absolute, although clearly false, 
certitude of the reality of his perception, 
cocaine users are known to take a knife to 
their own body to dig the burrowing bug out 
before it has penetrated too deeply.

A methamphetamine user’s reality is 
often distorted in a different way. Under the 
influence of the drug, an intense paranoia 
overtakes him.  His reality is dominated by 
the belief that one or more people are lurking 
about to harm or kill him. He may wield a 
deadly weapon, going from room to room, 
from closet to closet, in search of the assailants.

If you believe that a bug is camping 
deeply inside your body, then you might go 
ahead and try to dig the non-existent bug 
out. If you believe that people are lurking 
around the house to harm or kill you, you 
go after them before they get you.  If you 
believe that all the troubles of the world are 
due to the evil-doings of the non-Muslims 
who war against Allah, then you do all you 
can to fight and kill them, particularly since 
Allah tells you to do so in the Quran.

The drug-induced delusions are 
hallucinations. They are dramatic and 
usually transitory, while religiously-based 
implantation of ideas program the mind 
with lasting delusions.

Delusions, even when they are at great 
variance from the objective reality, can rule 
the mind without the need for drugs, or as a 
result of neurological dysfunctions or other 

factors. The young and the less-educated 
are most vulnerable to believe the claims of 
charlatans, con artists, and cunning clerics, 
as truth and reality.

A tragic example of the young’s 
susceptibility to induced delusion is the case 
of thousands of Iranian children who were 
used as human minesweepers in the last 
Iran-Iraq war. The mullahs issued made-in-
China plastic keys for paradise to children 
as enticement to go forward and clear the 
minefield with their bodies ahead of the 
military’s armoured vehicles.  The children 
believed the murderers and rushed to their 
death, thinking that they were headed for 
Islam’s glorious paradise.

The repeated intense indoctrination of 

the children even changed the perception 
of some of the charlatan mullahs so that 
they, themselves, believed their own lies, 
took their own keys to Allah’s paradise and 
rushed to their death clinging to the plastic 
trinkets. Hence, some of the puppeteers, in 
this instance, became puppets themselves.  
Such are the follies and fallibilities of the 
human mind.

It is, therefore, understandable that 
many of the higher-up Islamic puppeteers, 
who are usually brainwashed from early 
childhood, devote their fortunes and persons 
to the implementation of their deeply 
engrained delusions.

Deluded by the threats and promises of 
Islam, Muslims, poor or rich, vie with one 
another in furthering the violent cause of Allah.

Many non-Muslims are also victims of a 
different, yet just as deadly, delusion. They 
believe that Islam is a religion of peace, that 
only a small minority of Muslims are jihadists, 
and that Muslims can be reasoned with to 
abandon the Quran-mandated elimination 
of the non-believers. These well-meaning 
simpletons are just as deluded as the fanatic 
jihadists by refusing to acknowledge the fact 
that one cannot be a Muslim and not abide by 
the dictates of the Quran.

Islam-Watch Mandate: It is our sincere 
commitment to reach Muslims around the 
world with the truth of the gospel of our 
Lord Yeshua, the Messiah of Israel, and the 
only hope of the world!

www.islam-watch.org
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A Nuclear Iran: Is it Biblical Prophecy?

U.S. Defense Secretary Leon 
Panetta dropped a bomb shell 

on reporter David Ignatius when 
he revealed that he believes there 
is a strong likelihood that Israel 
will attack Iran in April, May or 
June 2012. The front page news 
for many days has referred to Iran 
as getting closer to a functional 
nuclear bomb, a prospect that the 
West and especially Israel find 
reprehensible.

 This follows Israeli reports 
that Iran has the capability to 

develop nuclear missiles that 
could reach Israel and the US. 
Israel maintains that there is a 
limited time prior to Iran having 
a bomb before the window of 
opportunity to prevent it will 
be closed. Does the Bible say 
anything about Iran and a nuclear 
attack on Israel?

 It is not unusual to predict the 
future and especially the end of 

the world. California radio station 
personality, Harold Camping 
caused a major uproar when 
he predicted the rapture of the 
Church (Christ’s return for all true 
Christians) on May 21, 2011 and 
the destruction of the world (final 
judgment) on October 21, 2011. 
The coming end of the age did not 
happen.

 Survivalist, Patrick Geryl quit 
his job as a laboratory worker 
for an oil company because 
he believes the world will end 
December 21, 2012. Geryle points 
to the ancient Maya cyclical 

calendars that supposedly predict 
a catastrophic end in 2012. He 
finds support for his claims from 
the ancient Egyptians who saw 
2012 as a year of super disaster. 
According to this amateur 
astronomer, the Earth’s magnetic 
field will completely reverse and 
that will result in earthquakes 
and tidal waves that will destroy 
civilization.

It is estimated that 25 percent 
of the Bible is predictive in 
nature. Some prophecies have 
been fulfilled and some appear 
to be future to their time and, 
perhaps, to our time as well. 
To interpret the prophecies in 
the Bible one must do so with 
fear and trembling. We live in 
completely different times, rapidly 
changing culture, and in a modern 
technological civilization. Are 
biblical prophecies intended to 
give clues to future events?

Modern Iran is the biblical 
Persia. It played a fairly 
significant role in the history 
recorded in the Bible. Although 
the Persians are a very ancient 
people, Cyrus the Great (reigned 
550-529BC) established 
the Persian Empire. Darius 
(521-486BC) built his royal 
palace in the capital of Shushan 
(Susa). Later Xerxes (486-465) 
also known as Ahasuerus, figured 
prominently in the biblical story 
of Esther (Esther 1:1). It was 
in the city of Shushan that the 
prophet Daniel had his vision 
of the ram, the goat, and the 

small horn (Daniel 8:2-14) and 
where Nehemiah lived in exile 
(Nehemiah 1:1).

Persia was one of the greatest 
empires of the ancient world. The 
Persians flourished and dominated 
the geo-political landscape 
from 539-331BC. The Bible 
records the fall of the Babylonian 
Empire to the Persians. This set 
the stage for the return of the 
Hebrew people to Jerusalem 
about 538-445BC following their 
seventy-year Babylonian captivity 
(606-536BC).

King Darius in his second year 
granted permission for the Jewish 
Temple in Jerusalem to be rebuilt 
following a 14 year delay (Ezra 
4:24 and 6:1). He also helped 
finance the completion of the 
reconstruction of the Temple.

The biblical “end days” are 
usually equated with the battle 
of Armageddon and the return of 
Jesus Christ. Those who believe 
the accuracy of the Bible differ 
on interpretation of specific 
biblical prophecies. Some biblical 
prophecies were literally fulfilled; 
some appear to be future to their 
day.

While there is no evidence from 
Scripture that Iran will strike a 
nuclear blow to Israel or the US, 
Scripture implies that the end 
times conditions are present in 
the 21st century. Israel has been 
brought back into the “promised 
land” and is a sovereign state. 
Jerusalem remains the center of 

prophecy and modern controversy. 
An Iranian nuclear attack on 
Israel would set the world on a 
course closely related to biblical 
descriptions of the events of the 
end times. 

The Hebrew Prophet Ezekiel 
describes a dictator called Gog 
(often associated with Russia) 
who will form a military coalition 
with Iran, Sudan, Libya, Middle 
Eastern, and Central Asian 
countries in “the last days” 
(Ezekiel 38:16). Could this be a 
reference to modern day events 
in the Middle East? While it is 
impossible to say for sure, the 
biblical prophecies refer to wars, 
rumors of wars, earthquakes, and 
famines. All of which are common 
news features today.

The passages generally 
associated with this event are: 
Zech 14:2-4   I will gather all the 
nations to fight against Jerusalem. 
The city will be taken, the houses 
looted, and the women raped. Half 
the population will be taken into 
captivity, and the rest will be left 
among the ruins of the city. 3 Then 
the LORD will go out to fight 
against those nations, as he has 
fought in times past. 4 On that day 
his feet will stand on the Mount 
of Olives, east of Jerusalem. 
And the Mount of Olives will 
split apart, making a wide valley 
running from east to west. Half 
the mountain will move toward the 
north and half toward the south. 
(Living Bible Translation)

Rev 16:12-17 12 Then the sixth 
angel poured out his bowl on the 
great Euphrates River, and it dried 
up so that the kings from the east 
could march their armies toward 
the west without hindrance. 13 
And I saw three evil spirits that 
looked like frogs leap from the 
mouths of the dragon, the beast, 
and the false prophet. 14 They 
are demonic spirits who work 
miracles and go out to all the 
rulers of the world to gather them 
for battle against the Lord on 
that great judgment day of God 
the Almighty. 15 “Look, I will 
come as unexpectedly as a thief! 
Blessed are all who are watching 
for me, who keep their clothing 
ready so they will not have to walk 
around naked and ashamed.” 16 
And the demonic spirits gathered 
all the rulers and their armies to 
a place with the Hebrew name 
Armageddon. 17 Then the seventh 
angel poured out his bowl into the 
air. And a mighty shout came from 
the throne in the Temple, saying, 
“It is finished!” (LBT)

While the Bible purposely keeps 
the times and dates close to the 
chest, most Christians place their 
faith on the teaching that Jesus is 
coming again. It will occur in the 
midst of worldwide catastrophes. 
At such time he will come as the 
conqueror, “On his robe at his 
thigh was written this title: King 
of all kings and Lord of all lords.”

www.washingtontimes.com

By William Koenig

Islam- A Grand Delusion! 
Continued from page 12

Keys to paradise?...
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New Pakistani Newspaper 
Supports Israel; An Inspiration 
for the World 
By Doris Strub Epstein

The headline read: When Will 
Pakistan’s Unjust Enmity of 

Israel End?  And further...it is the 
basic right of the Jewish people 
to establish their own state and 
secure it from invaders.” This was 
from a recent article in Weekly 
Press Pakistan, an  bilingual 
newspaper in Urdu and English, 
whose founder is the respected, 
seasoned Pakistani journalist 
Tariq Khan.  His aim for the 
paper is unbiased, in-depth 
reporting and the astounding task 
of informing the 1.5 billion non 
Arab ,Urdu speaking Muslims 
(Ajami Muslims) about Israel 
and the Jewish people, and 
encouraging their support.

He also publishes Hindu, 
Christian and Buddhist writers.

In the face of Pakistan’s rancid 
prejudice against Jews and Israel, 
including a persistent national 
tendency  to blame America and 
Israel when anything goes wrong, 
Khan in moral outrage, founded 
the newspaper partly to promote 
recognition of Israel and respect 
for the Jewish people among the 
world’s non Arab Muslims. The 
Urdu-English paper regularly 
features positive articles about 
Israel and Jews for both  local 
and international audiences.

Urdu is considered the fourth 
most spoken language in the 
world, after Mandarin, English 
and Spanish.  India alone, 
has more than 3,000 Urdu 
publications including 405 daily 
Urdu newspapers.   

 Khan, believes non-Arab 
Muslims are not as a group 
hostile to Jews or Israel, but 
are uninformed and ignorant 
of Jewish history, even such 
shattering events as the 
Holocaust.

“I never came across 
newspapers, news releases PR 
about Israel. Even diplomats I 
met never talked about Israel. 
So when I came here I wanted 
to meet Jewish people. Israel 
is a Jewish state.  It must be 
recognized by all Muslims.  We 

are cousins/brothers.  It is my 
mission.”  

The paper is online and in 
print, published in Pakistan 
because “it is cheaper to print 
there”.  When asked if he has 

been threatened he says no, but 
his co-editor in Islamabad was 
called in for an inquiry by the 
Pakistani Minister of Media.

Known in Pakistan for his 
outspoken views, his home in 
Karachi has been invaded six 
times.  The last was to defend 
a Christian neighbour who was 
under attack for celebrating 
Christmas.

Khan is convinced that 
although only 16  per cent of 
Muslims are Arab, they are 
fueling the hatred of non Muslims 
with their wealth.  “They give 
money, fund madrassas and 
mosques that preach their Wahabi 
doctrine. We are like their slaves.  
Just before the l947 partition, 
Christians, Jews, Budhists all 
lived together until the Arab 
money started pouring in.”

He added, “Most of the 
mosques funded in Toronto are 
funded by Saudi Arabia and 
nobody criticizes  or checks 
on them to see what they are 
teaching or where their funding 
is coming from.   There are more 
than 100 mosques in the GTA and 
Islamist Schools”

Khan arrived in Toronto in 
2000.  He quickly established 
a Christian-Muslim dialogue 
group with Pastor Tony Zekvelt, 
the New Horizon church in 

Scarborough.  “I arrange the 
dinner, they arrange the place.” 

The Simon Wiesenthal Centre 
has grasped his proffered hand.  
“Weekly Press Pakistan-Canada 
newspaper has opened a new 

avenue of friendship between 
the Jewish community and 
non-Arab, (Ajami) Urdu speaking 
Muslims”, writes Khan.

“It was refreshing to meet with 
a representative of a group that 
the Jewish community typically 
thinks of as anti-Israel, and learn 
that the problem between our two 
peoples may indeed due to a lack 
of knowledge rather than hatred,” 
said FSWC President and CEO 
Avi Benlolo.  “We look forward 
to hosting a group of Pakistani 
Canadians at our Resource Center 
and offering a seminar on the 
Holocaust in the near future.”

Khan has begun a campaign, 
called Shalom Israel, for Muslims 
to call directly or use social 
media to spread this message to 
individual Israelis:  “We love you, 
we respect you, we recognize you 
as  (living) in the Jewish State of 
Israel.”

He knows he is the first Muslim 
individual to do anything like 
this.  He says he is not afraid of 
reprisals and sincerely believes 
he will succeed.  “Nobody will 
kill me.  I have a good feeling in 
my soul.  I’m grateful I’m living 
in such a great country where I 
can be safe.    Nobody can stop 
me from what I’m thinking and 
writing.”

Khan, believes non-Arab Muslims 
are not as a group hostile to Jews 
or Israel, but are uninformed and 

ignorant of Jewish history, even such 
shattering events as the Holocaust.

Saudi Grand Mufti 
Calls for “Destruction 
of All Churches in 
Region”
by Raymond Ibrahim

JAccording to several 
Arabic news sources, last 

Monday, Sheikh Abdul Aziz 
bin Abdullah, the Grand 
Mufti of Saudi Arabia, 
declared that it is “necessary 
to destroy all the churches 
of the region.”

The Grand Mufti made 
his assertion in response 
to a question posed by a 
delegation from Kuwait, 
where a parliament member 
recently called for the 
“removal” of churches (he 
later “clarified” by saying 

he merely meant that no churches should be built in Kuwait): the 
delegation wanted to confirm Sharia’s position on churches.

Accordingly, the Grand Mufti “stressed that Kuwait was a part of the 
Arabian Peninsula, and therefore it is necessary to destroy all churches 
in it.”

As with many grand muftis before him, the Sheikh based his 
proclamation on the famous tradition, or hadith, wherein the prophet of 
Islam declared on his deathbed that “There are not to be two religions 
in the [Arabian] Peninsula,” which has always been interpreted to mean 
that only Islam can be practiced in the region.

While the facts of this account speak for themselves, consider further:

Sheikh Abdul Aziz bin Abdullah is not just some random Muslim 
hating on churches. He is the Grand Mufti of the nation that brought 
Islam to the world. Moreover, he is the President of the Supreme 
Council of Ulema [Islamic scholars] and Chairman of the Standing 
Committee for Scientific Research and Issuing of Fatwas. Accordingly, 
when it comes to what Islam teaches, his words are immensely 
authoritative.

Considering the hysteria that besets the West whenever 
non-authoritative individuals offend Islam—for instance, a fringe, 
unknown pastor—imagine what would happen if a Christian counterpart 
to the Grand Mufti, say the Pope, were to declare that all mosques in 
Italy must be destroyed; imagine the nonstop Western media frenzy 
that would erupt, all the shrill screams of “intolerance” and “bigot,” 
demands for apologies if not resignation, nonstop handwringing by 
sensitive politicians, and worse.

Yet the Grand Mufti—the highest Islamic law authority of our 
“friend-and-ally” Saudi Arabia—gets a free pass when he incites 
Muslims to destroy churches, not that any extra incitement is needed 
(nary a month goes by without several churches being bombed and 
destroyed throughout the Islamic world). In fact, at the time of this 
writing, I have not seen this story, already some three days old, 
translated on any English news source, though “newsworthy” stories are 
often translated in mere hours.

Likewise, consider the Grand Mufti’s rationale for destroying 
churches: it is simply based on a hadith. But when non-Muslims evoke 
hadiths as authoritative—this one or the countless others that incite 
violence and intolerance against the “infidel”—they are accused of 
being “Islamophobes,” of intentionally slandering and misrepresenting 
Islam, of being obstacles on the road to “dialogue,” and so forth.

Which leads to perhaps the most important point: Islam’s teachings 
are so easily ascertained; there is no mystery in determining what is 
“right” and “wrong” in Islam. The Grand Mufti based his fatwa on a 
canonical hadith, which Muslims and (informed) non-Muslims know 
is part of Islam’s sources of jurisprudence (or usul al-fiqh). All very 
standard and expected. And yet the West—with all its institutions of 
higher learning, including governmental agencies dealing with cultural 
and religious questions—is still thoroughly “confused” as to what Islam 
teaches.

All of this is nothing short of a scandal—a reminder of just how 
deep the mainstream media, academia, and most politicians have their 
collective heads thrust in the sand.

Meanwhile, here is the latest piece of evidence of just how bad 
churches have it in the Muslim world, for those who care to know.

Source: Jihad Watch

Saudi Arabia’s Grand Mufti confirms Islamic 

hostility for churches.



June 2012 news & views 1515

On the slope of the City of David hill, 
where the Kidron and Ben Hinnom 

Valleys meet, the Ancient Shiloah Pool 
was discovered just a few years ago. This 
magnificent pool was constructed 2,000 
years ago during the days of King Herod, 
in Jerusalem’s glorious building tradition. 
This grand pool served as an important 
meeting point for Jerusalem’s pilgrims, 
who would arrive in the city to visit the 
Temple Mount on the three major Jewish 
holidays: Passover, the Feast of Tabernacles 
(Sukkoth), and the Festival of Weeks 
(Shavuot). The pool is mentioned in the 
New Testament as the place where Jesus has 
performed a miracle, as he healed a blind 
man (John 9 7). An impressive road once 
connected the Shiloah Pool to the Temple 
Mount and served as the central axis for 
all of Jerusalem’s pilgrims and visitors. 

Shops and businesses once lined the length 
of the Herodian Road and enjoyed the 
road’s centrality and the wide exposure 
that they had to the many pilgrims who 
filled Jerusalem on the holidays. The way 
that leads from the Shiloah Pool in the 
direction of the Temple Mount reached 
600 meters into the valley whose Greek 
name once was the “Tyropoeon” which 
means the valley of the cheese mongers. 
During the Hellenistic Period the road 
was lined with the shops and factories 
of dairy product manufacturers, such 
that when the winter rains would come, 
the valley would be washed clean of the 
refuse and smells that were a by-product 
of the dairy industry. During Jerusalem’s 
Herodian period the road was paved and 
at its foot, the Shiloah pool was formed 
in order to store water for drinking and 

for the bathing purposes of the visiting 
pilgrims. The road became more central 
and important because of the increasing 
pilgrimage phenomenon and because of 
the importance of the Shiloah Pool in the 
culture of the pilgrims. Specifically, the 
Shiloah played a critical role in the Libation 
Ritual ceremony - during which the waters 
of the Shiloah Pool were brought as an 
offering at the Temple Mount itself.     An 
impressive 500-meter drainage channel has 
been cleaned out and is open to the public, 
while archaeologists continue to excavate 
the northern sections of the channel. 
The drainage channel was essentially 
a manmade tunnel built underneath the 
Herodian Road whose ceiling was made 
up of the rectangular paving stones of the 
road above. Its purpose was to channel the 
water that flowed down the slopes of Mount 

Zion and the Temple Mount and to gather 
the water into a reservoir at the bottom 
of the valley. The drainage channel thus 
protected the road from flooding during the 
pilgrimage holidays and kept the pilgrims to 
the Temple Mount clean and dry. One of the 
most impressive things about the drainage 
channel is that it is not quarried out of 
stone, but rather, constructed at a standard 
that was unusual for its time - a tribute to a 
king for whom the quality of construction 
was everything. Therefore the walking 
experience today is both safe and inspiring. 

In the drainage channels beneath the 
road, impressive artifacts were discovered 
from the time of the Great Revolt against 
Rome. The channels themselves and the 
rare artifacts discovered bear a striking 
resemblance to the description of Josephus 
in his book “Wars of the Jews,” Volume 6, 
which tells the story of the Jews who hid 
“in the tunnels beneath the Shiloah.” Thus, 
this new excavation was able to authenticate 
Josephus’ moving historical description of 
the aftermath of the Revolt in Jerusalem.

A.  The short version of the tour will start 
from the pool of Siloam and resume the 
tour at Givaty parking lot next to the city 
of david visitors center. About 1 hour tour. 

B.  The City of David offers daily guided 
tours to the new “pilgrim’s route”.  

C.  The prices are the same as the City of 
David regular entrance fees. 

For information and reservations call 
02-626-8700 or - rcv@cod.org.il

In the Footsteps of Jesus from the Pool of Siloam to the 
Temple Mount

In Search of King Solomon’s Treasures
by Shahar Shilo - Tour guide, researcher & expert on Ancient Jerusalem

Our story takes place at the beginning 
of the twentieth century in the land 

of Israel. In the year 1909, a young British 
captain arrived in Israel shortly after being 
released from his army service. The son of 
a British noble family, Montague Brownlow 
Parker arrived on a grandiose quest to find 
King Solomon’s treasures in Jerusalem. 
This became one of the strangest digs in 
the history of archaeological research in 
Jerusalem, and may have been one of the 
sources of inspiration for the film “Indiana 
Jones and the Raiders of the Lost Ark”.

The company began its excavations in the 
City of David in August of 1909, equipped 
with valuable archaeological information 
that had been collected by a number of 
serious research expeditions that preceded 
them beginning in 1867. The catalyst for 
the quest was research conducted by a 
Finnish scholar, Henrik Walter Juvelius, 
who decoded codes of ancient Jewish texts 
that describe where the Ark of the Covenant 
and King Solomon’s Temple treasures 
were hidden.  Based on previous research, 

Juvelius determined that beneath the City 
of David was a network of underground 
tunnels connected to the Temple Mount, 
and inside of them, King Solomon’s Temple 
treasures were hidden. 

The excavations were carefully 
coordinated with the Ottoman authorities, 
who miraculously gave the affluent 
delegation permission to excavate these 
sensitive sites. As the bribe money steadily 
flowed into the pockets of the Turkish 
officials in Jerusalem, they looked the other 
way. 

Parker’s team hired hundreds of local 
workers and began to work energetically 
in shifts. In the course of their excavations, 
they cleaned Warren’s Shaft and Hezekiah’s 
Tunnel, which had been filled with large 
amounts of sediment. The rumors began 
to spread throughout the city, and despite 
the cover story that was spread, the locals 
believed that the delegation had arrived 
to search for the legendary treasures. 
Archaeology enthusiasts in Jerusalem 
also joined the protesters against the 

delegation’s activities, because there were 
no professionals or archaeologists on the 
team. Thus, Parker was forced to enlist the 
French scholar, Father Vincent.

The second season of excavations yielded 
long-stretching underground tunnels, and 
many ancient items and ceramics, but 
no significant treasures were found. The 
Turkish authorities began to show signs 
of annoyance and concern, and Parker’s 
support base began to wane. Parker’s license 
to excavate was also set to expire, a fact that 
motivated them to speed up operations. In 
April of 1911, Parker decided to dig under 
the Temple Mount itself, while at the very 
same time, the Jewish Passover festival, 
the Greek Orthodox Easter holiday and the 
Muslim Nabi Musa celebrations were all 
taking place in the city.  This tense period 
was not the best timing for such a sensitive 
excavation, and resulted in the outbreak of 
religious riots throughout Jerusalem. Due to 
this unfortunate turn of events, Parker and 
his delegation were forced to flee for their 
life. In his journal, Parker notes that because 

of their quick escape, he had unwillingly 
left behind his beloved pipe, excavation 
buckets and other items. When excavations 
were renewed in the City of David by Dr. 
Ronny Reich and Eli Shukron in 1997, 
evidence of Parker’s excavations were 
found.  Still today, one can see Parker’s pipe 
and the excavation buckets, on a tour of the 
City of David National Park.  

Additional information about the tour 
is available by telephone – 02-626-8700, 
and on the City of David’s website:  
www.cityofdavid.org.il

The hill of Ophel 1900 - 1920 (The city of David)

The Pilgrim’s route - The Herodian street to and the impressive drainage tunnel All pictures on this page from the City of David Archive
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my wife what would happen if the baby 
was born on the way to the airport, and she 
said that it was undesirable, as they would 
consequently have to remain in the Ukraine 
longer.

I asked: “And what if the baby is born 
in the airplane?” “Well,” Ira replied, “that 
would be better, because once the airplane 
is on its way, it cannot turn around!”

Fortunately, everything went well. The 
flight and journey progressed without 

incident. The family will settle in Akko, and 
we hope to receive news about them from 
their grandparents or great-grandmother 
that, in the meantime, remains in the 
Ukraine.

Pesach started on Friday, April 6. This 
celebration commemorates the Jewish 
nation’s Exodus from Egypt as well as their 
exodus from the Northern Countries. It is 
my opinion that a miracle is taking place 
before the eyes of this generation! 
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Marina and Anton Vighman and their son Arthur, shown here ready to leave, are now settled in the town of Akko. Photo: CvI

Nothing 
Out of the 
Ordinary?

 

by Koen Carlier

Late in the afternoon of Thursday,  
April 5, we took a young couple, 

Marina and Anton Vighman and their son 
Arthur, to the airport in Kiev for their 
journey to Israel. It was nothing out of the 
ordinary because this occupies our every 
day. The difference was that this young lady 
was pregnant, and that Thursday the 5th of 
April was the last day she was allowed, 
according to the doctor, to board a plane to 
make aliyah. 

In the weeks before their voyage, much 
had to happen before all the official 
documentation could be completed.  The 
Israeli Embassy in Kiev granted them 
permission to leave on Wednesday, April 
4, and on Thursday morning, April 5, they 
received the remaining documents 

The director of the Jewish Agency was 
relieved that all was finalized in time, and 
expressed the hoped that the baby would 
be born in Israel and not en route.  I asked 
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