
 “If my people, who are called by my 
name, will humble themselves and 
pray and seek my face and turn from 
their wicked ways, then will I hear from 
heaven and will forgive their sin and 
will heal their land.” 2 Chron. 7:14
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Should the West believe 
Egypt’s new president?

Throughout America’s history, there have 
been people who denied threats from 

our enemies. During the Revolutionary 
War, significant numbers sided with the 
British monarchy. Enablers in politics, the 
media and even religion helped communism 
remain in power for seven decades in the 
Soviet Union. German Nazis also had their 
U.S. apologists. 

The presidential election in Egypt, won 
by the Muslim Brotherhood’s Mohammed 
Morsi, challenges contemporary deniers 
and enablers who refuse to acknowledge the 
threat advancing Islamism poses to Israel 
and the West. Enough Egyptians voted for 
Morsi to allow Islamists to achieve greater 
political power than at any time since the 
Brotherhood’s 1928 founding. 

Morsi, who was educated in America, 
mouths the words the West wants to 
hear. He speaks of being president of 
“all Egyptians,” promising to honor all 
international agreements made by the Hosni 
Mubarak regime. 

A cleric, Safwat Higazi, introduced Morsi 
at a May 1 campaign rally and stated the 
Brotherhood’s objective: “Our capital shall 
be Jerusalem, Allah willing.” That seems 
to signal the real direction in which Morsi 
could take his country. It is certainly in line 
with Muslim Brotherhood thinking. 

After more than three years of pandering 
and apologizing to the Islamic world, the 
Obama administration has produced a 
tree bearing rotten fruit. The White House 
congratulated Morsi on his victory. What 
else could it do? It won’t admit error or 
acknowledge that the Arab Spring is starting 
to resemble a Siberian winter. 

Iran continues its nuclear weapons program 
and threatens to wipe the “Zionist entity” 
off the map. Russian President Vladimir 
Putin visits Israel and urges Israeli Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu not to attack 
Iran, to which Russia has been providing 
nuclear technology. Should Egypt again 
become hostile to the Jewish state (the 
recent terror attacks from the Sinai border 
area are a sign that 32 years of stability 
there could unravel), Israel may be in 
greater peril than at any time in its modern 
history. 

Sixteen months ago, the Brotherhood 

declared itself uninterested in the Egyptian 
presidency, vowing not to run a candidate. 
Add that to the long list of lies and empty 
promises that numerous Arab and Islamic 
leaders have peddled to the West. 

Columnist Max Boot seemingly buys into 
the fantasies of the apologists, enablers and 
deniers. In a Commentary magazine article 
titled “Let the Brotherhood Rule in Egypt,” 
Boot writes, “As long as a Brotherhood 
government must face voters in the future, 
popular sentiment will act as a check on its 
illiberal tendencies.” 

Many dictators have been elected once. 

“Regardless,” Boot added, “it is a tragedy 
that the will of the Egyptian people, who 
plainly long for Western-style democracy 
and not an Iranian-style theocracy or a 
sclerotic police state, is being thwarted.” 

Really? The Egyptian parliamentary 
election confirmed polling that indicates 
60 percent of Egyptians favor complete 
adoption of Shariah law. Shariah does not 
require that future elections be held. Those 
polls also show an overwhelming majority 
of Egyptians want a religious government, 
stoning as a form of punishment, and limits 
on women and Christians in office. 

The New York Times’ David Kirkpatrick 
is not fooled by false promises. In an April 
23 story, he wrote, “[Morsi] has argued 
for barring women and non-Muslims from 
Egypt’s presidency on the basis of [Shariah] 
law. He has called for a council of Muslim 
scholars to advise Parliament. He has a 
track record of inflammatory statements 
about Israel, calling its citizens ‘killers and 
vampires.’ “ 

The Muslim Brotherhood knows how 
Westerners think. It is playing us for fools. If 
we believe what has happened in Egypt and the 
upheavals in the rest of the Mideast will lead 
to democracy, human rights, equal rights for 
women and religious minorities, and freedom 
of speech and press, then we are fools.

Source: The Washington Examiner. Examiner 

Columnist Cal Thomas is nationally syndicated by 

Tribune Media. 

www.imra.org.il, washingtonexaminer.com

By Cal ThomasThis week, President Obama’s Egyptian 
Revolution bore its first fruit: the 

election of Muslim Brotherhood President 
Mohammed Mursi. Mursi, of course, is 
the same fellow who stated last month, 
“The Koran is our constitution, the Prophet 
is our leader, jihad is our path and death 
in the name of Allah is our goal. Today 
we can establish Sharia law because our 
nation will acquire well-being only with 
Islam and Sharia. The Muslim Brothers 
and the Freedom and Justice Party will 
be the conductors of these goals.” Rallies 
for Mursi have included calls to make 
Jerusalem the capital of Egypt, and songs 
and chants about how his supporters are all 
affiliated with Hamas.

Yet upon his election, the Obama 
administration quickly congratulated Mursi. 
His election, said the Obama administration, 
was a “milestone in [Egypt’s] transition 
to democracy.”  Iran apparently felt the 
same way, celebrating this “revolutionary 
movement of the Egyptian people… in its 
final stages of the Islamic Awakening and a 
new era of change in the Middle East.”

Meanwhile, up north, Syria and Turkey 
have engaged in a shooting war. Neither 
side is a paragon.  But after letting Assad 
have his way for the past several months, 
the Obama administration is getting ready 
to slip into that conflict too.  Yesterday, 
the White House announced that it would 
work with Turkey and NATO to hold Syria 
“accountable” for shooting down a Turkish 
jet. Surely, this will end well. Just as well 
as Libya, where Islamists, having their way 
cleared by Western jets, are poised to take 
over.

The entire Middle East is now an Islamist 
tinderbox. And it’s not as though Barack 
Obama didn’t see it coming. When he spoke 
in Cairo in 2009, he reportedly insisted 
that official invitations be distributed to the 
Muslim Brotherhood – one of the only acts 
in Egyptian history in which the Muslim 

Brotherhood was specifically included in 
the political conversation. Tunisia has gone 
Islamic. So has Libya.

And then there’s Iran. While the United 
States pretends to play hard-line with the 
mullahs, Vladimir Putin is making his 
presence felt in the region, visiting both 
American allies like Israel and enemies 
like Tehran. Russia and China are actively 
opposing the US’s Iran policy – and we 
don’t even have any coherent Iran policy to 
speak of. And, of course, the Iranian people 
remain under the thumb of religious fanatics 
who threaten Israel’s existence.

As for Israel, the Obama administration 
leaks secret after secret that would allow 
Israel to defend herself. Meanwhile, they 
put out feelers to Hamas, the terrorist group 
running Gaza, even as Hamas fires rockets 
into Israel proper on a daily basis.

So where does that leave America? 
Vulnerable to a form of economic and 
political blackmail that will be difficult to 
combat. With Israel vulnerable and America 
kowtowing to Israel’s enemies, Israel will 
be forced to parlay with third parties like 
Russia. With the Middle East in flames 
and the United States not knowing where 
to position itself, other countries, too, are 
seeking new friends.

When President Bush left office, Iraq was 
a fragile US ally, Afghanistan was still on 
the road to an anti-Taliban resolution, Israel 
was securing its borders, and Egypt was an 
American ally. Now, our allies in the region 
are lying prostrate as the United States 
stands by, doing nothing.

Was Obama ignorant that this would 
happen? Or did he promote it because 
he feels that America’s influence in the 
world is a net negative, because he is so 
anti-colonialist that he forgets that Islam is a 
colonizing religion in its own right?

FrontPage Magazine,  June 29th, 2012 www.
unitycoalitionforisrael.org

Mohammed Morsi - Elected president of Egypt.

Obama’s New Middle East
Ben Shapiro

Egypt’s Muslim Brotherhood leader: 
Israelis are rapists of Jerusalem

Israelis are “rapists” and it is a necessity for every Muslim to save Jerusalem from their 
clutches, Muhammad Badi is reported to have said last Thursday. Iran’s Majlis Speaker 

Ali Larijani: “Time has come for the disappearance of the West and the Zionist regime.”

According to last Thursday’s edition of Al Wafd, an Egyptian daily newspaper, during his 
weekly sermon, “Muhammad Badi, the Muslim Brotherhood’s Supreme Guide, confirmed 
the necessity for every Muslim to strive to save al-Quds [Jerusalem] from the hands of the 
rapists [Israelis] and to cleanse Palestine from the clutches of the occupation, deeming this 
an individual duty for all Muslims.” 

More specifically, he “called on all Muslims to wage jihad [holy war] with their money 
and their selves to free al-Quds.”  

The article was first reported on by the website Jihad Watch. 
Continued on page 13
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The announcement that the Muslim 
Brotherhood’s candidate, Mohamed 

Morsi, had won the presidential elections 
in Egypt may not have been final, but it 
nonetheless caused many across the Middle 
East to consider the implications of an Islamist 
victory in the most important and influential 
Arab state. In the West, it is doubtful that 
foreign ministries are in a state of shock, since 
there has been a growing readiness to accept 
the Muslim Brotherhood in recent years. 

In February 2011, James Clapper, 
U.S. President Barack Obama’s senior 
intelligence advisor made an embarrassing 
statement in front of the House Intelligence 
Committee, when he said: “The term 
‘Muslim Brotherhood’...is an umbrella term 
for a variety of movements, in the case of 
Egypt, a very heterogeneous group, largely 
secular, which has eschewed violence and 
has decried al-Qaida as a perversion of 
Islam.” Three months later on its official 
website, the Egyptian Muslim Brotherhood 
condemned the U.S. for eliminating Osama 
bin Laden. 

Though Clapper somewhat retracted 
through a spokesman after his House 
appearance, his assessment about he Muslim 
Brotherhood appeared to reflect a growing 
shift in the U.S. foreign policy establishment 
that dates back to 2007, but became more 
prominent recently, especially after the fall 
of Mubarak. Thus at the end of June 2011, 
U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
explained that the Obama administration was 
“continuing the approach of limited contacts 
with the Muslim Brotherhood that have 
existed on and off for about five or six years.” 
Clinton further explained that “it was in the 
interests of the United States to engage with 
all parties that are peaceful and committed to 
non-violence. ...” 

But how was the Muslim Brotherhood 
seen in the Middle East? In 2005, a former 
Kuwaiti Minister of Education, Dr. Ahmad 
al-Rabi’, wrote in the Saudi-owned Asharq 
Alawsat: “The beginnings of all the 
religious terrorism that we are witnessing 

today were in the Muslim Brotherhood’s 
ideology. ...” He added that “all those 
who worked with bin Laden and al-Qaida 
went out under the mantle of the Muslim 
Brotherhood.” Two years later, Hussein 
Shobokshi, one of the leading Saudi 
columnists of Asharq Alawsat added “to this 
day the Muslim Brotherhood has brought 
nothing but fanaticism, divisions, and 
extremism, and in some cases bloodshed 
and killings.” 

Shabokshi’s analysis was correct: bin 
Laden’s mentor, Abdullah Azzam, came out 
of the Jordanian Muslim Brotherhood; Ayman 
al-Zawahiri, bin Laden’s deputy (and current 
head of al-Qaida) came from the Egyptian 
Muslim Brotherhood, and the mastermind 
of 9/11, Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, grew 
up in the Kuwaiti branch of the Muslim 
Brotherhood. After years of financially 
backing members of the Muslim Brotherhood, 
Saudi Arabia has also condemned them: The 
late Crown Prince Nayef declared after 9/11 
that the Muslim Brotherhood “was the source 
of all problems in the Islamic world.” 

Without a doubt, the Middle Eastern 
understanding of the Muslim Brotherhood is 
more accurate. The rhetoric of the leadership 
of the Muslim Brotherhood is the best 
proof that it still remains an organization 
advocating violence. Its General Guide in 
Egypt, Muhammad al-Badi’, published a 
weekly message on the Muslim Brotherhood 
website on December 23, 2010 opposing 
negotiations with Israel and adding that 
“Palestine will not be liberated by hopes 
and prayers, but rather by Jihad and 
sacrifice.” When al-Badi’ became the leader 
of the Muslim Brotherhood in January 2010, 
contrary to the analysis in Washington and 
London, many Middle Eastern commentators 
in fact said that the movement was moving 
in a more radical direction; the same was 
true of the leadership changes in the Syrian 
and Jordanian branches of the Muslim 
Brotherhood, as well. 

Given these regional trends with the Muslim 
Brotherhood, it should then have come as no 
surprise that when Morsi’s campaign for the 
presidency was formally launched on May 
1, 2012, an Egyptian cleric, Sawfat Higazi, 
who shared the stage with Morsi announced: 
“we can see how the dream of the Islamic 
Caliphate is being realized, Allah willing, 
by Dr. Mohamed Morsi and his brothers, his 
supporters, and his political party.” He added 
“Our capital shall not be Cairo, Mecca, or 
Medina. It shall be Jerusalem, Allah willing 
our cry shall be: ‘Millions of martyrs march 
toward Jerusalem.’” Higazi then proposed the 
unification of the Arab states under Egyptian 
leadership. Morsi did not challenge this 
message. 

The rise to power of the Muslim 

Brotherhood in Egypt will have profound 
implications for the entire Middle East. 
During the last decade, when Palestinian 
President Mahmoud Abbas (Abu Mazen) 
sought political support for his negotiations 
with Israel, he mostly turned to President 
Mubarak of Egypt. Whom can he turn to 
now? Should the Muslim Brotherhood come 
to power in Syria as well as in Egypt, King 
Abdullah II of Jordan will be sandwiched 
between two Muslim Brotherhood regimes, 
and face escalating pressures that he give 
up many of his powers to the Jordanian 
parliament, including the power to choose 
Jordan’s prime minister and its cabinet.

The Muslim Brotherhood has active 
branches in Britain, France, and in other 
European countries, as well as in the 
U.S. for serving Muslim minorities in the 
West. It is often forgotten that the Muslim 
Brotherhood has had a global agenda. The 
founder of the Muslim Brotherhood, Hassan 
al-Banna, whose writings are studied by 
the movement’s members, once wrote that 
the Islamic flag must be raised again in 
the territories once ruled by Islam: “Thus, 
Andalusia (Spain), Sicily, the Balkans, the 
Italian coast, as well as the islands of the 
Mediterranean are all Muslim Mediterranean 
colonies, and they must return to the embrace 
of Islam.” In 2003, the Muslim Brotherhood 
website still called for recovering “the lands 
robbed of Islam.” 

Picking up from al-Banna’s theories, 
many current spokesmen of the Muslim 
Brotherhood have declared repeatedly 
that Islam will “invade” Europe and 
even conquer Rome — though they 
often qualify these statements by adding 
that this conquest will be achieved by 
religious means, like proselytizing. It was 
revealing that the Muslim Brotherhood’s 
publication in London used to have on the 
top of its cover page: “Our Mission: World 
Domination” (Muhimmatuna: Siyadat 
al-Dunya). Will the Muslim Brotherhood in 
Egypt seek to employ its European networks 
to advance its international political agenda? 

There remains the question of whether 
the Egyptian Muslim Brotherhood will 
moderate its policies should it come to 
power, given that any Egyptian government 
first and foremost has tens of millions of 
mouths to feed. In the past, other Muslim 
Brotherhood regimes in Sudan and in Gaza 
rigidly adhered to their Islamist agenda. 
Indeed, the regime in Khartoum, under 
Hassan Turabi, hosted dozens of terrorist 
organizations from Hamas to al-Qaida in the 
early 1990s. It was at that time that Osama 
bin Laden made Sudan the center of his 
operations prior to his move to Afghanistan. 
Will the Egyptian Muslim Brotherhood do 
the same with Sinai in the future? 

The answer to this question depends on 
the future relations between the Muslim 
Brotherhood and the Egyptian army which 
is trying to retain certain powers for itself. 
But it will also depend to a great extent 
upon what it hears from the international 
community. The U.S. faces a dilemma in 
how to respond to the Egyptian military’s 
decision to retain certain powers at the 
expense of Egypt’s civilian government, 
regardless of who is declared the victor in 
the Egyptian presidential elections. Plainly, 
by taking this action the Egyptian Army 
was more interested in undercutting the 
powers of Morsi than those of his rival, 
Ahmad Shafiq, the former commander of 
the Egyptian Air Force.

Without relating to the Muslim 
Brotherhood, spokesmen for the U.S. State 
Department and the Pentagon decided to 
press the Egyptian Army to relinquish the 
governing role it is seeking to carve out for 
itself. But what if Morsi is declared the 
victor? Wouldn’t it make more sense to 
allow the balance of powers between these 
institutions to evolve by themselves, with 
no external involvement? For decades, the 
Turkish Armed Forces were the guardians of 
Ataturk’s legacy in Turkey, until the rise of 
Erdogan. 

Nevertheless, according to the Los Angeles 
Times, U.S. officials said on Monday that 

they were “deeply concerned by an Egyptian 
military decree giving the generals sweeping 
powers to pass laws and decide whether to 
go to war.” This was a stunning statement, 
considering that the Muslim Brotherhood 
might still emerge as the winner. Right 
now, given the ideology of the Muslim 
Brotherhood and its ties to its Palestinian 
branch, Hamas, leaving Egypt’s war-making 
powers with the Egyptian military is far safer 
for the world than transferring them to a 
Muslim Brotherhood government. 

The British even went a step further 
than the Americans. The spokeswoman for 
the Foreign Office, Rosemary Davis, was 
interviewed this week by the Palestinian 
Maan news agency and reportedly declared 
that Britain was more concerned with the 
Egyptian military than with the Muslim 
Brotherhood. This is a self-defeating 
approach. For if the West continues down this 
course and uncritically embraces the Muslim 
Brotherhood, then it will be extremely 
unlikely that it will temper its confrontational 
political program in the future and become 
a more moderate movement as many in the 
West presently hope.

Source: www.israelhayom.com. Ambassador Dore 

Gold is President of the Jerusalem Center for Public 

Affairs. He was the eleventh Permanent Representative 

of Israel to the United Nations (1997-1999). Previously 

he served as Foreign Policy Advisor to the Prime 

Minister of Israel, Benjamin Netanyahu.

The West’s Embrace of the Muslim Brotherhood 
By Dore Gold

“Our capital shall 
not be Cairo, Mecca, 
or Medina. It shall 
be Jerusalem, Allah 
willing our cry shall 

be: ‘Millions of 
martyrs march toward 

Jerusalem.’” 

To this day, the 

Brotherhood credo 

remains: “Allah is our 

objective, the Koran is 

our constitution, the 

Prophet is our leader, 

jihad is our way and 

death for the sake of 

Allah is the highest of 

our aspirations”.
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Home to one of the oldest Christian communities in the 
world, the city of Beit Jala -- located on a hill adjacent 

to Bethlehem -- still boasts a large number of worshippers. 
This fact makes the town unique among Palestinian towns, 
which have generally seen their Christian populations 
decline.

“People are leaving Palestine [sic] in droves. Jenin, 
Aboud, Nablus -- these cities have lost much of their 
Christian population, some villages and towns have no 
more than two to three families,” said Peter, a 25-year-old 
resident of Bethlehem who agreed to be interviewed for this 
article on condition that his real name not be used.

Statistics show that more than 60 percent of the Arab 
Christians born in Palestinian areas over the past several 
generations now live abroad. Totaling some half a million 
people worldwide, 360,000 of them currently reside in 
dispersed communities in Canada, Chile, the United States, 
Germany, Australia and other countries. 154,000 remain in 
Israel and the Palestinian-controlled territories, with about 
35,000 living in the West Bank and less than 3,000 in the 
Gaza Strip.

The flight of Christians is a growing trend across the 
Middle East. In Iraq, for example, the ancient Assyrian 
Christian community dropped from 1.5 million people to 
just 250,000 since the Second Gulf War broke out in 2003. 
Christians are leaving Lebanon en mass, with 60 percent of 
their beleaguered community now living in foreign lands. 
The Coptic Church in Egypt has lost tens of thousands of 
parishioners following the dramatic events of the “Arab 
Spring.”

As experts look for different ways to explain the 
phenomenon, Peter has his own answer: “We enjoy 
religious freedom but I still feel like a second-class citizen,” 
he told Israel Today. “We are allowed to pray in churches 
and are given religious holidays but I’m constantly 
reminded of being a minority in a Muslim land,” he 
continued, referring to instances of discrimination against 
Christians.

“Christian women are very often harassed, insulted, or 
simply not given due respect only because they refuse to 
cover their hair,” he pointed out. “Muslims will not think 
twice to express their dissatisfaction with a Christian 
listening to religious recitations in his cab. Had Christians 
dared to do the same, massive wrath would surely follow,” 
Peter told us.

According to Peter, the problems for West Bank 
Christians started in 1993, the year the area was handed 
over from Israel to the Palestinian Authority. With the 
eruption of the Second Intifada in 2000, the situation 
deteriorated even further.

During that conflict, Islamist militants affiliate with 
Palestinian leader Mahmoud Abbas’ Fatah movement used 
the town of Beit Jala as a base to launch sniper and mortar 
attacks on the Jerusalem neighborhood of Gilo. When the 
Israeli army was compelled to respond, it caused severe 
damage to the Christian houses and churches from which 
the attacks were launched.

But even after the uprising was over, Christians have 
reported numerous cases of illegal seizure of their property 
by Muslims from Hebron and other parts of the West Bank. 
Khaled Abu Toameh, a prominent Arab writer for the 
Jerusalem Post, reported in his article from June 2012 that 
the property-related complaints of West Bank Christians 
-- filed with the Palestinian Authority, the Vatican, and 
European leaders -- have fallen on deaf ears.

Violent incidents have contributed to a sense of insecurity 
among the Christian community in the West Bank. In 
2006, Palestinians wielding guns and firebombs attacked 
five churches of various denominations in the West Bank 
and Gaza, following remarks by Pope Benedict XVI 
that angered many Muslims. Although no injuries were 
reported, the buildings suffered significant damage.

The plight of Palestinian Christians in the Gaza Strip 
is far worse. The Coalition for Responsible Peace in the 
Middle East, an NGO that monitors the abuse of Christians, 
has compiled a long list of violent acts directed against 
this vulnerable minority in Gaza. These include the 2007 
attack on a monastery and school, when armed, masked 
men destroyed crosses and holy books, and stole computers 

and photocopy machines. During another rampage the 
same year, a gang of unidentified men ransacked the Latin 
Church and Rosary Sisters School, stealing a number 
of computers and ravaging pictures of Jesus, furniture, 
equipment, and holy books.

Palestinian leader Mahmoud Abbas, who controls only 
the West Bank after Hamas, an Islamist political rival, 
seized power in the Gaza Strip in a 2007 coup, condemned 
the attacks against Christians. Hamas leader Ismail Haniyeh 
also criticised the strikes, but ultimately the opposing 
leaders simply blamed each other instead of solving the 
problem and securing the population.

Muslim clerics added fuel to the fire, warning minorities 
to abide by Islamic law or face harsh consequences.

“Jihadia Salafiya and other Islamic movements will 
ensure Christian schools and institutions show publicly 
what they are teaching to be sure they are not carrying out 
missionary activity. No more alcohol on the streets. All 
women, including non-Muslims, need to understand they 
must be covered at all times while in public,” Abu Saqer, 
leader of Jihadiya Salafiya, was quoted by World Net Daily 
as saying. “Also, the activities of Internet cafes, pool halls 
and bars must be stopped. If it goes on, we’ll attack these 
things very harshly.”

These types of problems have been reported since the 
beginning of the previous century. In his detailed paper 
‘The Beleaguered Christians of the Palestinian-Controlled 
Areas’, strategy consultant David Raab noted:

“Under Islam, Christians are considered dhimmi, 
tolerated but second class citizens, who are afforded 
protection. Dhimmitude... is a ‘protection pact’ that 
suspends the [Muslim] conqueror’s initial right to kill or 
enslave [Jews and Christians], provided they submitted 
themselves to pay tribute.”

Raab highlighted several instances observed by early 
European travelers to the Holy Land, who testified that 
“a dhimmi must not come face to face with a Muslim in 
the street but pass him to the left, the impure side,” and 
described how Christians were forbidden to ride on a mount 
in town (to avoid being higher than Muslims) or to wear 
bright clothes.

Yet, Muslim leaders refute any allegations of Christian-
Muslim strife. In a phone interview, one member of 
Fatah, who spoke on condition of anonymity, noted: 
“Muslims and Christians have no problems”.

Officially, that is true and the PA spares no effort to 
display this image publicly. Christmas is an official holiday, 
holy sites are protected, and some Christians even hold 
prominent PA positions. In practice, however, PA law does 
little to protect religious freedom.

While stressing that all Palestinians have the right to 
“worship and practice their beliefs,” a PA Information 
Ministry statement reveals the harsh reality: “The 
Palestinian people are also governed by [Islamic] Shari’a 
law...with regard to issues pertaining to religious matters. 

According to Shari’a Law, applicable throughout 
the Muslim world, any Muslim, who [converts] or 
declares becoming an unbeliever is committing a major 
sin punishable by capital punishment...the [Palestinian 
Authority] cannot take a different position on this matter.”

By Eugenia Ugrinovich Parts I and II

Modern Day Exodus: the Palestinian Christians
Elizabeth Blade, Part III

In an attempt to protect their fragile community, Christians 
have decided to maintain a low profile, which may explain 
why so many of them have adopted a code of silence that 
precludes saying or doing anything that might critique or 
challenge the prevailing system or Islam more generally. 
Unable -- or unwilling -- to name the real culprits, 
Palestinian Christians often redirect their anger at Muslims 
by blaming the Jews.

In a 2006 poll of Christians in Bethlehem, conducted by 
the Palestinian Centre for Research and Cultural Dialogue, 
73.3 percent agreed that the Palestinian Authority treated 
the city’s Christian heritage with respect, whereas 78% 
attributed the ongoing exodus of Christians from Bethlehem 
to the Israeli ‘occupation’ and its repercussions.

These attitudes clearly ignore the flight of Christians 
before 1967, when the ‘occupation’ began.

 According to a 1937 British report submitted to the 
League of Nations, the number of Christians under the 
British Mandate comprised somewhere between 9.5% 
(1922) to 7.9% (1946) of the total population. The 
significant decrease took place during the 19 years of the 
Jordanian occupation of east Jerusalem when the area lost 
some 18,000 Christian residents (from 29,000 in 1948 to 
11,000 in 1967).

By comparison, the total number of Christians living in 
both Israel and the West Bank has gone up from 34,000 in 
1949 to more than 150,000 today, and this figure continues 
to grow at an annual average growth rate of 1.9 percent per 
year. Even though the percentage of Christians in the State 
of Israel has slightly declined, Christians still fare extremely 
well.

And yet, despite the relatively free and prosperous life 
offered to Christians by the state of Israel, it’s impossible 
to rule out the negative impact that the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict has had on Christians opting to flee the West Bank 
and Gaza.

“People want to lead a decent and dignified life -- 
especially the younger generation,” said Hanan, a Christian 
Palestinian residing in the West Bank who also requested 
that her real name not be used.

“It’s very difficult to live without a job, without having 
any opportunities to succeed or without the ability to move 
freely,” she continued referring to the numerous checkpoints 
and the wall built by Israel in 2003 to protect its citizens 
from the terrorist attacks that frequently targeted Israeli 
citizens during the Second Intifida.

While Israel’s defensive measures virtually eliminated the 
theat of suicide bombings and other terrorist attacks from 
the West Bank, Peter agreed about the adverse effects of the 
conflict on Palestinian Christians: “People don’t want their 
kids to grow up in such an unhealthy environment, where the 
conflict is brewing and where unemployed families cannot 
provide food for their children.”

It is hard to determine exactly who is responsible for the 
departure of Christians from Palestine -- whether the raging 
conflict or the looming Islamist threat -- but the truth may 
lie somewhere in the middle. The US State Department’s 
2006 report on religious freedom criticized both Israel, 
for its restrictions on travel to Christian holy sites, and 
the Palestinian Authority, for its failure to stamp out 
anti-Christian crime. It also reported that the former gives 
preferential treatment in basic civic services to Jews and the 
latter does so to Muslims.

“It’s not only one factor that influences the flight of 
Christians. Families want to have a good life and a stable 
future for their children,” said Hanan. “The persecution 
when -- and if -- it does take place is based primarily on 
personal disputes. Yet, police and special forces have 
become more organized and they are efficient in solving 
these issues,” she concluded.

While the complete story behind the departure of 
Christians from their ancestral land may not be easy 
to determine, one thing became abundantly clear from 
researching this article: as vulnerable, second-class citizens, 
Christians have learned the hard way to be extremely careful.

www.israeltoday.co.il

The interior of the St. Nicholas Church in Beit Jala. When Israeli 

army responded to attacks on Gilo from this area, the church was 

damaged. It has been rebuilt, but numbers are dwindling..
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An Animosity That Seeks Any 
Excuse to Attack

As Egypt’s presidential 
elections come to a close, 

with the Brotherhood claiming 
presidential victory, the future of 
Egypt’s indigenous Christians, the 
Copts, looks bleak.

Earlier, after the first 
presidential elections of May 
23-24, any number of Islamists 
denounced them, bemoaning 
that it was the Copts who were 
responsible for the secularist 
candidate Ahmed Shafiq’s good 
showing.

Even though Shafiq is a 
“remnant” of the Mubarak regime, 
which Copts suffered under, he 
is widely seen as the much lesser 
of two evils. As one Copt put it: 
“What did they want us to do? 
Whoever says that supporting 
Shafiq is a crime against the 25 
January Revolution, we ask him 
to advise us whom to vote for? 
The sea is in front of us and the 
Islamists are behind us.”

Regardless, Abu Ismail, the 
Salafi presidential candidate 
who was disqualified, expressed 

“great disappointment” in “our 
Coptic brethren,” saying that “I 
do not understand why the Copts 
so adamantly voted for Ahmed 
Shafiq,” portraying it as some sort 
of conspiracy between the Copts, 
the old regime, and even Israel: 
“Exactly what relationship and 
benefit do the Copts have with the 
old regime?”

Tarek al-Zomor, a prominent 
figure of the Gama’a 
al-Islamiyya—the terrorist 
organization that slaughtered some 
60 European tourists during the 
Luxor Massacre—”demanded 
an apology from the Copts” for 
voting for Shafiq, threatening that 
“this was a fatal error.”

To an extent, of course, Islamist 
attacks on Copts were due less 
to Coptic votes for Shafiq, and 
had more to do with the usual 
animosity for Christians—an 
animosity that seems to seek any 
excuse to attack them. By virtue 
of their greater numbers, many 
more Muslims did in fact vote 
for Shafiq than did Christians; 
even the Islamic Sufi Council of 
Egypt expressed its support for 
Shafiq instead of for the Muslim 
Brotherhood’s candidate who 

advocates Islamic Sharia law.

Realizing that threats—
with which Copts are well 
acquainted—would not prevent 
Christians from voting for the 
secular candidate, in a campaign 
that borders on the comical 
if not absurd, Islamists began 
imploring the Copts to vote for 
the Brotherhood’s Morsi—who 
some say vows to return the Copts 
to bondage. Islamist kingpin 
Yusuf al-Qaradawi himself called 
on politically-active Muslims to 
go and meet with the Copts and 
“explain to them” how they have 
nothing to fear from an Islamist 
president, and convincing them 
that “Shafiq will be of no use to 
you.”

Most adamant was popular TV 
personality Muhammad Hassan, 
a cleric who appeared several 
times assuring Copts that they 
have “nothing to fear from the 
application of Sharia,” which he 
portrayed as the best guarantor 
for their safety and freedom. 
A day before the elections, 
Hassan implored the Copts “to 
elect Sharia and vote for Dr. 
Muhammad Morsi, promising 
them peace and security, and that 

they would live in prosperity 
under Sharia law.”

Sheikh Muhammad Hassan 
is, incidentally, the same cleric 
who says Islam forbids Muslims 
from smiling to infidels—except 
whenever Muslims need to win 
them over. One week before he 
began beseeching Copts to vote 
for Sharia, he was in Saudi Arabia 
making disparaging comments 
about “those who say Allah has a 
son,” the Koran’s condemnatory 
language for Christians.

What does all this mean? For 
too long, the various Egyptian 
regimes and Islamist organizations 
have downplayed the numbers 
and significance of the nation’s 
Christians, the Copts, sometimes 
saying they amount to as few as 
5% of the total population—a 
statistic which many Western 
resources quote without hesitation. 
Others, however—some pointing 
to the Coptic Orthodox Church’s 
birth and death registry—say 
Egypt’s Copts amount to up to 
20% of the total population. Based 
on the Islamist response to the 
first presidential elections, such a 
figure may not be so farfetched.

Either way, Copts constitute 
the largest Christian bloc in the 
Middle East—a circumstance that 
has other implications. As seen 
during the presidential elections, 
large numbers of Christians may 
help stave off, or balance out, the 
Islamization of Egypt.

But if Egypt’s government 
does go Islamist—and early 
presidential elections indicate 
it is—fears of persecution on a 
grand scale become legitimate 
precisely because of the Copts’ 
large numbers, which will work 
against them under an Islamist 
regime : millions of powerless 
Christians will be seen as 
troublesome and unwelcome 
infidel enemies, now not just 
by “extremists,” but by the 
government as well—which, as 
history teaches (e.g., millions 
of Christian Armenians under 
Muslim Turks) is often the first 
step to genocide.

Raymond Ibrahim is a Shillman Fellow 

at the David Horowitz Freedom Center 

and an Associate Fellow at the Middle East 

Forum.
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After decades of protection 
by a secular-leaning 

dictatorship, the Qusayr 
ultimatum warned of a dark 
future for Syria’s Christian 
community. As the 15-month 
conflict rages with no end in 
sight, Syria’s many minorities 
have come face to face with 
the emerging threat posed by 
radical Sunni Islamists. These 
elements have established 
themselves as a key factor 
in Syria’s future, backed by 
immense political and economic 
support from the Arab world 
and indifference from the West. 

Throughout the years, 
Christians, like many other 
minorities in the region, have 
lent their support to those 
regimes that have guaranteed 
their security and religious 
freedom. In Iraq, Christians 
rose to the highest levels of 
society under Saddam Hussein’s 
regime, while in Egypt, Coptic 
Christians were protected from 
ultraconservative Salafists under 
Hosni Mubarak. As secular 
leaders from the secretive 
Alawite sect, the Assad dynasty 
largely preserved Christian life, 
protecting Syria’s minorities 
from what was perceived as 
a collective threat from the 
country’s Sunni majority. 

Watching their once-shielding 
dictators fall like dominos 
across the region, Christians 

have suddenly found themselves 
on the wrong side of history. 
Faced by a rising tide of radical 
Sunni Islam, Christians in Iraq 
and Egypt have fled by the 
thousands. In Syria, concern 
over Christian repression has 
fallen on deaf ears, drowned 
out by popular support for the 
country’s opposition in the face 
of the Assad regime’s brutal 
crackdown. 

This March, months before 
the Qusayr ultimatum, Islamist 
militants from the opposition’s 
Faruq Brigade had gone door 
to door in Hamidiya and Bustan 
al-Diwan neighborhoods 
of Homs, expelling local 
Christians. Following the 
raids, some 90 percent of 
Christians reportedly fled the 
city for government-controlled 
areas, neighboring countries 
or a stretch of land near the 
Lebanese border called the 
Valley of Christians (Wadi 
al-Nasarah). Of the more than 
80,000 Christians who lived 
in Homs prior to the uprising, 
approximately 400 remain 
today. 

The cleansing of Homs’ 
Christian neighborhoods occurred 
as the Syrian military bombarded 
the Sunni opposition stronghold 
of Baba Amr, naturally focusing 
the international media on stories 
of children maimed by Assad’s 
artillery shells and sniper bullets. 

At the United Nations, Assad’s 
opponents could not afford to 
highlight Christian persecution 
in Homs, as they risked catering 
to a Russian-led campaign to 
preserve the dictator’s rule by 
de-legitimizing the Syrian rebels 
for their atrocities. 

As rebel forces continue to 
chip away at Assad’s control 
over the country, Syria’s 
Christians continue to be 
expelled or held at the mercy of 
an increasingly extremist Sunni 
opposition. 

For the newest generation 
of Sunni jihadists, Syria has 
become the latest front in the 
struggle to wrest control of the 
region from rival religious sects 
and foreign occupation. Many 
of these fighters hail from the 
vast reaches of North Africa and 
the Gulf, arriving in Syria with 
weapons, funds and a radical 
ideology. 

Inside Syria, the reluctance 
of the international community 
to thwart Assad’s onslaught 
has left the Sunni population 
with feelings of isolation and 
abandonment, driving large 
swathes of youth into the 
arms of radical clerics. This 
uncompromising ideology 
leaves little place in Syria’s 
future for the country’s many 
minorities — including 
Christians. 

Saving Syria’s Christian 
community is coherent with 
Western strategic interests. If 
the experiences of Iraq and 
Egypt are any indication, 
religious intolerance breeds 
insecurity and volatility. The 
Syrian case is no different. 
Assad’s opponents on both 
sides of the Atlantic must 
prevent radical Islamists from 
embedding themselves in the 
Syrian opposition and should 
adopt a firm stance against their 
patrons in the Gulf. 

As Kamal Jumblatt, the 
former leader of Lebanon’s 
Druze minority, once said, 
“In the Middle East there is 
space for all men, just not their 
ambitions.” Jumblatt himself 
was eventually assassinated at 
the hands of Hafez al-Assad, but 
his words ring true to this day. 

The ousting of the Assad 
regime has become a global 
moral obligation, but so has 
the duty to ensure that Syria’s 
future holds a place for all 
minorities. 

Daniel Brode, Roger Farhat and 

Daniel Nisman are intelligence 
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Syrian Catholic Church in Aleppo, the economic 

centre of Syria.
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In Close Vote, Presbyterian 
Church Rejects Divesting 
in Firms That Aid Israeli 
Occupation
By Laurie Goodstein

A deeply divided Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.) on 
Thursday became the latest American church to shy 

away from divesting in companies that supply equipment to 
Israel to enforce its control in the occupied territories, after 
a passionate debate that stretched late into the evening and a 
vote that was nearly a tie. 

The decision not to divest, the culmination of an 
eight-year process, was watched intensely by Christians, 
Jews and Palestinians in the United States and in the Middle 
East. It is likely to bring a sigh of relief to Jewish groups 
in Israel and the United States that lobbied Presbyterians 
against divestment, and to dismay the international 
movement known as B.D.S. — Boycott, Divest and 
Sanctions — which advocates using economic leverage to 
pressure Israel to return occupied land to the Palestinians. 

By a vote of 333 to 331, with two abstentions, the 
church’s General Assembly voted at its biennial meeting in 
Pittsburgh to toss out the divestment measure and replace it 
with a resolution to encourage “positive investment” in the 
occupied territories. The results were so close that, when 
posted electronically in front of the convention, they evoked 
a collective gasp. After two and a half hours of passionate 
debate, the replacement resolution to invest in the territories 
passed more easily, 369 to 290, with eight abstentions. 

Presbyterians in favor of divestment said that their church 
could not in good conscience hold stock in companies that 
they said perpetuate an unjust occupation and undermine 
the search for peace between Israel and the Palestinians. But 
opponents said that divestment would unfairly vilify Israel, 
and accomplish little but further polarization. 

Arthur Shippee, a delegate from southern New England, 
said: “What divestment will achieve is this: We will add 
a whisper soon lost in the storm, but we will further the 
divisions in our church when we have our own serious 
problems to address, and we will precipitate divisions 
with the synagogues within our communities whom we 
work with frequently on a variety of issues. This will be 
perceived as picking on Israel, and how could it not?” 

Speaking in favor of divestment and against the 
pro-investment resolution, Tim Simpson, a delegate from 
the Presbytery of St. Augustine in Jacksonville, Fla., said: 
“The Palestinians aren’t asking us for a check, sisters and 
brothers. The Palestinians are asking us for justice. They’re 
asking us for dignity. How can you write a check to a 
people who don’t control their own water?” 

The church had been considering divestment in three 
companies — Caterpillar, Motorola Solutions and Hewlett-
Packard — after eight years of what the church says were 
fruitless negotiations to convince the companies to change 
their policies. A church committee report issued in 2011 
said that Caterpillar supplies bulldozers used to demolish 
Palestinian homes, Motorola provides surveillance equipment 
to monitor Palestinian villages in the West Bank, and Hewlett-
Packard supplies biometric scanners used at checkpoints and 
technology used by the Israeli Navy in the blockade of Gaza. 

The General Assembly is the most senior decision-making 
body for the church, which has about two million members 
and is the nation’s largest Presbyterian denomination. 

The Presbyterian convention drew Jewish organizers to 
Pittsburgh to lobby for and against divestment. Many were 
from Jewish Voice for Peace, which supports divestment. 
But most other Jewish groups lobbied to defeat the 
divestment resolution, even relatively liberal groups like J 
Street and Americans for Peace Now, which are critical of 
settlement expansion in the territories. 

Mainline Protestant churches in the United States have 
long maintained ties to Palestinian Christians in the occupied 
territories, supporting missions, hospitals, churches and 
charitable groups there. When Protestant church groups 
travel to Israel on tours and pilgrimages, many also visit 
the territories and meet with Palestinians who share their 
frustration and travails at living under Israeli occupation. 

The United Methodist Church voted against divestment 
at its meeting in Tampa, Fla., in May. The nation’s largest 
Lutheran denomination, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in 
America, rejected divestment measures in 2007 and 2011. 

Source: The New York Times

The Church of England Battles 
the Israeli Satan
By Giulio Meotti

A resolution calling for “non violent actions to end the 
occupation” of Israel will be discussed by the Church 

of England’s General Synod at its meeting next month.

The motion is being proposed by John Dinnen, a Synod 
member who already backed an attempt to force the Church 
to divest from companies said to be “profiting from Israel’s 
occupation”.

The Anglican Friends of Israel, a small but brave group 
of Christian members who oppose the attacks against Israel, 
declared that an eventual approval by the Church’s synod 
would be like “adopting the ‘Nakba’ agenda”.

Anglicanism is not just another Christian 
denomination.  It’s the official UK Church headed by the 
Queen. Archbishop of Canterbury, Rowan Williams, is the 
spiritual head of 77 million Christians worldwide.

If the Anglicans of the XIX Century played a pivotal role 
in the process that led to the State of Israel’s establishment, 
in the last decade the Christian denomination has been the 
source of a virulent hatred and inflammatory blood libels 
against the Jews.

In 2006 the UK Church reviewed its investments in 
companies with ties to Israel’s presence in the ‘territories’. 
Four years later, the Church reviewed its investment in the 
company Veolia involved in the Jerusalem’s light railway 
amid concern that the tramline “will help to cement Israel’s 
hold on occupied east Jerusalem”.

Meanwhile, many UK bishops and clerics are saying 
openly that the Jewish State should never have been 
founded at all. And the most lethal calumny that the Jews 
were “the murderers of God” still had a deep resonance in 
the Anglican world.

Bishop Riah El-Assal, the Anglican Bishop in Jerusalem, 
is a well-known apologist for Palestinian terrorism. In 
2000 the Bishop published “A Christmas Message from 
Bethlehem”, where he exploited the imagery of the Nativity 
story to attack Israel and the Jews: “Missing from this 
display today are the images of the innocent children who 
were murdered in Bethlehem by King Herod (Mat. 2:16)...

The Anglican cleric Naim Ateek has an immense 
influence in contemporary British Christianity through his 
Sabeel Centre in Jerusalem. Ateek’s denunciations of Israel 
include imagery linking the Jewish State to the charge of 
deicide that for two millennia fueled anti-Jewish bloodshed, 
pogroms and the Holocaust.

“Jesus is on the cross again 
with thousands of crucified 
Palestinians around him”, 

Ateek has written, envisioning 
“hundreds of thousands of 

crosses throughout the land, 
Palestinian men, women, and 

children being crucified”.

Dexter Van Zile, a leading expert in Christian affairs, 
called the use of this imagery as “inexcusable”, but 
unfortunately the Church doesn’t see it as he does.

The Anglican Bishopric of Jerusalem incorporated the 
Sabeel Ecumenical Liberation Theology Center. So this 
anti-Semitic center has the support of leading Anglican clerics.

In 1994 a prayer book was published by Christian 
Aid, the “relief and humanitarian arm” of the Church 
of England. The prayer book, called “Companions of 
God - Praying for Peace in the Holy Land”, is full of 
anti-Semitism. In 2010 Manchester Cathedral, the seat 
of the Anglican Bishop, hosted a Palestinian drawings 
exhibition which accused Israel of “war crimes” and 
“crimes against humanity”. It was opened by Mona Baker, a 
University professor who sacked two Israeli academics just 
because they were Israelis.

Elsewhere, Barry Morgan, the head of the Anglican 
Church in Wales, compared Israel to apartheid in South 
Africa. “The situation resembles the apartheid system 

Proposed United Church Boycott 
of Israel Denounced by Canadian 
Senators 
By Charles Lewis

A letter from nine Canadian senators has condemned a 
proposed United Church of Canada boycott of Israeli 

goods as being one-sided.

The senators, all United Church members, said, “It’s 
baffling that - aside from a passing request that all 
parties reject violence - the Church’s [proposal] does 
not mention a single expectation of the Palestinians in its 
recommendations.”

“To put it bluntly, the Church cannot maintain credibility 
in criticizing Israeli policies while relieving the Palestinian 
leadership of its own duty to advance peace.”

Nine senators, from both the Conservative and Liberal 
parties and members of the United Church, have warned 
the General Council that a vote favoring a boycott of goods 
from Israeli settlements in ‘occupied lands’ would cause a 
rift with Canada’s Jewish community.

 The author notes that this is a debate in which the lines 
between church and state have already been crossed several 
times as the United Church considers a new foray into the 
electrified world of Mideast politics. The senators are trying 
to influence the Church Council members before they vote 
on the proposal in mid-August.

 Mr. Clark explains that the United Church argues that the 
settlements are illegally eating away Palestinian lands and 
the hope for a two-state solution. The senators argue that 
the Church is “choosing sides, declaring Israel guilty and 
the Palestinians the only injured party”.

Shimon Fogel, chief executive officer of the Centre for 
Israel and Jewish Affairs said that boycotting settlements 
alone is technically impractical, and it’s really no different 
than that of a larger boycott aimed at delegitimizing Israel. 
“There’s an effort to disguise what the real intent is,” he 
said.  

 Today’s CLIC adds:

The majority of land designated by the United Nations to 
the Palestinians is in Jordan. Should the United Church not 
launch a boycott of Jordanian product as well? The mere 
fact that this point is never raised leads one to understand 
that land is not the real issue when deciding on peace 
between the Palestinians and Israel.

Source: National Post-Canada

in South Africa because Gaza is next to one of the most 
sophisticated and modern countries in the world – Israel”, 
said Morgan. Archbishop Morgan accused Israel of 
“cleansing the Promised Land of all Arabs”.

The same archbishop eulogized upon the death of the 
famous Palestinian mass murderer: “Arafat has given 
his life to the cause of the Palestinian people and will be 
remembered for his perseverance and resolve in the face of 
so many challenges and set-backs. When I heard the news 
of his death this morning, my initial reaction was to pray 
that in death Yasser Arafat will find that peace which only 
God can give and which was denied him in life”.

In 1190, British Christianity linked its name to the 
York’s pogrom. Sieged in a castle, the fathers of each 
Jewish household killed their wives and children and then 
themselves committed suicide. The rabbi himself killed 60 
of the 150 Jewish men and women in the tower.

At daybreak, the surviving Jews appeared at the gates and 
on the ramparts of the tower, and asked for clemency. They 
offered to submit to baptism and they defamed the dead. 
They were encouraged out with false promises, and then 
murdered. In all, some 150 died...

The Church of England risks becoming the home of 
unabashed apologists for Islamic rejectionism, wrapping 
genocidal violence against Israelis in the mantle of innocent 
victimhood and caricaturing the Jews as a forsaken people, 
superseded in God’s favor by Christian “New Israel”, 
stripped of any right to a land or a future.

Source: Arutz Sheva online. Giulio Meotti Is an Italian journalist with 
Il Foglio, writes a weekly column for Arutz Sheva. He is the author of the 
book “A New Shoah” that researched the personal stories of Israel’s terror 
victims, published by Encounter,. His writing has appeared in publications 
such as the Wall Street Journal, Frontpage and Commentary
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Muslims have kept up an 
informal boycott of the walled 
esplanade called the Temple 
Mount by Jews and the Noble 
Sanctuary by Muslims since 
Israel seized East Jerusalem 
and the West Bank from Jordan 
in a 1967 war, saying visits 
would amount to recognition of 
Jewish occupation of Palestinian 
territory. 

Palestinian and Jordanian 
officials now want to reverse that. 
PA President Mahmoud Abbas 
urged Muslims last February to 
resume the journeys to Jerusalem 
to counter what he called Israel’s 
attempts to “Judaize” the city and 
in solidarity with the Palestinians. 
Since then, several high-ranking 
Arab and Islamic leaders have 
turned up to pray at al Aqsa 
and - they hope - kickstart a new 
wave of pilgrimages. Mohammad 
Ahmad Husein, the Grand Mufti 
of Jerusalem and Palestine, 
issued a fatwa approving the 
pilgrimages. 

But a split appeared almost 
immediately. Sheikh Yusuf 
al Qaradawi, a Qatari-based 
spiritual leader of the Muslim 
Brotherhood and one of 
the world’s leading Muslim 
preachers, issued his own fatwa 
against foreign Muslims visiting 
Jerusalem. 

The grand mosques in Mecca 
and Medina, the two holiest 

in Islam, draw millions of pilgrims 
annually. Al Aqsa, the last of the 
three sacred sites the Prophet 
Mohammad urged Muslims to 
visit, sees only a few thousand 
foreign worshippers a year.

The difference is political, not 
religious. The first two mosques 
are in Saudi Arabia, a proudly 
Muslim kingdom, while al Aqsa 
stands on Israeli-controlled land 
that may be the most disputed 
religious spot on earth.

Jews call the raised ground at 
the eastern edge of Jerusalem’s 
Old City the Temple Mount, while 
Muslims know it as the Noble 
Sanctuary. Both claim sovereignty 
over it.

Muslims have kept up an 
informal boycott of the walled 
esplanade since Israel seized East 
Jerusalem and the West Bank from 
Jordan in a 1967 war, saying visits 
would amount to recognition of 
Jewish occupation of Palestinian 
territory.

Palestinian and Jordanian 
officials now want to reverse that.

 President Mahmoud Abbas 
urged Muslims last February to 
resume the journeys to Jerusalem 
to counter what he called Israel’s 
attempts to “Judaise” the city and 
in solidarity with the Palestinians.

“Visiting a prisoner is an act 
of support and does not mean 
normalisation with the warden,” he 
said.

Since then, several high-ranking 

Arab and Islamic leaders have 
turned up to pray at al Aqsa and – 
they hope – kickstart a new wave 
of pilgrimages.

“Some Muslims haven’t visited 
al Aqsa mosque since 1967, but 
this was a big mistake,” said 
Palestinian Religious Affairs 
Minister Mahmoud al Habash.

“We have now decided to 
correct our mistake.”

Temple, mosque and dome

A senior Muslim official 
involved in the plan said one to 
two million foreign pilgrims could 
visit al Aqsa annually if access 
were free and unimpeded.

“It would protect al Aqsa and 
also provide an enormous boost to 
the Palestinian economy,” he said. 
He asked not to be named because 
of the sensitivity of the issue.

Jerusalem was traditionally a 
stop for Muslims on overland 
routes to or from the annual haj 
pilgrimage in Saudi Arabia.

What they found was a tranquil 
esplanade with two jewels of 
Islamic architecture, an elegant 
mosque highlighted by arabesque 
stained glass windows and the 
octagonal Dome of the Rock clad 
in ornate tiles and topped by a 
gilded cupola.

The Dome was built by 
Jerusalem’s Arab conquerors in 
691 on the spot where Muslims 
say the Prophet Mohammad began 
his Night Journey to heaven.

This is also where Judaism’s 
two Bible-era Temples once 
stood, the first destroyed by the 
Babylonians in 586 BC and the 
second levelled by the Romans in 

70 AD. The Western Wall, the last 
remnant of the second structure, 
is one of the most sacred sites in 
Judaism.

The crowded plaza in front of 
the Western Wall and the calm 
park-like enclosure around the 
mosque and the Dome seem 
worlds apart. The one link from 
the Jewish Quarter of Jerusalem’s 
Old City is a shaky wooden 
ramp leading to the Mughrabi 
Gate, right next to the Western 
Wall. This is the main entry for 
non-Muslim visitors.

Muslims enter the compound 
from the Muslim Quarter through 
10 other gates through the ancient 
walls, past checkpoints manned by 
Israeli security forces. Palestinian 
authorities escort their guests 
through the Gate of the Tribes, at 
the opposite end of the compound 
from the ramp.

So few foreign Muslims have 
visited the 35-acre compound in 
recent decades that many Arabs 
were surprised to hear the news 
in mid-April that Egypt’s Grand 
Mufti Ali Gomaa, the second-
highest religious authority in 
the Arab world’s most populous 
country, had gone to pray there.

Gomaa and Jordanian King 
Abdullah’s chief religious adviser, 
Prince Ghazi bin Muhammad, 
added an interfaith dimension to 
their tour by visiting the Church 
of the Holy Sepulchre – said to be 
on the site of Jesus’s crucifixion 
and burial – at the invitation of the 
Greek Orthodox Patriarchate of 
Jerusalem.

Two weeks before that, Habib 
Ali al Jifri, an influential Sufi 

preacher from Yemen, had toured 
it with Abdullah’s brother Prince 
Hashem. Their visit was less 
noticed, but after Gomaa turned 
up, a pattern seemed to emerge.

Several Jordanian politicians 
and a Bahraini delegation have 
also made the pilgrimage to al 
Aqsa and Muslim officials said 
more high-level visits were 
expected, both from the Arab 
world and by Muslims from 
Europe and Asia.

Controversy

In his appeal last February, 
Abbas condemned the expanding 
Jewish settlement of East 
Jerusalem, which Palestinians 
see as the capital of a hoped-for 
future state, and accused Israel of 
excavating near the disputed site 
with the aim of undermining al 
Aqsa itself.

Mohammad Ahmad Husein, 
the Grand Mufti of Jerusalem 
and Palestine, issued a fatwa 
approving the pilgrimages.

But a split appeared almost 
immediately.

Sheikh Yusuf al Qaradawi, a 
Qatari-based spiritual leader of 
the Muslim Brotherhood and one 
of the world’s leading Muslim 
preachers, issued his own fatwa 
against foreign Muslims visiting 
Jerusalem.

Hamas, Abbas’s Brotherhood-
linked Palestinian rivals in Gaza, 
denounced the plan as “a gift 
to the (Israeli) occupation by 
legitimising its presence”. The 
Egyptian parliament, dominated 
by conservatists after a post-Arab 
Spring election, called on Gomaa 

to resign.

The mufti answered his critics 
via Twitter: “Visiting Jerusalem 
increases one’s feelings of 
rejection of occupation and 
injustice and helps strengthen the 
(Palestinian) cause.”

In Israel, Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu denounced 
Abbas’s remarks as “a complete 
fabrication” that “could start a 
religious war.”

In the Old City’s Muslim 
Quarter abutting the disputed 
mount, Palestinians seemed unsure 
what to make of the campaign.

“Jerusalem has undergone 
countless occupations throughout 
history, and it was never a 
problem to come visit it, so I don’t 
understand why it’s suddenly a 
problem,” said Sharif Qaddoumi, 
26, a researcher at al Quds 
University.

“Personally, I think people need 
to come and support Jerusalem,” 
said Hussam Salaymeh, a 
41-year-old taxi driver. “But I 
understand the argument that 
considers it normalisation with 
Israel. Politically, I do think it is 
normalising the situation.”

Speaking in his Ramallah office, 
Habash framed the al Aqsa issue 
in the wider context of Israel’s 
tightening grip on East Jerusalem, 
which it annexed in 1967, and 
parts of the occupied territories.

“In al Aqsa, we don’t want to 
see a repetition of what happened 
in Hebron,” he said, referring 
to the West Bank town and its 
Tomb of the Patriarchs, which 
was controlled by Muslims for 
centuries and known to them as 
Ibrahimi (Abraham’s) Mosque.

“After the 1967 war, Israel 
began letting settlers pray in 
the Ibrahimi Mosque. Step by 
step, day by day, year by year, 
they occupied more than half 
the mosque and made that into a 
synagogue,” he said.

Vips and other muslims

In the absence of any movement 
towards a peace settlement, 
practically speaking it is hard to 
see how many foreign Muslims 
can follow the path that Gomaa, 
Jifry and their Jordanian escorts 
have indicated.

Israel’s official position is 
that all pilgrims are welcome to 
visit the mosques, churches and 
synagogues under its control, a 
policy that contrasts with Jordan’s 
ban on Jewish visitors when it 
controlled East Jerusalem from 
1948 to 1967.

tribune.com.pk

A Palestinian Plan to Attract Muslims Back to al Aqsa

Ground Zero in the battle for Jerusalem.
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ChurCh in the end times:

There is much talk going around these 
days about how unified, triumphant and 
glorious the Church will be in the end 
times right before the return of Jesus. This 
Pollyanna image of the Church is certainly 
attractive, but it does not correspond with 
what the Bible prophesies.

Apostasy

The picture of the Church in the end 
times that is portrayed in the Bible is not 
a very pretty one. For one thing, the Bible 
prophesies that the Church will be racked 
by apostasy. Jesus prophesied that “many 
will fall away” (Matt. 24:10). Likewise, 
Paul said the Anti-Christ cannot be revealed 
until “the great apostasy” takes place (II 
Thess. 2:3).

Paul reveals the source of the apostasy 
in II Timothy 3:5 — “Men will hold to 
form of religion but will deny its power.” 
The fulfillment of this prophecy began 
in the 1920’s with the ascendancy of the 
German School of Higher Criticism. This 
school of thought, which quickly swept 
American seminaries, advocated that the 
Bible should be approached like any other 
piece of literature — with a critical eye. 
The concepts of the special inspiration and 
inerrancy of the Bible were rejected. The 
Bible came to be viewed as Man’s search 
for God rather than God’s revelation to 
Man. As a human product, it was considered 

to be full of myth, legend, and superstition.

This assault on the integrity of God’s 
Word opened the floodgates of apostasy. 
Before long Christian theologians and 
ministers were laughing about the virgin 
birth of Jesus, discounting His miracles, 
casting doubt on His resurrection, and flatly 
denying His second coming.

As the uniqueness of Jesus was 
downplayed, many denominations began 
to embrace the damnable doctrine of 
Universalism. And that is where we are 
today, caught up in the midst of a gross 
apostasy which says, “Believe what you 
want. The important thing is to be sincere. 
There are many roads to God.” All of which 
makes a liar of Jesus who said: “I am the 
way, the truth and the life, no one comes 
to the Father except through Me” (John 
14:16). The result is that there are a lot of 
sincere people who are sincerely going to 
Hell.

Cultism

A second set of prophecies warn that the 
Church will be assaulted by cultic deception 
in the end times. Jesus emphasized this 
point repeatedly in His Olivet Discourse 
(Matt. 24:5, 11 & 24). And Paul underlined 
it in the strongest possible language when 
he wrote: “The Spirit explicitly says that 
in later times some will fall away from the 
faith, paying attention to deceitful spirits 
and doctrines of demons” (I Tim. 4:1).

The fulfillment of these prophecies 
began in the 19th Century with the rise 
of Mormonism and its demonic teaching 
that Jesus is the brother of Lucifer, one of 
thousands of Gods created by the super 
god, Adam, an exalted man. The Jehovah’s 
Witnesses were next on the scene with 
their perverted teaching that Jesus is the 
Archangel Michael.

This century has witnessed the rapid 
multiplication of the cults, just as 
prophesied. Today, lifelong Christians who 
do not know why they believe what they 
profess to believe are being sucked into the 
cults by the tens of thousands.

Equally appalling is the direct penetration 

of the Church by cultic doctrine. Well 
known Christian leaders are advocating 
the ancient Shamanistic practice of 
visualization as the key to prayer. Others are 
teaching one of Satan’s oldest lies — that 
those who have been born again are “little 
gods.”

The latest cultic fad is the concept of 
Satanic salvation; namely, that we do not 
owe our salvation to the blood Jesus shed 
on the Cross but rather to some imaginary 
torment which He suffered at the hands of 
Satan for three days in Hell. And then, of 
course, there is Masonry, the oldest form 
of cultic penetration of the Church, with its 
secret blood oaths, its works salvation, and 
its Universalism.

The degree of cultic penetration into the 
Church is perhaps best illustrated by two 
recent events.

Not long ago the number one rated 
“Christian” televangelist in America served 
as the main speaker for the dedication of the 
new international headquarters of the Unity 
Church. The Unity Church is a classic cult 
that teaches reincarnation and denigrates the 
uniqueness of Jesus by advocating that the 
Christ potential resides in each of us. That 
same televangelist continues to hold church 
growth seminars for the Unity Church.

Meanwhile, one of the leading 
Charismatic spokesmen in America has 
called for Christians to embrace the 
Mormons!

Church in the End Times: 
Confusion and Worldliness

Confusion

A third group of prophecies indicate that 
in the end times the Church will be assailed 
by doctrinal error. These are doctrines that 
do not damn the soul but which confuse and 
weaken the spirit.

In II Timothy 4:3-4, Paul says: “For 
the time will come when they will not 
endure sound doctrine; but wanting to have 
their ears tickled, they will accumulate  
 
 

for themselves teachers in accordance to 
their own desires and will turn away their 
ears from the truth, and will turn aside to 
myths.” There are many popular myths in 
Christendom today that either rob people of 
the power of their faith or else deceive them 
into practicing a presumptuous faith.

Among Fundamentalists there is a myth 
that God retired in the First Century and 
that with Him went all manifestations of 
the supernatural, including angels, demons, 
spiritual gifts, and miracles. Among 
Charismatics the doctrinal abuses have been 
epidemic, including the following myths:

1.Faith is to be placed in your faith and not 
in God.

2.It is always God’s will to heal.

3.The believer has the authority of Jesus.

4.It is God’s desire that believers be 
financially prosperous.

5.Believers can have what they want 
through positive confession.

The winds of doctrine (Eph. 4:14) are 
blowing through the Church at gale force and 
believers are being tossed here and there by 
the waves, all in the fulfillment of prophecy.

 Worldliness

A fourth characteristic prophesied about 
the Church in the end times is that it will be 
compromised and corrupted by worldliness. 
The prophetic picture of this worldly church 
is found in Revelation 3:14-22, where the 
church at Laodicea is described.

The seven churches depicted in 

By Dr. David R. Reagan

Dr. David R. Reagan
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ApostAsy And Cultism

Revelation 2 and 3 are symbolic of seven 
periods of church history. The church 
at Laodicea, the last to be presented, is 
representative of the type of church that 
will prevail in Christendom at the end of the 
Church Age.

The picture is a pathetic one. The Church 
is apathetic, neither hot nor cold. The apathy 
is a product of the Church’s adoption of a 
worldly attitude expressed in the words, 
“I am rich, and have become wealthy, and 
have need of nothing.” Jesus responds with a 
scathing rebuke: “You do not know that you 
are wretched and miserable and poor and 
blind and naked.”

In fulfillment of this prophecy, our churches 
today are filled with cultural Christians who 
have accepted Jesus as Savior but not as Lord. 
They are schizophrenic Christians who walk 
with one foot in the Church and the other in 
the world. They are carnal Christians who 
shout “Hallelujah!” on the weekend but who 
live like pagans during the week. They are 
greedy Christians in pursuit of health, wealth, 
and power. The Cross and its message of 
sacrifice is as offensive to them as it is to the 
world.

Judgment

Because of the apostasy, heresy, cultism, 
and worldliness that the Bible says will 
characterize the end time Church, the Bible 
prophesies that the Church will come under 
judgment. In Revelation 3:19 Jesus says 
to the church at Laodicea, “Those whom I 
love, I reprove and discipline.”

The glitzy, overindulgent church of the 
last few decades is now tasting the judgment 
of God. Sin is being exposed. Religious 
empires are being dismantled. The Lord is 
calling us from the Cadillac to the Cross. 
Through discipline, the Spirit is motivating 
us to humility, righteousness and holiness.

Judgment has begun in the House of the 
Lord, where it always begins (Ezek. 9:6 and 
I Peter 4:17). The Lord is disciplining His 
Church as a prelude to the pouring out of 
His wrath upon the world.

Church in the End Times: Hope 
and Exhortation

The Latter Rain

Is there any good news about the Church 
in prophecy? Yes, there is. The incredibly 
good news is that the Bible prophesies a 
great pouring out of God’s Spirit in the end 
times to empower those who are receptive 
to stand against the onslaught of Satan.

The prophecy is found in Joel 2:28-30. 
Because this prophecy was quoted by Peter 
in his sermon on the Day of Pentecost to 
explain the phenomenon of tongues (Acts 
2:14-21), many have assumed that it was 
fulfilled on that day. That assumption is 
erroneous.

The context before the passage (verses 
18-27) makes it clear that there will be two 
outpourings of the Spirit (the “early and 
latter rain”) and that the final outpouring 
will occur after the Jews are regathered to 
their land and re-established as a nation. 
Also, the context after the passage (verses 
31 & 32) indicates clearly that the ultimate 
fulfillment of the prophecy will occur at the 
time of the Second Coming.

We have been in the period of the “latter 
rain” ever since the re-establishment of 
the state of Israel on May 14, 1948. The 
Spirit is being poured out, and the gifts 
of the spirit are being manifest in a way 
unparalleled since the First Century. The 
praise and worship of the Tabernacle of 
David are also being restored to the Church 
to further empower it for spiritual warfare.

This great anointing of the Spirit is 
producing a remnant that is immersed in the 
Word, committed to righteousness, crucified 
to self, dedicate to prayer, surrendered 
in worship, zealous for evangelism and 
yearning for the soon return of Jesus. It is 
this remnant that will usher in the Lord’s 
return on a cloud of praise.

 www.lamblion.us  David R. Reagan is a Christian 
Bible scholar who heads Lamb and Lion Ministries. He 
also hosts a weekly show on DayStar (network).

A modern day prophecy Concerning the Church

Printed below is an excerpt from a prophecy given by the 
late Stanley Frodsham, former editor of the Pentecostal 
Evangel. The prophecy was delivered at the Elim Bible 
Institute Summer Camp Meeting in 1965.

“When i visit my people in mighty revival power, it is to prepare them 
for the darkness ahead...take heed to yourselves lest you be puffed 
up and think that you have arrived. many shall be puffed up as in the 
olden days...

listen to the messengers, but do not hold men’s persons in 
admiration. For many whom i shall anoint mightily, with signs and 
miracles, shall become lifted up and shall fall by the wayside. i do not 
do this willingly; i have made provision that they might stand. i call 
many into this ministry and equip them; but remember that many shall 
fall. they shall be like bright lights, and people shall delight in them. 
But they shall be taken over by deceiving spirits and shall lead many of 
my people away.

hearken diligently concerning these things, for in the last days shall 
come seducing spirits that shall turn many of my anointed ones away. 
many shall fall through divers lusts and because of sin abounding...

 i warn you to search the scriptures diligently concerning these last 
days, for the things that are written shall indeed be made manifest. 
there shall come deceivers among my people in increasing numbers 
who shall speak for the truth and shall gain the favor of the people. For 
the people shall examine the scriptures and say, ‘What these men say 
is true.’ then when they have gained the hearts of the people, then and 
then only shall they bring out these wrong doctrines. therefore, i say 
that you should not give your hearts to men, nor hold people’s persons 
in admiration. For by these very persons shall satan enter into my 
people. Watch for seducers!

 Be not deceived, for the deceiver will first work to gain the hearts of 
many, and then he shall bring forth his insidious doctrines. you cannot 
discern those that are of me and those that are not of me when they start to 
preach. But seek me constantly, and then when these doctrines are brought 
out you shall have a witness in your heart that these are not of me.

 the minister of righteousness shall be on this wise: his life shall agree 
with the word and his lips shall give forth that which is wholly true, and 
it will be no mixture. When the mixture appears, then you will know 
he is not a minister of righteousness. the deceivers speak first the truth 
and then error to cover their own sins which they love...

 i desire you to be firmly established in my Word and not in the 
personalities of men that you will not be moved as so many shall be 
moved... diligently inquire of me when you hear something that you have 
not seen in the Word, and do not hold people’s persons in admiration, for 
it is by this very method that satan will destroy many of my people.”

 

An interesting thing about this prophecy is that it was published in Jimmy 
Swaggart’s magazine, The Evangelist, in October 1987. Later on, the problems 
encountered in his life and ministries were to serve as a partial fulfillment of the 
prophecy.

 The message is clear. We must all be on guard spiritually. None of us is immune 
to deception. Everything must be tested by the Word. If a doctrine fails the test of 
Scripture, it is to be rejected, regardless of who is teaching it. Our trust is to be placed 
in the Word and not in men.

 We must stop chasing after men and miracles. A fixation on either will result in 
deception. False teachers can appear as angels of light. Miracles can be performed by 
the power of Satan. Our eyes are to be fixed on Jesus, and Him only. Our authority in 
all things is to be His Word.
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The biggest news story of the week, 
perhaps of the year, slipped under the 

media radar yesterday: Edna Adato of Israel 
Hayom revealed the main points of a report 
drafted by the Committee to Examine the 
State of Construction in Judea and Samaria, 
headed by retired Supreme Court Justice 
Edmond Levi. The report touches upon the 
heart of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict and 
makes sense of the matter. One can say that 
the government received permission to toss 
attorney Talia Sasson’s report on settlement 
outposts into the dustbin of history.

 Levi’s report concludes that it is incorrect 
to say that building settlements is illegal: 
“According to international law Israelis have 
the legal right to settle in all of Judea and 
Samaria, and at the very least in territories 
under Israeli control based on agreements 
with the Palestinian Authority; and therefore 
the creation of settlements in and of itself is 
not an illegal act.”

 The committee also concludes: “From 
the viewpoint of international law, statutes 
regarding the ‘occupation’ are inapplicable 
due to the special legal and historical 
circumstances regarding the decades-long 
Israeli presence in Judea and Samaria.”

 Since the 1970s, senior jurists in Israel and 
abroad have argued that Israel is completely 
within its rights to settle its citizens in Judea 
and Samaria. Among them are the President 
of the International Court of Justice in The 
Hague, Judge Stephen Schwebel; Prof. Elihu 
Lauterpacht of Cambridge University; and 

Prof. Eugene Rostow, the former Deacon 
at Yale’s school of law, all of whom, along 
with others, have voiced their clear opinions 
in regards to Israel’s just claim over Judea 
and Samaria within the historical and legal 
circumstances.

Since the Six-Day War, however, Israel 
has refrained from declaring the permanent 
status of the territories it won, excluding 
Jerusalem and the Golan Heights.

 Into this vacuum Chief Justice Aharon 
Barak and others inserted the legal paradigm 
of “Belligerent Occupation,” according to 
which military governance draws its authority 
from the rules of international law in territories 
that were won in war. The significance is that 
Israel is deemed, allegedly, to be a foreign 
occupier, and it doesn’t have the right to apply 
its sovereignty over, or to move its civilian 
population into, those territories.

Some of the measures which hostile legal 
bodies have taken against the settlement 
enterprise in Judea and Samaria stemmed 
from this perception. These measures, which 
aimed at strangling the settlement enterprise, 
received justification from the State 
Prosecutor’s Office due to its adoption of the 
Belligerent Occupation paradigm, despite the 
current government’s many objections.

If the territories aren’t occupied, the 
Left has argued over the years, they must 
be annexed, including the populations 
there. But the reality isn’t a polar one, it is 
complex. The current report recognizes an 
intermediate reality: At hand is a disputed 

territory; two entities hold it; none of the 
sides is considered an “occupier.” There is 
disagreement regarding ownership, which 
needs to be clarified through different means, 
but there is no definition of “occupation” in 
the international legal sense of the word.

A perception of Belligerent Occupation 
occurs when one country conquers the 
territories of another country. In our case, 
the last sovereign power was the British 
Mandate, which received its legitimacy from 
the League of Nations to create a national 
home for the Jews in the Land of Israel.

The Jordanian occupation was never 
recognized (aside from Britain and Pakistan), 
and Israel never conquered ‘Jordanian territory.’ 
Moreover, Jordan renounced its sovereignty 
over these territories toward the late 1980s.

Another dramatic point in the report 
is its stance on communities which 
were built without a government 
decision (“Unauthorized”). The report 
concludes that because their creation and 
development occurred with the knowledge, 
encouragement and agreement of the most 
senior government echelons, “this conduct 
must be considered to be ‘authorization.’”

Therefore, “the act of eviction from these 

communities is impractical and a different 
solution must be found, such as compensation 
or alternative land offers. For this reason the 
committee has suggested to the state that it 
refrain from carrying out demolition orders 
in these communities, which it is in essence 
responsible for creating.”

If the government adopts the report’s 
conclusions, it means that the folks working 
with Mike Blass over at the State Prosecutor’s 
Office will no longer be able to deny, in 
the state’s name, the existence of these 
communities and won’t be able to advance 
their destruction through dry legal claims.

The government has taken a great step in 
the right direction on this matter, much to 
the chagrin of the enemies of the settlement 
enterprise, and to the joy of its supporters, 
comprising most of the Jewish population in 
Israel.

Now a world war will ensue against the 
report and against Levi.

All the old arguments and slandering 
tactics will be dusted off and put to use; 
left-wing organizations will enlist the help of 
their friends from across the globe, and the 
alienated juridical elite will fight against the 
most natural thing to us as a people: the return 
to our homeland, the cradle of our nationhood.

There is no need to become over-excited; 
this is exactly what this government was 
elected for. It is the will of most of the 
people, and it is also a historical decree.

www.unitycoalitionforisrael.org 
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Israelis Have a Legal Right to Settle All Judea and Samaria

By Dror Eydar

By Edna Adato

Committee headed by retired 
Supreme Court justice, tasked 
with examining the legal status 
of outposts, concludes that 
international law does not preclude 
Israeli construction on land 
owned by the state • Committee 
declares that communities built 
with government assistance were 
implicitly authorized. 

Retired Supreme Court Justice 
Edmond Levi, who heads a 

committee tasked with examining 
the legality of Jewish construction 
in Judea and Samaria, declared on 
Tuesday that Israelis have a legal 
right to settle the region. 

“According to international 
law, Israelis have a legal right to 
settle all of Judea and Samaria, 
at the very least the lands that 
Israel controls under agreements 
with the Palestinian Authority,” 
Levy stated. “Therefore, 
the establishment of Jewish 
settlements [in Judea and Samaria] 
is, in itself, not illegal.” 

The committee was established 
by Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu in efforts to determine 
and cement the legal status of the 
outposts in Judea and Samaria, 
with an emphasis on communities 
that were not built on privately 
owned Palestinian land but their 
status was still in doubt due to 
legal bureaucracy. 

The committee issued its report on 
Tuesday, which was subsequently 

handed over to Attorney-General 
Yehuda Weinstein. In the report, 
Levy wrote that “upon completing 
the committee’s tasks, and 
considering the testimonies heard, 
the basic conclusion is that from an 
international law perspective, the 
laws of ‘occupation’ do not apply 
to the unique historic and legal 
circumstances surrounding Israel’s 
decades-long presence in Judea and 
Samaria.” 

“Likewise,” the report said, 
“the Fourth Geneva Convention 
[relative to the Protection of 
Civilian Persons in Time of War] 
on the transfer of populations does 
not apply, and wasn’t intended 
to apply to communities such 
as those established by Israel in 
Judea and Samaria.” 

In the part of the report that 
criticizes Israel’s actions, the 
retired justice wrote that “dozens 
of new neighborhoods have been 
erected, without government 
authorization and at times without 
a contiguous link to the mother 
community. Several were built 
outside the legal jurisdiction allotted 
to the community. This prevalent 
phenomenon has required large 
amounts of funding therefore the 
committee finds it hard to believe 
that it was done without the 
government’s knowledge.” 

In conclusion, the report 
stated that “we have discovered 
a phenomenon within the Israeli 
settlement enterprise in Judea and 

Samaria that does not befit a country 
that upholds the rule of law. From 
now on, it must be made very clear 
to the proponents of the settlement 
enterprise and to the political 
echelon that they are to operate 
only within the confines of the law, 
and the various law enforcement 
institutions must decisively enforce 
the law in the future.”

The committee’s recommendations 
include the following: The 
government must clarify its 
position on the issue of Israeli 
settlement in Judea and Samaria to 
prevent varying interpretations of 
its policy; a new community will 
only be built after the government 
or an authorized ministerial 
committee has approved it; the 
expansion of a community outside 
the bounds of its authorized 
jurisdiction must first be 
approved by the defense minister 
or a ministerial committee on 
settlements, in coordination with 
the prime minister. 

On the other hand, the committee 
declared that the encouragement 
provided by the government to the 
settlement enterprise constituted 
authorization. According to the 
committee, communities that 
were built on land owned by the 
state, or privately owned Israeli 
land, with the help of government 
bodies could not be classified as 
“unauthorized” due to the absence 
of an official government decision 
to authorize them. The very 

assistance provided by 
the government in their 
establishment constitutes 
implicit authorization. 

Under these 
circumstances, the 
report concluded, the 
evacuation of such 
communities would 
be impractical and 
another solution, such 
as compensation or 
land swap, should 
be implemented. 
Therefore, the 
committee recommends 
in its report, the 
government should 
avoid issuing 
demolition orders for 
these communities 
because it is the 
government itself that 
created this situation in 
the first place. 

Another recommendation 
was that the government should 
speed up the examination of the 
communities whose status isn’t 
defined. The committee suggested 
that the government define 
these disputed communities’ 
status in terms of evacuations 
or demolitions only after a 
thorough investigation and a 
full legal proceeding. In order 
to ease the lives of the residents, 
the committee suggested the 
establishment of special courts in 
Judea and Samaria specifically to 

settle land disputes. 

To prevent uncertainty and to 
promote stability, the committee 
encouraged Israelis and 
Palestinians to record their land 
purchases within an agreed upon 
time frame of between four and 
five years, after which anyone 
who did not complete the process 
would lose rights to property. The 
committee further proposed that 
Israelis would only be allowed 
to purchase land in Judea and 
Samaria under the auspices of an 
authorized body.

www.israelhayom.com

Retired Justice Levy rules that it is not illegal to settle 

in Judea and Samaria

Supreme Court Justice Edmond Levi
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For Iran, Sanctions Are 
a Price Worth Paying to 
Preserve the Islamic Republic 
Hadi Kahalzadeh and John Schiemann

Sanctions against Iran are predicated on 
a “rational actor model” in which the 

West hopes Iran’s leaders will eventually 
find it in their own interests to give up 
their nuclear program. But for Iran’s 
leaders, ideological and security concerns 
trump economic ones. In the eyes of the 
Iranian leadership, the “struggle against 
imperialism,” one of the Islamic Republic’s 
founding myths, is of far more importance 
than losing even billions of dollars.

To supreme leader Ali Khamenei, 
continuation of its nuclear program and 
pursuance of its regional ambitions are key 
to the regime’s long-term security. With 
Iran and the West playing different games, a 
peaceful resolution in the near future seems 
very unlikely. 

The latest wave of sanctions against Iran 
comes into effect today. Such measures 
are largely predicated on a “rational actor 
model” in which the west hopes Iran’s 
leaders will eventually find it in their 
own interests to give up their nuclear 
programme. The problem with such a 
strategy is not that Iran’s leaders are 
irrational but that such a game only works 
if the west knows how Iran evaluates costs 
and benefits and the options Iran believes it 
has available.

After the failure of previous sanctions, 
the west has imposed a new set of much 
tougher sanctions while Iran has adopted 
a more assertive stance vis-a-vis the west, 
stating that it will respond to economic 
and military threats with its “own threats”. 
Why, then, has Iran failed to respond to 
international pressure?

According to the basic sanctions 
model, the target of sanctions will alter its 
behaviour in the desired direction when 
the costs of defiance become greater 
than its perceived costs of compliance. 
Yet despite Iran’s reliance on oil, the 
structural weakness of its economy, and 
deep economic costs such as the sharp rise 
in inflation, negative economic growth and 
increasing unemployment, it has failed to 
bend. This should prompt policymakers 
to ask how Iran evaluates the costs of 
sanctions and defying the west.

First, for Iran’s leaders, ideological and 
security concerns trump economic ones: 
the security of the ruling class and being 
seen as protecting the Islamic Republic’s 
founding myths.

The regime has emphasised three central 
myths since its creation in 1979 – “Islamic 
justice”, “divine rule” and the “struggle 
against imperialism” – all of which are 
essential for maintaining its power and 
legitimacy. Hence, in the eyes of the Iranian 
leadership, any damage to these myths is 
of far more importance than, for example, 
losing even billions of dollars.

Second, the west and Iran do not share 
an understanding of what the goals of the 
sanctions actually are. The goal of the west 
is to prevent Iran from becoming a nuclear 
power but that would only succeed if its 
existing leaders switched policies or were 
replaced by new, more accommodating, 
leaders as a result of internal pressure. In 
the latter case, the economic sanctions 
would supposedly increase discontent 
among the middle class and so revive 

protest activity.

For its part, Iran believes that the goal 
of sanctions is to prevent the spread of 
the Iranian model in the region and to 
demonstrate to the world that the Islamic 
Republic is a failed model not to be 
emulated by Arab revolutionaries. Thus, 
according to the strategic thinking of the 
west, Iran is being pushed into a corner 
where it must choose between preservation 
of the regime and the continuation of 
its nuclear programme together with its 
regional ambitions.

Rationally, Iran will choose the 
preservation of the regime. In the eyes of 
supreme leader Ali Khamenei, however, 
continuation of its nuclear programme 
and pursuance of its regional ambitions 
constitute that preservation of the regime. 
He believes that promotion of the Iranian 
model in the Middle East is the key to the 
regime’s long-term security and so external 
pressure from sanctions is tolerable in the 
short term.

Given this view, Tehran believes it must 
wait patiently for an inter-related set of 
changes that ultimately favour it. Iran 
sees an economic crisis that increasingly 
cripples the west. Also, Iran may believe 
itself to be close enough to join the nuclear 
club already – that it will soon reach the 
point where circumstances radically shift in 
its favour.

Sanctions also play into Khamenei’s 
efforts to consolidate his power and justify 
internal suppression. Hence, Iran may 
actually view sanctions not as a cost, but 
as a benefit. Iran can – and does – point to 
sanctions as the suffering it bears in its role 
as the standard bearer of resistance in the 
Islamic world against what it regards as US 
imperialism.

On this view, the Islamic Republic 
is a model to be emulated by Arab 
revolutionaries, the successful export of 
which only further legitimises the three 
founding myths of the regime. Sanctions 
are therefore an economic investment 
with short-term costs that will pay large 
dividends in the long term.

Iran is not playing chess, no matter how 
much the US and the EU might wish it to be 
so. With Iran and the west playing different 
games, a peaceful resolution in the near 
future seems very unlikely.

Hadi Kahalzadeh is a visiting scholar at 
Fairleigh Dickinson University. John Schiemann 
is chair of the department of social sciences and 
history at Fairleigh Dickinson. (Guardian-UK 
www.guardian.co.uk

What happens when Iran 
strikes back?

How would 
Iranians respond 

to an Israeli strike 
against their nuclear 
infrastructure? This 
prediction matters 
greatly, affecting 
not just Jerusalem’s 

decision but also how much other states 
work to impede an Israeli strike.

Analysts generally offer up best-case 
predictions for policies of deterrence and 
containment (some commentators even 
go so far as to welcome an Iranian nuclear 
capability) while forecasting worst-case 
results from a strike. They foresee Tehran 
doing everything possible to retaliate, such 
as kidnapping, terrorism, missile attacks, 
naval combat and closing the Strait of 
Hormuz. This, despite two facts: neither of 
Israel’s prior strikes against enemy states 
building nuclear weapons, Iraq in 1981 and 
Syria in 2007, prompted retaliation; and a 
review the Islamic Republic of Iran’s history 
since 1979 points to “a more measured 
and less apocalyptic — if still sobering 
— assessment of the likely aftermath of a 
preventive strike.”

Those are the words of Michael 
Eisenstadt and Michael Knights of the 
Washington Institute for Near Eastern 
Policy, who provide an excellent guide to 
possible scenarios in Beyond Worst-Case 
Analysis: Iran’s Likely Responses to an 
Israeli Preventive Strike. Their survey 
of Iranian behaviour over the past three 
decades leads them to anticipate that three 
main principles would likely shape and 
limit Tehran’s response to an Israeli strike: 
an insistence on reciprocity, a caution not 
to gratuitously make enemies, and a wish to 
deter further Israeli (or American) strikes.

The mullahs face serious limits on their 

ability to retaliate, including military 
weakness and a pressing need not to 
make yet more external enemies. These 
guidelines in place, Eisenstadt and 
Knights consider eight possible Iranian 
actions, which must be assessed while 
keeping in mind the alternative — namely, 
apocalyptic Islamists controlling nuclear 
weapons:

Terrorist attacks on Israeli, Jewish and 
U.S. targets: Likely, but inflicting limited 
destruction.

Kidnapping U.S. citizens, especially in 
Iraq: Likely, useful but limited in impact, 
as in the 1980s in Lebanon.

Attacks on Americans in Iraq and 
Afghanistan: Very likely, especially via 
proxies, but inflicting limited destruction.

Missile strikes on Israel. Likely: A few 

missiles from Iran get through Israeli 
defences, leading to casualties likely in 
the low hundreds; missiles from Hezbollah 
limited in number due to domestic 
Lebanese considerations. Unlikely: Hamas 
getting involved, having already distanced 
itself from Tehran. Overall, missile attacks 
are unlikely to do devastating damage.

Attacks on other neighbouring states: 
Likely: terrorism, because deniable. 
Unlikely: missile strikes, for Tehran does 
not want to make more enemies.

Clashes with the U.S. Navy: Likely: but, 
given the balance of power, does limited 
damage.

Covertly mining the Strait of Hormuz: 
Likely, causing a run-up in energy prices.

Attempted closing of the Strait of 
Hormuz: Unlikely: difficult to achieve 
and potentially too damaging to Iranian 
interests, for the country needs that same 
strait for commerce.

The authors also consider three potential 
side effects of an Israeli strike. Yes, Iranians 
might rally to their government in the 
immediate aftermath of a strike. But in the 
longer term, Tehran “could be criticized for 
handling the nuclear dossier in a way that 
led to military confrontation.” The so-called 
Arab street is perpetually predicted to rise up 
in response to outside military attack, but it 
never does; likely unrest among the Shi’a of 
the Persian Gulf would be counterbalanced by 
the many Arabs quietly cheering the Israelis. 
As for leaving the Nuclear Nonproliferation 
Treaty and starting an overt crash nuclear 
weapons program, while “a very real 
possibility,” the more the Iranians retaliate, the 
harder they will find it to obtain the parts for 
such a program.

In all, these dangers are unpleasant but not 
cataclysmic, manageable not devastating. 

Eisenstadt and Knights expect a short phase 
of high-intensity Iranian response, to be 
followed by a “protracted low intensity 
conflict that could last for months or even 
years” — much as already exists between 
Iran and Israel. An Israeli preventive strike, 
they conclude, while a “high-risk endeavor 
carrying a potential for escalation in the 
Levant or the Gulf … would not be the 
apocalyptic event some foresee.”

This convincing analysis confirms 
that the danger of nuclear weapons in 
Iranian hands far exceeds the danger of 
eliminating those weapons before they 
come into existence.

Daniel Pipes is president of the Middle East Forum 

and Taube distinguished visiting fellow at the Hoover 

Institution of Stanford University. 

www.todaysclic.com

By Daniel Pipes

Iranian Leader Ali Khamenei

Iran continues to upgrade missile program with Russia’s help
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Was Yasser Arafat killed by radioactive poison?

Body of former Palestinian leader may 
be exhumed after polonium is found on 
clothes

Palestinian officials raised the prospect 
of exhuming Yasser Arafat’s body 

yesterday after a Swiss laboratory said 
it had discovered an “unexplained” level 
of the radioactive element polonium on 
personal belongings of the late President. 

The discovery during a nine-month 
investigation by the Arab satellite channel 
Al-Jazeera could prove the most plausible 
evidence yet to fuel long-standing but 
uncorroborated rumours among many 
Palestinians that Yasser Arafat was 
poisoned. 

The potentially deadly element – the same 
one blamed for the 2006 death in London 
of the former Russian spy Alexander 
Litvinenko – was discovered among 
personal effects, including clothes and a 
toothbrush, given to the network by Suha 
Arafat, the late Palestinian leader’s widow. 

Mrs Arafat, who refused to allow an 
autopsy when her husband died in a Paris 
hospital in November 2004, said yesterday 
she would be asking for an exhumation, 
telling Al-Jazeera: “We must go further and 
exhume Yasser Arafat’s body to reveal the 
truth to the Muslim and Arab world.” 

And a statement issued by the office of 
the Palestinian President, Mahmoud Abbas, 
Arafat’s successor, said: “The Palestinian 
Authority was and remains fully prepared 
to co-operate and to provide all the facilities 
needed to reveal the real causes that led to 
the death of the late President.” 

While the statement stopped short of 
explicitly promising an exhumation, it 
added: “There are no religious or political 
reasons that preclude research on this 
issue, including an examination of the late 
President by a reliable national medical 
body, upon request and approval by his 
family.” 

The report is likely to trigger fresh 
speculation over the cause of Arafat’s death 

and the three-week illness that preceded 
it after his doctors announced he was 
suffering from “flu”. 

It explained that the samples of 
polonium-210 were from belongings 
procured from Suha Arafat –including 
the Fatah founder’s underwear and his 
trademark keffiyeh – and stained with his 
blood, sweat, saliva and urine. The report 
said it found that alternative explanations 
for the death – including that he had cancer, 
cirrhosis of the liver or Aids – were untrue. 

François Bochud, director of the 
Institute of Radiation Physics in Lausanne, 
Switzerland, which made the discovery, 
suggested that an exhumation might 
establish whether Arafat was poisoned. 
He told Associated Press: “What we can 
say is that we have an unexplained level of 
polonium, so this clearly goes toward the 
hypothesis of a poisoning, but our results 
are clearly not a proof of any poisoning.” 

www.belfasttelegraph.co.uk

By Donald Macintyre

Yasser Arafat was poisoned in 2004 with 
polonium, a dangerous radioactive 

substance, a Swiss laboratory concluded and 
Al Jazeera reported this week. Arafat’s wife, 
Suha, literally went through his clothes and 
underwear to find loose change to prove her 
husband was poisoned. Now she has called 
on the Palestinian Authority to exhume her 
husband’s body from the mausoleum in 
Ramallah.

What is her motive? She told Al Jazeera 
she seeks to enhance Arafat’s “great legacy. 
[This will] glorify more his legacy, will get 
people to go more into his footsteps, not 
giving up the land….But his legacy…will 
be more and more as a great leader from 
our century, one of the great leaders of all 
the world. This will intensify this down-to-
earth, lovable, humble person.”

Such a eulogy is surely expected from 
a wife who, according to some reports, 
absconded with hundreds of millions of 
dollars of aid money deposited in the 
Palestinian accounts to which she had 
signing powers.

But make no mistake. Yasser Arafat was a 

murderous, genocidal, 
diabolical, duplicitous 
sexual deviant who 
died at the age of 
75. He was despised 
by Arab and Israeli 
alike. Syria’s Hafez 
Assad tried to jail 
him. King Hussein 
of Jordan once said 
of Arafat, “He never 
came to a bridge he 
didn’t double-cross.” 
And Egypt’s Hosni 
Mubarak considered 
him a cur.

On August 30, 1982, 
I stood on the roof of 
a warehouse in Beirut 
port in a forward IDF 
position and watched 
the evacuation of 
Arafat and his fighters. 
Firing volleys of 
victory “fantasia” 
rounds into the air, 

the terrorists drove past US Marine sentries 
protecting their departure. From our perch, 
meter-long camera lenses recorded every 
face, so it’s easy to believe the reports that 
Israeli snipers had Arafat in their cross-
hairs. But Prime Minister Begin reportedly 
gave the order for the snipers to stand down. 
Over the years of intifadas and suicide 
bombings I often regretted his decision.

In the rogues gallery of the 21st Century, 
he certainly ranks with Osama Bin Laden 
for pure malevolence and blood thirst.

Lest we forget, the body lying in the 
elaborate Ramallah crypt belonged to an 
evil man who commanded brigades of 
terrorists that mowed down or blew up 
thousands of innocent civilians in Israel 
and across Europe. He ordered the murder 
of Israel’s Olympic athletes in 1972. In 
1973, he gave the orders to execute three 
diplomats (two American, one Belgian) 
in Khartoum, Sudan. He ordered the 
massacres of Christians in Lebanon. He 
mocked the United Nations when he 
showed up with a pistol on his hip in 1974. 

He embraced Ayatollah Khomeini and the 
Iranian revolution in 1979. And he was 
behind the massive arms smuggling attempt 
on board the Karin A in 2002.

When it came to the peace process, he 
spoke with a venomous forked tongue, 
beguiling gullible Westerners with 
promises of peace while inciting jihad 
against the Jews in his Arabic declarations. 
His promises to cancel the genocidal 
“Palestinian Charter” were never carried 
out.

I was in the auditorium in Cairo in 1994 
when Arafat and Yitzhak Rabin were 
supposed to sign the Oslo II Accords under 
President Hosni Mubarak’s sponsorship. 
Arafat pretended to put his signature on the 
document, but an observant Israeli team 
saw that he had faked it. “Ya kalb!” (“You 
dog”), Mubarak shouted, and he demanded 
that Arafat come back and sign.

Is this the legacy of a “great leader?” Or 
is this the next myth the Palestinian people 
want to perpetuate, along with the Nakba, 
the UNRWA-perpetuating tale of millions 
of refugees, and the denial of Jewish ties 
to Eretz Yisrael? (Arafat, after all, told 
President Bill Clinton that there never was a 
Jewish Temple in Jerusalem.)

Murder by poison is as legendary as it 
gets (Socrates, Napoleon, and Snow White 
come to mind), especially since polonium 
can only be produced in an advanced 
radioactive research center. Russia used the 
poison to kill a dissident six years ago.

Less romantic and mythical, however, is 
the more likely cause of Arafat’s death – 
AIDS.

Arafat’s sexual proclivities have been 
an open secret for years. The former head 
of Rumanian intelligence, Lt. Gen. Ion 
Mihai Pacepa , disclosed in his book “Red 
Horizons,” that one of his officers reported, 
“the ‘Fedayee’ [Arafat’s code name] is in 
his bedroom making love to his bodyguard. 
The one I knew was his latest lover. He’s 
playing tiger again. The officer monitoring 
his microphones connected me live with the 
bedroom, and the squawling almost broke 
my eardrums. Arafat was roaring like a 
tiger, and his lover yelping like a hyena.”

In an in-depth 1976 biography of Arafat, 
writer Thomas Kiernan chronicled the life 
of a young Arafat in Cairo. When Arafat 
discovered his girlfriend, Jinan al-Oraby, 
was friendly with the daughters of the 
Harkabis, an Egyptian Jewish family, he 
arranged for the murder of their father. 
When Jinan expressed sorrow for her 
friends, “Yasser went into a rage… he 
proceeded to beat me, tearing my clothes 
off…he threw himself on me… He tried to 
penetrate me, but he could not do so. This 
made him even more irrational.”

Kiernan also relates Arafat’s relationship 
with a boy, Ahmed, whose parents ended 
up on the Israeli side of the border after the 
1948 war. An associate of Arafat’s related, 
“Yasser tried to get the boy to publicly 
denounce his parents…Yasser really loved 
the boy. He was delicate, sensitive, like a 
flower. He was very much a part of Yasser’s 
inner circle – four of five boys who lived in 
the same place, and well, you can imagine 
what I mean.”

Kiernan continued: Arafat held a “kind 
of formal hearing for the boy” because of 
his refusal to denounce his parents. “Arafat 
sobbed and sobbed as [a young associate] 
proceeded to castrate the boy. The next day 
the boy was dead.”

After Arafat’s death, his personal 
physician admitted in a TV interview that 
his patient died of AIDS.

Today, Suha Arafat and the Palestinian 
leadership are demanding an international 
tribunal to investigate Arafat’s death 
comparable to the tribunal established after 
the bombing death of Lebanon’s Rafik Hariri.

Their worship of Arafat as a hero and 
martyr reflects just how delusional Suha 
and some members of the Palestinian 
leadership have become.

The chemical element polonium was 
discovered and named by Marie Curie in 
honor of her country of origin, Poland. But 
perhaps it should be named for Polonius of 
“Hamlet” fame who could look at Suha’s 
attempt to lionize Arafat and warn, “Though 
this be madness, yet there is method in it.”

blogs.timesofisrael.com

For the Palestinians’ sake, it’s time to kill off Arafat

Rewriting the 
Arafat Story
Alex Fishman 

Ahmad Jibril, the head of the Popular 
Front and an Arafat rival, said that 

top PLO officials told him that Arafat 
died of AIDS.

In Israel as well, intelligence officials 
estimated that he died of AIDS or of 
another infection that prompted his 
bodily systems to collapse.

On the eve of his death, Arafat 
was perceived by Israel’s defense 
establishment as a first-rate public 
relations asset: He was unstable, 
confused, isolated in his headquarters 
and not functioning well.

At that point, Israel had no interest in 
assassinating him.

www.ynetnews.com

Yasser Arafat during a pilgrimage to Mecca 
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Jewish Woman Rescued from Arab Village After 28 Years
A dramatic rescue takes a 

Jewish woman and her two 
young children out of the clutches 
of a brutal Palestinian Authority 
Arab husband with whom she 
lived for 28 years.

The anti-missionary Yad 
L’Achim organization, which also 
works on behalf of Jewish women 
trapped in relationships with 
Arabs, revealed the extraordinary 
story, after “Dinah, the daughter 
of Leah,” was safely back among 
Jews.

Dinah was born in the mixed 
Arab-Jewish city of Lod 48 years 
ago but became estranged from 
her family during an emotional 
crisis, which led her to a 
relationship with an Arab man.

Since then, she was declared 
as missing, and her family did 

not know whether she was dead 
or alive. At one point, Israeli 
authorities mistakenly thought 
they had identified her in a 
morgue.

She lived with her husband in a 
Palestinian Authority Arab village 
in the area of Tulkarm, east of 
Netanya. She said her husband 
traumatized her and once tied her 
to a tree for 13 hours, without 
food or water The husband said 
he wanted “everyone to see 
what will happen to you” if she 
were to leave the house without 
permission.

Three weeks ago, ties were 
suddenly re-established with her 
family, which finally had a sign 
that Dinah was still alive. They 
contacted Yad L’Achim officials, 
who were given her telephone 

number and other personal 
information that enabled them to 
go into action to rescue her.

When they first got in touch 
with Dinah, she begged them, 
“Get me back to my homeland.”

With the help of Interior 
Minister Eli Yishai and the IDF, 
special permits were prepared for 
Dinah and her children to cross the 
checkpoint near Tulkarm after the 
rescue, which was carried out in 
strict secrecy.

This past Sunday evening, her 
husband gave Dinah 12 shekels 
to travel with her two children in 
a taxi to a clinic for medical care 
Monday morning.

In a pre-arranged scheme, she 
and her children got out of the 
cab shortly after it left the village 

and hurriedly got into a rescue 
vehicle that Yad L’Achim sent, 
with advance permission from 
a senior IDF officer. Soldiers at 
the checkpoint had been alerted 
to allow the vehicle to enter the 
Palestinian Authority for the 
rescue operation.

During the journey of nearly 
an hour to the checkpoint, Yad 
L’Achim instructed its workers 
to stop what they were doing and 
say Psalms for the safe return of 
Dinah.

The rescue vehicle returned to 
the checkpoint, and the soldiers 
confirmed they saw the mother 
and her two children in the rescue 
vehicle.

Once past the checkpoint, the 
vehicle stopped, and Dinah burst 
into tears, along with the soldiers.

The children begged her, 
“Mommy, promise us you never 
will go back there again.”

One of Dinah’s first actions was 
to take off her Muslim garb and 
tell Yad L’Achim officials, “Throw 
them in the trash can.”

The organizations’ social 
workers are treating her and she 
is staying at a secret location in 
central Israel, after having made 
contact with her family.

She filed a complaint with 
police against her Arab husband’s 
brutality. Police said they doubted 
that Palestinian Authority police 
would take any action against him 
but added that if he steps one foot 
beyond the checkpoint, he will be 
arrested.

www.virtualjerusalem.com

Selective 
Censure or 
Something 
More Sinister

Imagine tucking your kids into bed each 
night wondering if your neighbors in the 

next town are going to send a rocket your 
way while they sleep? Or imagine hugging 
your children as you send them off to 
school each morning wondering if a rocket 
will explode on top of them before they get 
there?

Citizens of Southern Israel don’t need 
to imagine these scenarios; they have been 
experiencing them day after day for years 
now. The neighbors, in their case, are 
hardcore Hamas terrorists who deliberately 
time their attacks to catch children out in 
the open on their way to or from school. It 
takes a mere 15 seconds for a rocket fired 
from Gaza to reach the Israeli communities 
on the other side of the Gaza fence. 

And can you imagine what would 
happen if the battleground wasn’t Israel but 
Niagara Falls, and the neighbors were not 
Israelis and Palestinians but Canadians and 
Americans living a stone’s throw, or rocket 
launch, from each other? Niagara Falls was 
featured prominently on T.V recently when 
Nick Wallenda, the tightrope daredevil (a 
misnomer in this case since he is a devout 
Christian), walked a tightrope from America 

to Canada across the Niagara Gorge in a 
mere 25 minutes. He was cheered on by 
thousands on both sides of the river while 
another estimated 400 million around the 
world watched live by television. 

The Longest Border between Friends

The continent-wide border between 
Canada and America is often referred to as 
the world’s longest border between friends, 
but how long would this friendship last 
if Canadians began launching rockets at 
Americans on the other side of the Niagara 
River? And how long would American 
authorities sit on their hands while injuries 
and deaths were mounting among the good 
citizens of Niagara Falls, USA? 

We all know the answer.…

One wonders, then, why the journalists 
of the world seemingly experience writer’s 
cramp where daily Palestinian atrocities 
against Israelis are concerned.  And why 
the double standard practiced by mainline 
church groups who repeatedly call for 
boycotts against Israeli products but have 
little to say about the rocket or terror attacks 
against Israel perpetrated on behalf of the 
Palestinians. And why single out Israel for 
censure while brutality reigns supreme in 
Egypt, Libya, Syria and a hundred other 
places? How readily these complainers turn 
a blind eye where attacks or threats against 
Israelis are concerned. Yet how quickly they 
rush to punish Israel by calling for boycotts 
of Israeli products? 

One can understand the jaundiced 
reporting of certain media outlets, 
but the actions of so-called Christian 
denominations is another matter. Witness 
the ongoing anti-Semitic antics of the 
Church of England, or the repeated calls 
for boycotts of Israeli products, as practiced 
by the Methodists, Presbyterians and others 
reported on P6. 

Attacks against Israel have been going 
on for years and years, and by any measure 
Israel has shown incredible restraint as 
she tries to survive in one of the world’s 
toughest neighborhoods. Why then all this 
hostility against Jews? 

The Struggle to Understand Anti-
Semitism

A Jewish leader came to see me recently 
hoping I could help him understand this 
rampant hostility and, more specifically, 
why the animosity that seems to exist in 
certain quarters of The United Church 

of Canada (see p6). He also came to ask 
if I could offer suggestions on how best 
to confront it. I explained that within 
these mainline denominations there are 
many good people – perhaps the vast 
majority - who find these anti-Semitic 
trends abhorrent. Unfortunately, there are 
others who understand only too well that 
if you can control the structure and voting 
process, you can often determine the 
desired outcome and advance your own 
hateful agenda. Point: Annual conferences 
or synods are venues where hundreds 
who have voting privileges, including 
professional staff, ultimately decide for 
thousands who do not.

My advice to the Jewish leader was to 
have his community push back as hard 
as they could and as loudly as possible 
by accusing the writers and proponents 
of boycott motions of being selective in 
their censure of Israel while ignoring other 
blatant and brutal assaults on the innocent 
among Israel’s neighbors in places like 
Egypt and Syria. How about a Western 
boycott of Egyptian tourism because of 
the way they are treating Coptic Christians 
there, for example? 

Thank goodness nine Canadian senators, 
all members of the United Church, have 
signed a letter condemning the call for a 
boycott as being one-sided: “It’s baffling” 
they wrote, ”that aside from passing a 
request that all parties reject violence –
the Church’s proposal does not mention 
a single expectation of the Palestinians 
in its recommendations. To put it bluntly, 
the Church cannot maintain credibility in 
criticizing Israeli policies while relieving 
the Palestinian leadership of its own duty to 
advance peace.”

Well said, more than timely, and a 
reminder once again that those who live in 
glass houses shouldn’t throw stones. 

rev. dr. John tweedie is the Managing 
Editor of Israel and Christians Today.

By Rev. Dr. John Tweedie

Last month, Egyptians elected 
Mohammed Morsi of the Muslim 
Brotherhood as the first democratically 
elected president of Egypt since the ouster 
of Hosni Mubarak.  

According to Al Wafd, Badi said Muslims 
must enable the displaced [Palestinians] to 
“return to their homes.” 

“The Jews had gathered from the diaspora 
on behalf of an alleged, illusory right, and 
established their state on the sanctities of 
the [Palestinian] nation,” Badi is reported to 
have said.  

According to a profile of the group by 
the Israel Project, the Muslim Brotherhood 
opposes secular tendencies of Islamic 
nations and wants return to the precepts of 
the Koran. It rejects Western influences and 
values. The organization’s motto is: “Allah 
is our objective. The Prophet is our leader. 
Quran is our law. Jihad is our way. Dying 
in the way of Allah is our highest hope.”

Establishing a state based on Islamic law 
(Shariah) is at the center of the Muslim 
Brotherhood’s ideology, both in Egypt and 
among the group’s many offshoots abroad. 

Though the Muslim Brotherhood is now 
viewed by some as more moderate than 
groups such as al-Qaida, messages delivered 
by the group’s leaders have made clear 
the Brotherhood remains committed to 
militancy. In September 2010, Muhammad 
Badi gave a sermon in which he said, “The 
improvement and change that the [Muslim] 
nation seeks can only be attained through 
jihad and sacrifice and by raising a jihadi 
generation that pursues death, just as the 
enemies pursue life.”

The group’s 2007 political platform says, 
“Islam is the official state religion and that 
Shariah is the main source for legislation.” 
The platform also calls for “revising” the 
peace treaty with Israel.Meanwhile, Iran’s 
Majlis Speaker Ali Larijani has described 
the West and the Israeli regime as the 
major sources of oppression in the current 
era, saying that time has come for their 
existence to end, Iran’s Press TV reported.

“Today, the time has come for the 
disappearance of the West and the Zionist 
regime, which are two dark spots in the 
present era, from the face of the universe,” 
Larijani said in a Thursday conference in 
Tehran commemorating the anniversary of 
the birth of Shia Islam’s 12th imam mahdi.

www.israelhayom.com

Continued from page 2

John Tweedie
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Does Bible Prophecy Foretell The Destruction 
Of Damascus?

Earlier this year, a prominent Member 
of Congress asked to meet with me 

in Washington, D.C. I thought the topic 
was going to be the possible coming war 
between Israel and Iran. Instead, the official 
asked, “What are your thoughts on Isaiah 
17?” For much of the next hour, therefore, 
we discussed the coming judgment of 
Damascus according to Bible prophecy, and 
how this scenario could possibly unfold in 
the coming years in relation to other Bible 
prophecies and current geopolitical trends 
in the Middle East. Here is a brief summary 
of what I said.

There are actually two key Biblical 
prophecies that explain that at unspecified 
time in the future, the city of Damascus will 
be completely destroyed — judged by God 
— and will not be inhabited again.

* Isaiah 17:1-3 — “The oracle concerning 
Damascus. ‘Behold, Damascus is about 
to be removed from being a city and will 
become a fallen ruin. The cities of Aroer are 
forsaken; they will be for flocks to lie down 
in, and there will be no one to frighten 
them. The fortified city will disappear 
from Ephraim, and sovereignty from 
Damascus….’”

* Jeremiah 49:23-27 — “Concerning 
Damascus. ‘Hamath and Arpad are put to 
shame, for they have heard bad news; they 
are disheartened. There is anxiety by the 
sea, it cannot be calmed. Damascus has 
become helpless; she has turned away to 
flee, and panic has gripped her; distress 
and pangs have taken hold of her like 
a woman in childbirth. How the city of 
praise has not been deserted, the town of 
My joy! Therefore, her young men will 
fall in her streets, and all the men of war 
will be silenced in that day,’ declares the 
Lord of hosts. ’I will set fire to the wall of 
Damascus, and it will devour the fortified 
towers of Ben-hadad.’”

These prophecies have not yet been 
fulfilled. Damascus is one of the oldest 
continuously inhabited cities on earth. It 
has been attacked, besieged, and conquered. 
But Damascus has never been completely 
destroyed and left uninhabited. Yet that is 
exactly what the Bible says will happen. 
The context of Isaiah 17 and Jeremiah 
49 are a series of End Times prophecies 
dealing with God’s judgments on Israel’s 
neighbors and enemies leading up to — and 
through — the Tribulation.

How exactly will Damascus be 
destroyed? When will exactly it be 
destroyed? What will that look like, and 
what will be the implications for the rest 
of Syria, for Israel and for the region? The 
honest answer is that the Bible does not 
say. I’m currently writing a novel entitled, 
The Damascus Countdown, that envisions 

how these prophecies could come to pass. 
This will be the third and last in the novel 
series that includes The Twelfth Imam 
and The Tehran Initiative (both out now 
in paperback and ebook). Lord willing, 
I will finish the manuscript by the first 
week of August (it’s about 90% finished 
already) and it will release early next year 
(probably in March). In the meantime, 
I am tracking events in Damascus and 
Syria very closely [i.e,, see blog posts: 
“Will Syria Implode?”; “More than 
1,000 Syrian leaders attend premiere 
of Damascus film”]. I am also praying 
much for the Lord Jesus Christ to 
have mercy on the people of that great 
city. The innocent blood shed by the 
Assad regime is reprehensible, and 
heart-breaking and is setting the stage 
for a terrible judgment. The believers 
in Christ there are being horribly 
persecuted, but some are still boldly 
preaching the Gospel and teaching the 
Word of God. Let’s pray that they reach 
all of the people of Damascus and Syria 
before the judgment comes.

50 YEARS AGO THIS WEEK, 
THE SUPREME COURT BANNED 
PRAYER IN SCHOOL: Has that 
served our children well?

On June 25, 1962, the Supreme Court 
ruled that government-endorsed prayer 
in school — even if it’s voluntary — 
is unconstitutional. Fifty years later, 
do we still believe that driving God, 
prayer, and the Bible out of public schools 
has served our children well?

“The ongoing contention started when 
Steven Engel, a Jewish New Yorker, came 
together with other parents in 1958 to sue 
New York State over state-endorsed prayer 
that was being recited in schools,” notes one 
news story. “The Supreme Court inevitably 
sided with Engel and the decision was 
issued on June 25, 1962 — a day that lives 
in infamy in the minds of many religious 
individuals and free-speech advocates. 
The invocation in question was one that 
had been approved by the New York State 
Board of Regents. The prayer, which read, 
‘Almighty God, we acknowledge our 
dependence upon Thee, and we beg Thy 
blessings upon us, our parents, our teachers 
and our Country,’ was relatively benign in 
nature. Still, the parents were adamant that 
it shouldn’t be uttered in the public sphere.” 

The Encyclopedia Britannica notes: 
“The Supreme Court’s ruling was released 
on June 25 and found New York’s law 
unconstitutional by a margin of 6–1 (two 
justices did not participate in the decision). 
Hugo L. Black wrote the Supreme Court’s 
opinion, in which the majority argued 
“that, by using its public school system 
to encourage recitation of the Regents’ 
prayer, the State of New York has adopted 
a practice wholly inconsistent with the 
Establishment Clause.” The lone dissent 
came from Potter Stewart, who argued 
that the majority had “misapplied a great 
constitutional principle” and could not 
understand “how an ‘official religion’ is 
established by letting those who want to say 
a prayer say it. On the contrary, I think to 
deny the wish of these school children to 
join in reciting this prayer is to deny them 
the opportunity of sharing in the spiritual 
heritage of our Nation.” 

“A year later, the high court banned Bible 

reading in state schools, then overturned 
a state law prohibiting the teaching of 
evolution,” notes another news story about 
the anniversary of the Court’s decision. 
“Rulings that prayers during school 
commencements and athletic events also 
violated the separation of church and state 
further fueled the secular-versus-faithful 

battle. Even unrelated disputes over 
abortion and health care mandates have 
emotional roots reaching back 50 years 
to a bland prayer composed by education 
officials in upstate New York.”

Is America better off since we began 
telling God that He was not welcome in the 
lives of our children? I think the evidence 
suggests just the opposite.

EPIC FIRES IN COLORADO: Is God using 
natural disasters to get our attention?

“A three-day-old wildfire erupted with 
catastrophic fury Tuesday, ripping across 
the foothills neighborhoods of Colorado 
Springs, devouring an untold number 
of homes and sending tens of thousands 
fleeing to safety in what was shaping up 
as one of the biggest disasters in state 
history,” reports the Denver Post. “‘This 
is a firestorm of epic proportions,’ said 
Colorado Springs Fire Chief Richard 
Brown. The Waldo Canyon fire in El Paso 
County — which had been growing in the 
forested hills on the city’s west side — blew 
into an inferno late in the afternoon, raging 
over a ridge toward densely populated 
neighborhoods. An apocalyptic plume of 
smoke covered Colorado’s second-largest 
city as thousands of people forced to 
evacuate.” The fires have now forced 32,000 
people to evacuate. Many of lost their 
homes and all of their wordly possessions. 
“The fire doubled in size overnight and by 
Wednesday morning, 15,324 acres were 
burning with only 5% contained, said Rich 
Harvey, incident commander of the Waldo 
Canyon Fire,” reports CNN.

Catastrophic. Epic. Historic. Apocalyptic. 
Is it possible God is using natural disasters 
to get our attention? As I write in Implosion, 
“Natural disasters continue unfolding one 
after another here in the at home and around 
the world as they always have. But have you 

By Joel C. Rosenberg

stopped to notice that so many recently are 
described as ‘historic’ and ‘unprecedented?’ 
Eight of the ten most expensive hurricanes in 
American history have happened since 9/11. 
The worst was Hurricane Katrina, which 
nearly wiped out an American city and ended 
up costing more than $100 billion. Hurricane 
Irene made 2011 the worst year in American 

history for natural disasters, with 
ten separate catastrophes costing $1 
billion or more. In 2011, America 
experienced the worst outbreak of 
tornadoes in nearly half a century. 
In 2011, Texas suffered the worst 
fires in the history of the state, amid 
the worst drought in Texas history. 
In 2011, Virginia—and much of the 
East Coast—experienced its biggest 
earthquake since 1875.” The fact 
is that throughout the Bible and 
throughout history God has used 
natural disasters to shake families, 
cities, regions and entire nations. 
Why? To get the people’s attention. 
To warn people to stop drifting and/
or rebelling from God and repent. To 
urge people to let go of anything or 
anyone else they are holding onto for 
peace and security and hope in this 
world and instead turn their hearts 
wholly and completely to faith in 
Jesus Christ.

Thousands of years ago, God 
told the Hebrew prophet Haggai 
to write down these words: “For 
thus says the Lord of hosts, ‘Once 

more in a little while, I am going to shake 
the heavens and the earth, the sea also and 
the dry land. I will shake all the nations. . 
. . I am going to shake the heavens and 
the earth. I will overthrow the thrones of 
kingdoms and destroy the power of the 
kingdoms of the nations’” (Haggai 2:6-7, 
21-22). This is Bible prophecy. This is an 
intercept from the mind of the all-knowing, 
all-seeing God of the universe. It is a 
weather report from the future, if you will, a 
storm warning. It was given to us so that we 
would be awake and ready and faithful and 
walking close to Jesus when the tempests 
come. God told us well in advance that he 
was going to “shake all the nations.” That 
certainly includes the United States. On 
September 11, 2001, God allowed America 
to be shaken by horrific terrorist attacks, 
the worst in our history. In the fall of 2008, 
God allowed America to be shaken by a 
financial meltdown on Wall Street, one 
of the worst in our history. Millions lost 
their jobs, their homes and much of their 
savings as a result. Today, God is using 
natural disasters to shake us as well. Let 
us pray for the people of Colorado. Let us 
pray that the firemen are able to get these 
blazes under control. But even as we pray 
for these immediate concerns, let us also 
be praying for all Americans to realize how 
desperately we need to turn our hearts to 
Christ, how desperately we need a massive, 
game-changing, transformative spiritual 
revival, a Third Great Awakening. Let us 
urgently begin praying 2 Chronicles 7:14 
for our country. In this passage, the Lord 
God Almighty said, ”If My people who are 
called by My name humble themselves, 
pray, seek my face, and turn from their 
wicked ways, then I will hear from heaven, 
and will forgive their sin and heal their 
land.” Time is running short.

flashtrafficblog.wordpress.com

‘Almighty God, we 
acknowledge our 
dependence upon 

Thee, and we beg Thy 
blessings upon us, our 
parents, our teachers 

and our Country,’

Evening in Damascus during more peaceful times.
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Henk’s promotion to Glory on the 11th 
June 2012 has left a big gap in the 

lives of those of us who knew and loved 
him.  He was a very special person.

Henk and his wife Sytske were born in 
Holland.  Henk came to New Zealand more 
than 30 years ago and married here.  With 
Sytske, he returned to Holland several 
years later where he helped establish 
the Evangelical School of Journalism 
and joined the Evangelical Broadcasting 
Corporation. Henk and Sytske returned 
to New Zealand early in 1993 where they 
made their home in New Zealand’s largest 
city, Auckland. 

The funeral Service in the Auckland 
Baptist Tabernacle was a wonderful God 
honouring celebration of Henk’s life, mixed 
with tears of sadness at losing a much 
loved Dad and Granddad.   The family 
consisted of 7 children; the three eldest 
born in NZ and the four younger in Holland. 
There are 16 grandchildren.  My own 
enduring memory of the service was the 
full participation of the large family.  The 
grandchildren in particular were at the front.   
They each read their own contribution to the 
audience and to their beloved Opa.    Opa 
is the Dutch name for Granddad! Henk was 
a very loving granddad who had a great 
repertoire of fun games for the children. 

The many speakers all commented on 
Henk’s honesty and integrity of character. 

A special comment was also read out from 
Rev. Willem Glashouwer President Of 
Christians for Israel International.   Sytske 
remained strong throughout the day and 
indeed throughout the whole period of 
Henk’s illness.  Her ability to host the several 
functions on the funeral day was a wonderful 
answer to the prayers of many and the 
goodness of God.  Sytske enjoys good health 
and will continue to live in Auckland.

We regularly met with Henk during the 
transition of C4INZ to a new Board.  We 
were always impressed on these occasions 
with Henk’s passion to serve his Lord.   His 
favourite verse was Gal.2: 20 “I have been 
crucified with Christ but I no longer live but 
Christ lives in me.”    Henk was a focussed 
person and he focussed his life on Jesus.  
We would talk about the issues of the day 
but Henk would always come back to the 
Lord.  It was inspiring!

At the funeral service a large banner 
behind the Pulpit also had Gal.2:20.  The 
message at the service was also on the same 
verse.

Henk’s illness was a very difficult time 
for us all and of course a ‘long valley’ for 
Sytske to walk.  The doctor’s prognosis was 
6 months but Henk was always positive 
about “to live is Christ to die is gain!”  
Nevertheless we regularly anointed Henk 
with oil and in keeping with James 5:14 we 
prayed as a Board for his whole healing.  

After 2 periods of Radiotherapy Henk did 
find relief but the return of Nausea attacks 
was debilitating.

Up to contracting cancer Henk was a very 
healthy person and said he had not been 
hospitalised before.  He was also fit and 
played a lot of tennis in his earlier life.  He 
recounted on one occasion playing with top 
tennis player American Roscoe Tanner and 
others back in his Holland days!

Henk was equally passionate about the 
last 8 years of his life serving “Christians 
for Israel”.  He was a professional journalist 
and made a deep impression as Editor of 
the New Zealand Challenge Weekly (a 
nationwide Christian evangelical paper).  
But when he met President Willem again 
and C4I International his influence moved 
from nationwide to Worldwide!  Henk 
was very competent and loved his role as 
International Editor of the English version of 
Israel and Christians Today but soon became 
challenged by something quite different.  
That was assisting the president to help 
organise new C4I affiliates.  We all enjoyed 
his colourful stories of what happened.  

We in C4I are honoured to carry on the 
ministry that Henk started.  The new Board 
has been operating since the 1st April 2012.  
It has been a busy time since.

Rev. Hon. Graeme Lee is the National Leader of 
Christians for Israel, New Zealand.

Henk Kamsteeg

The Integrity of ‘No.’
By MK Danny Danon 

By Rev Hon Graeme Lee

The people of Israel lost a true leader 
with the passing of Yitzhak Shamir. 

Before assuming the reins as our seventh 
prime minister, Shamir dutifully served 
his people and his country first as head of 
the underground Lehi, then in the Mossad 
where he was responsible for tracking down 
and eliminating some of our worst enemies 
including Nazi war criminals who had fled 
to Egypt, and finally in the political arena 
where he served as a Member and then 
Speaker of Knesset, Foreign Minister and 
finally Prime Minister after the resignation 
of his mentor Menachem Begin.

Upon the death of a loved one, we often 
take the time to look through the memory 
book of their life and search for the lessons 
that their legacy can teach us. In the case of 
Yitzhak Shamir, a multi-volume set of thick 
bound tomes might be a more appropriate 
metaphor. These books are filled with 
the earth of the whole land of Israel, and 
immersed in values and an understanding 
of our unique place in history. His spirit and 
his values are an inspiration to all of those 
who love this land, and especially to the 
members of his beloved Likud movement 
that strives to stay true to Shamir’s 
teachings.

You do not negotiate on your core 
ideology. This is what guided Shamir in 
his steadfast defense of the rights of the 
Jewish people to their historic homeland. 
In the years that he guided Israel’s foreign 
policy, he would not compromise on this 
basic tenet. In 1992, under intense pressure 
from the American administration, Shamir 
stood fast and made clear to the world that 

money cannot buy and replace values. He 
bravely rejected the US demand that he 
stop building in Judea and Samaria in return 
for loan guarantees. This money was very 
much needed to absorb our brothers who 
were then coming home from the former 
Soviet Union, but Shamir knew such an act 
on his behalf would create a slippery slope 
that would set a terrible precedent for the 
future leaders of Israel. Such a move on his 
behalf would have endangered his beloved 
settlement enterprise which he knew was 
invaluable for the future well-being of the 
State.

Shamir’s decisions and policies were 
not always popular or politically correct. 
There was no end of criticism both in Israel 
and from the international community. 
In fact, there were times when his refusal 
to abandon his core values probably cost 
him at the ballot box, such as when he lost 
to Yitzhak Rabin in the 1992 elections. 
Nevertheless, over time, his steadfastness 
disproved today’s assumption that you 
must be guided daily by opinion polls to 
obtain power, and then govern. Without ever 
abandoning his beliefs, Shamir was able to 
not only reach the highest office in the land, 
but he also ended up serving in office longer 
than any other prime minister since David 
Ben Gurion. Moreover, because of his 
intellectual honesty and core decency, since 
leaving office Shamir was admired by all 
Israelis – whatever their political persuasion 
– for the great leader that he was.

To better convey Shamir’s unique 
foresight and leadership capabilities, I 
must share a short story. In the early 1990s, 

while serving as a Betar 
emissary in the United 
States, I invited one of 
my childhood heroes to 
visit my host community. 
Yitzhak graciously agreed 
to come and speak at an 
event I had organized 
promoting Israel and 
aliyah. When he was 
asked for his opinion 
about the demographic 
threat that is so often 
raised, Shamir answered 
with full confidence that 
we must remain steadfast 
and work tirelessly to 
bring millions of Soviet 
Jews home to Israel. 
At that time, such a 
prediction seemed 
completely unrealistic and even a tad naïve. 
Nevertheless, Shamir’s analysis proved 
with time to be completely accurate and 
proved how important it is for a leader to 
remain true to his values. By believing and 
planning, one million Russians ultimately 
came to live in Israel, changing our core 
demographic reality forever.

That night, after he had finished 
addressing the group, I had the honor of 
spending an evening with the former Prime 
Minister. I was enthralled with his stories 
and life lessons, especially with his core 
conviction that a leader must truly believe 
in and be ready to defend his policies. If 
a leader does so, he told me, there is no 
need to worry about the criticism that will 

inevitably follow any brave decision.

Yitzhak Shamir was truly made of the 
very fibers of which history is woven. We 
must all strive to fulfill the legacy of Prime 
Minster Shamir. He starkly proved that 
sometimes in history, saying “no” is the best 
possible way to achieve “yes.” We should 
all do our best to remain true to our beliefs 
and none of us should go to sleep at night 
without asking ourselves “what have I done 
today for the Jewish people and the land 
of Israel, and what can I do tomorrow to 
ensure the safety and wellbeing of these two 
unwavering commitments of the beloved 
Yitzhak Shamir.”

www.unitycoalitionforisrael.org, JewishPress.com

Henk Kamsteeg

Yitzhak Shamir.
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In late December 2010 we drove a group 
of olim from six Ukrainian villages and 

cities with three busses to the airport in 
Kiev. Henriette Heuvelman (board member 
of Christians for Israel Holland) came to the 
Ukraine for the occasion, and flew with the 
olim to Israel in order to experience their 
homecoming at close quarters. 

Amongst the group was a young 
couple - Alexander and Iryna Rabinovich. 
Alexander’s grandparents (Israel and Golda 
Rabinovich - see photo), fled the pogroms 

in Belarus after the Second World War. 
Sadly, once in the Ukraine they experienced 
even more anti-semitism.

Advice

Last March, Alexander called me from 
Israel with the news that their first child, 
Benyamin, had been born. Alexander asked 
if we could visit and comfort his sick mother, 
who had decided to remain in Ukraine. We 
did so, and at the same time we advised her 
to make Aliyah as well. We prayed with her, 
and asked the Lord for wisdom. In early May, 
I got another call from Alexander. This time 
he was in the Ukraine. He had good news 
- his mother had decided to make aliyah! 
Alexander told me he had met Henriette in 
Jerusalem, during one of her visits to bring 
tulips to Israel. Our work as Christians for 
Israel had got him thinking. He knew deep 
in his heart that he had not gone to Israel by 
chance. We drove Alexander, now with his 
mother, to the airport in Kiev on Monday 28th 
of May during the night in order to get their 
flight at 10 am in the morning.

Our prayer is that all the olim who make 
aliyah will also receive this deep inner 
conviction that the Almighty has brought 
them home.

Alexander, Benyamin (a few months old) and Iryna Rabinovich from their flat in Rishon le Zion!

Alexander with his mother in the Ukraine.
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Alexander Rabinovich 
returns to the Ukraine...

The 

grandparents of Alexander 

Rabinovich, from left to right Golda Rabinovich, 

David Rabinovich (his father) and Israel Rabinovich.

By Koen Carlier

For our international friends visit
www. c4i.ca to view The Prophetic

Connection online!

INTRODUCING OUR
NEW TV SERIES

FILMED ENTIRELY IN ISRAEL!

Busy

We are very busy at the moment with 
Aliyah seminars. ‘Christians for Israel’, 
in cooperation with the ‘Jewish Agency in 
the Ukraine’, organised 5 Aliyah seminars 
in 2011 and for this year 12 seminars are 
planned, several across the Ukraine and one 
in the country of Moldova. For each Aliyah 
seminar, 50 potential olim are invited and 
receive a whole day of practical information 
re repatriation. We teach them what the Bible 
says about the return of the Jewish people 
to the promised land. Those who attend can 
make Aliyah anywhere between 6 months 
and 2 years thereafter, depending upon how 
long it takes to get their official documents 
in order. This summer we already have 
plans to make 22 trips to bring olim to the 
Kiev airport. Each trip is between 600 and  
1.200 km over badly maintained roads. 

Koen Carlier and his wife Ira represent Christian 
for Israel in the Ukraine and former USSR


