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Assad is off the US military 
hook and keeps his chemical 
weapons. Israel is the loser of 
this round 
DEBKAfile Exclusive Analysis 

Chemical shell shrapnel in Saraqeb, Idlib

Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu and 
Defense Minister Moshe Ya’alon have 

until now patted  themselves on the back 
for striking a balanced and cautious stance 
which kept Israel secure in the course of 
the nearly three-year old Syrian conflict. 
However, President Barack Obama’s decision 
to put US military action against Syria on 
hold - unveiled in six US TV interviews 
Tuesday, Sept. 10 leaves Israel exposed to 
a major threat: Bashar Assad’s chemical 
warfare capability which is left intact. 
By buying into Moscow’s proposal to place 
Syria’s chemical arsenal under international 
oversight (picked up from a possible 
throwaway comment by US Secretary of State 
John Kerry), Obama has in fact opened the 
door to the “Iranian syndrome.”

Yet another weapon of mass destruction is 
now loose in the Middle East.   Assad can dip 
into Tehran’s two decades of bamboozling 
international inspectors and concealing its 
nuclear weapons program and pick up endless 
tricks to keep his chemical arsenal far from 
“international control” – not to mention 
destruction.

The International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA) doesn’t even have a mechanism for 
monitoring CW. It would need many months 
or years – if ever - to dig through a mountain 
of bureaucracy and build one and muster 
expert personnel for the task. By then, the 
chemical arsenal will be well distributed and 
hidden in inaccessible locations – a project 
the Syrian government embarked on two 
weeks ago when America was still believed 
to be genuinely on track for a military strike. 
The monitors would also need the Damascus 
government’s consent to carry out inspections.

Debkafile’s military sources report that 
the 20 locations in which the poison gas 
containers were hidden two weeks ago had 
grown by this week to fifty.

Most international intelligence agencies in 
the West and the Middle East were relying 
on Israel’s clandestine services to keep track 
of the whereabouts of the concealed CW. It 
was taken for granted that when the Syrian 

war reached a point at which the Syrian ruler 
used his chemical weapons, the US and its 
allies, including Israel, would deploy special 
forces for covert operations to destroy them. 
Netanyahu and Ya’alon must now decide 
whether to continue this painstaking covert 
effort for  updating the map of concealed 
chemical weapons stores, now that President 
Obama has put military action on a back 
burner. It will be much harder now that he 
has given Assad leeway for moving the stocks 
around from place to place to hoodwink secret 
watchers.

It is no wonder, therefore, that Iranian 
Foreign Minister Mohammad Javed 
Zarif Tuesday joined the Assad regime in 
welcoming Moscow’s proposal:   Syria has 
joined Iran and North Korea on the list of 
WMD possessors which are safe from US 
military punishment.

For Israel this is a fiasco. The Netanyahu 
government’s rationale for sticking to the 
Obama administration’s line on the Syrian 
conflict was that it would eventually bring 
about the break-up - or at least the weakening 
- of the Iranian-Syrian-Hizballah axis.

But now, President Obama has led his Syria 
strategy into a blind alley, leaving the axis 
stronger than ever before and Israel in the 
lurch.

After using massive quantities of poison gas 
to kill hundreds of civilians with impunity, 
Bashar Assad will not hesitate to go forward 
with his next objective, the capture of Aleppo, 
Syria’s biggest town.

For months, Israel tried to convince 
Washington of the vital importance of 
keeping Aleppo out of Assad’s hands, 
because it is the ultimate game changer 
of the civil war that would award 
ultimate victory to the Assad regime and 
its allies, Iran, Russia and Hizballah. 
Now that the threat of an imminent US attack 
has been lifted, the Syrian ruler’s way is open to 
win Aleppo, with his chemical arsenal intact. It 
is clear that Israel is the loser of this round. 

Source: Debka File

Obama Foreign Policy In 
Tatters, U.N. Hopeless On 
9/11 Anniversary 
by Anne Bayefsky 

Born and bred in Canada, I settled 
in New York City on September 9, 

2001. I came via Durban, South Africa, 
after enduring the U.N.’s virulently racist 
“anti-racism” world conference.

On September 11, watching the smoke 
rise from a hundred blocks away and 
enveloped by the grieving everywhere, I 
was struck by the unmistakable connection 
between U.N.- promoted hate and the 
terror it emboldens.

Who could imagine that a mere 
twelve years later, in an effort to save 
his plummeting credibility, the president 
of the United States would grasp a U.N. 
straw as a means to realize the very 
peace and security the organization so 
notoriously undermines?

Every anniversary of 9/11 we are 
reminded that the hole in our hearts 
is still there. This year, the leadership 
vacuum in this great country is making 
the emptiness harder to bear.

President Obama’s foreign policy 
of engagement lies in tatters. Isolated 
as never before, his major address  on 
Tuesday night was hopelessly incoherent.

He told us that the touchstone for 
America’s national security interest in 
Syria was 1,400 people who perished from 
chemical weapons, not 100,000 Syrians 
who have died from cruelty of all kinds.

Chemical weapons are different, 
says the president, “because they kill 
with no distinction between soldier and 
infant.” But how is that worse than mass 
torture, beheading, executions and sexual 
violence that deliberately target civilians, 
young and old?

The purpose of this strike, he said, was 
to prove that the world will not tolerate 
the use of chemical weapons. But we will 
tolerate the day-in-and-day-out butchery 
of thousands of other Syrians, or those 
elsewhere around the globe?

And then there was the specter of the 
real evil – the president stressing that 
not acting will “embolden Iran.” Such 
a concern is a justification for targeting 
Iran, not Syria. But to paraphrase John 
Kerry, the president’s ‘unbelievably 
small’ backbone won’t carry that weight.

On the contrary, the president 
astonishingly added that Iran “must 
decide whether to ignore international 
law by building a nuclear weapon or to 
take a more peaceful path.” But Iran is 
violating international law, is building a 
nuclear weapon, is training and financing 
Assad’s killers, is the leading state 
sponsor of terrorism, and has no intention 
of pursuing a more peaceful path.

In short, the trust deficit between 
America and its president is now 
profound. There were falsehoods about 
red lines that the president did not set, 
when he did.

Loose talk about “norms,” because 
hard laws don’t apply.

Clamors about the necessity for urgent 
action, followed by presidential golf 
games and overseas trips. Claims about 
coalitions that never materialized.

Tuesday’s U.N. yarn was spun from 
the same cloth. Just this past  Friday  the 

president called proffering more 
resolutions on Syria at the U.N. “the usual 
hocus pocus.”

The same day U.N. Ambassador 
Samantha Power declared: “The 
international system that was founded in 
1945 … has not lived up to its promise 
or its responsibilities … The Security 
Council the world needs to deal with this 
urgent crisis is not the Security Council 
we have.”

With Congressional failure to authorize 
the use of force around the corner, 
however, the president said more U.N. 
hocus pocus is exactly what we need.

He even promised to “give U.N. 
inspectors the opportunity to report their 
findings about what happened” – despite 
the fact that press secretary Jay Carney 
insisted on August 26: “we do not have 
confidence that the U.N. can conduct a 
credible inquiry into what happened.”

The French apparently also believe 
in magic. They have already proposed 
a draft resolution finding that the 
Syrian government used chemical 
weapons, referring the Syrian case to 
the International Criminal Court for 
prosecution, demanding “an exhaustive, 
complete and definitive declaration of 
the locations, amount and types of all 
items related to its chemical warfare 
program” within 15 days, requiring 
immediate on-site inspections anywhere 
U.N. inspectors want to go, and 
imposing sanctions against any Syrian 
that disobeys.

Not surprisingly, the Russians 
cancelled a Council session they had 
originally called for  Tuesday afternoon. 
And President Putin has started his 
own list of demands, including an 
unattainable American guarantee not to 
use force against Syria.

So while Obama’s snake oil salesmen 
try selling the U.N. as his latest antidote, 
here’s where we really stand at the U.N. 
on the twelfth anniversary of 9/11:

- The United Nations still has no 
internationally-agreed definition of 
terrorism.

- The lead counter-terrorism 
committee, created in the wake of 9/11, 
has never named a single terrorist, 
terrorist organization or state sponsor of 
terrorism.

- A comprehensive convention on 
international terrorism still has not been 
adopted.

- 9/11 conspiracy theorist and Boston-
terror apologist Richard Falk is still 
an official U.N. expert. And the U.N.’s 
human rights and counter-terrorism 
authority recently declared that “an end 
to the military conflict with Al Qaeda 
and its associates [and] the closure 
of Guantanamo” are “essential for 
international peace and security.”

A far cry, Mr. President, from those 
“ideals and principles” which were our 
lifeline twelve years ago.

Anne Bayefsky is director of the Touro Institute 
on Human Rights and the Holocaust.

Source: This article originally appeared 
on FOX News.
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Why It Matters Who Wins in Egypt
By Daniel Greenfield 

These days and weeks of bloody struggle 
in Egypt have implications that go far 

beyond the country and the region. The 
conflict between the Muslim Brotherhood 
and its opponents will determine whether 
an Islamic terrorist group will run Egypt.

Forgotten in all the Arab Spring 
cheerleading is the simple fact that the 
Muslim Brotherhood is a terrorist group. 
And not only is it a terrorist group but it is 
the single most influential Sunni Islamic 
terrorist group in the world, spawning 
entire networks of terrorist organizations; 
including Al Qaeda.

Egypt holds great resources and great 
wealth, advanced weapons and even limited 
nuclear capability. But beyond that it is also 
where the modern age of terror began, where 
Western ideas crossbred with the ancient 
Jihad of Islam to create a new strategic 
threat.

The Arab Spring, the Islamist Winter 
and the Military Summer are more than 
just seasons for Egypt, they are also 
transformative phases for the country that 
long stood at the crossroads of terrorism.

The road to America’s modern 
confrontation with Islamic terrorism 
began in Egypt. The World Trade Center 
bombing was spawned by a leader of the 
Egyptian Islamic Group, an offshoot of 
the Muslim Brotherhood. Mohamed Atta, 
the key figure in the September 11 attacks, 
was an Egyptian member of the Muslim 
Brotherhood.

Today the Engineers Syndicate, the 
Brotherhood front group that Atta was a 
member of, is holding rallies in support of 
Morsi.

The Syndicate is one of many front 
groups that the Muslim Brotherhood uses 
to recruit new members. That same process 
takes place at most American colleges 
through front groups such as the Muslim 
Students Association; four of whose chapter 
presidents became high-ranking Al Qaeda 

members. One of whom co-founded Al 
Qaeda.

The clash between the Egyptian military 
and the Muslim Brotherhood is at the heart 
of the War on Terror. Al Qaeda may often 
be associated with Saudi Arabia, but its real 
roots lie closer to Egypt.

Before Ayman al-Zawahiri became the 
leader of Al Qaeda, he was a member of the 
Egyptian Muslim Brotherhood and headed 
up the Egyptian Islamic Jihad, a terrorist 
organization spun off from the Muslim 
Brotherhood that eventually merged into Al 
Qaeda.

Membership in the Muslim Brotherhood 
is a biographical note that Ayman 
al-Zawahiri shared with Osama bin Laden. 
Al Qaeda’s interim Emir after Bin Laden’s 
death was Saif al-Adel, an Egyptian 
member of the Egyptian Islamic Jihad, 
maintaining the Egyptian identity of the 
new Al Qaeda leadership.

Zawahiri was described as the “brains” 
of Al Qaeda while Bin Laden was its purse 
and its public image. That organizational 
and interpersonal relationship mimics 
the greater one between the Muslim 
Brotherhood and its wealthy Gulf oil 
backers.

Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Kuwait and other 
oil kingdoms may fund terrorism, protect 
terrorists and fill out their ranks; they may 
spread the corrosion of its clerics into the 
West, but they aren’t its brains.

Al Qaeda after Bin Laden is more 
“Egyptian” and more “Brotherhood” than 
ever. It draws its rank and file Jihadists 
from the usual sources, but its orientation 
has shifted away from Azzam’s global Jihad 
against the infidels and toward the Islamic 
civil wars that Zawahiri had sought to fight 
all along.

There have been no major Al Qaeda 
operations launched against America. 
Instead Al Qaeda has reemerged as a 
loosely aligned group of franchises 

fighting to take over Muslim countries.

The strategy that emerged distinctly in 
Iraq, where Al Qaeda often seemed more 
focused on killing Shiites than on killing 
Americans, has exploded into full scale 
civil war in Syria, where Al Qaeda in Iraq is 
operating as the Al Nusra Front.

In Syria, Al Qaeda’s Al Nusra Front 
and the Muslim Brotherhood’s brigades 
in the Free Syrian Army appear to also be 
loosely aligned, fighting toward the same 
objectives.

The Arab Spring helped complete the 
realignment of Al Qaeda’s objectives. 
It became what its Egyptian faction of 
Muslim Brotherhood activists had always 
wanted it to be; a force for helping them 
take over entire countries, rather than 
aimlessly bombing Western targets.

Al Qaeda’s two biggest operations took 
place after the Arab Spring and were carried 
out on a much bigger scale than September 
11. In Mali and in Syria, Al Qaeda 
franchises attempted to capture entire 
countries. These operations were aligned 
with the regional objectives of the Muslim 
Brotherhood.

When Al Qaeda attempted to seize Mali, 
President Mohammed Morsi came out 
firmly against any intervention. Morsi also 
aggressively pushed for intervention in 
Syria and called for a No Fly Zone.

The second wave of attacks of September 
11, a day most remembered for the assault 
on the Benghazi mission and the murder 
of Ambassador Stevens, was concentrated 
largely in countries and areas under the 
control of the Brotherhood and allied 
Islamists, whether it was entire countries, 
such as Egypt and Tunisia, or cities, such as 
Benghazi.

In Washington and London, the 
politicians wanted to believe that the 
Muslim Brotherhood was a check on its 
violent splinter groups like the Egyptian 
Islamic Jihad and the Egyptian Islamic 

Group and even on Al Qaeda. Instead the 
Muslim Brotherhood was quietly working 
with them to advance the common Islamist 
objectives of imposing total Islamic rule on 
the region in the form of a united Caliphate.

Morsi’s regime freed Egyptian Islamic 
Group terrorists and even attempted to 
appoint an EIG leader as governor in 
Luxor, where memories still linger of its 
infamous massacre. That appointment may 
have been one of the tipping points that 
toppled the Brotherhood, but it was also a 
clear message that not only was the Muslim 
Brotherhood not disavowing its so-called 
splinter groups, but it was aiding them.

Washington and London may think that 
they are playing the Muslim Brotherhood 
against Al Qaeda, but they are the ones 
being played.

The Muslim Brotherhood’s defeat has 
damaged the group’s morale by hitting 
its sense of historical inevitability. It is a 
long way from being destroyed, but if it 
suffers a series of defeats in Egypt, Syria 
and beyond, it will lose members and 
momentum. And the Brotherhood’s loss 
will also be Al Qaeda’s loss.

Obama’s weakness created an opening 
that the Muslim Brotherhood and Al Qaeda 
took advantage of. Now they are at the 
climactic moment in their great game of 
Jihad. Either they win here and the road to 
the Caliphate becomes much smoother or 
they lose badly and risk becoming relics of 
history.

It’s a crucial strategic moment that will 
determine whether the next bomb goes off 
in America or Egypt.

Daniel  Greenfield  is a  New York  City  writer and 
columnist. He is a Shillman Journalism Fellow at the 
David Horowitz Freedom Center

Source: FrontPage magazine

The pyramids at Giza in Egypt Ground Zero, New York
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The Silent Killing of Christians
By David Suissa 

The Middle East may be a raging wildfire, but the eyes 
of the world are on the revival of the Israeli-Palestinian 

peace dance — that all-too-familiar game where the Jewish 
state makes concessions (such as releasing terrorists) for 
the privilege of talking to an enemy who demonizes Jews, 
glorifies terrorists and has already rejected three peace 
offers.

It’s a testament to the general success of the Israeli state 
that after returning from 10 days there, I am a lot more 
concerned with what’s happening in the rest of the Middle 
East.

After the heady promise of the Arab Spring two years 
ago, the situation in the Middle East is now more like the 
Arab Volcano — with sectarian violence erupting in many 
areas and the Iranian nuclear threat hovering like a dark 
force. Instead of unleashing the power of democracy, 
the Arab Spring has cooked up a lethal brew of festering 
hatred, economic misery and vicious power struggles.

In contrast to that chaos, Israel feels like Club Med.

But hidden in all the chaos is a monstrous injustice that 
has received very little media attention: The rampant 
persecution of Christians.

“Few people realize that we are today living through 
the largest persecution of Christians in history,” Bruce 
Thornton, research fellow at Stanford University’s Hoover 
Institution, wrote on the institute’s website. “Estimates 
of the numbers of Christians under assault range from 
100 [million] to 200 million. According to one estimate, a 
Christian is martyred every five minutes.”

It’s odd that prominent Christians like President Barack 
Obama and Pope Francis have been utterly silent about this 
humanitarian tragedy.

As Kirsten Powers wrote recently in USA Today, 
German Chancellor Angela Merkel asserted late last year 
that “Christianity is the most persecuted religion in the 
world,” while former French President Nicholas Sarkozy 
warned in a 2011 speech that “Christians face a particularly 
wicked program of cleansing in the Middle East, religious 
cleansing.”

The Atlantic’s Jeffrey Goldberg told Powers “he 
is shocked that American Christians aren’t regularly 
protesting outside of embassies drawing attention to this 
issue,” and he called the persecution of Christians in the 
Middle East “one of the most under-covered stories in 
international news.”

One Christian who is certainly not keeping quiet 
is Raymond Ibrahim, a Shillman Fellow at the David 
Horowitz Freedom Center and associate fellow of the 
Middle East Forum.

In a review of Ibrahim’s new book, “Crucified Again: 
Exposing Islam’s New War on Christians,” Thornton writes 
that Ibrahim, who is fluent in Arabic, “has been tracking 
what he calls ‘one of the most dramatic stories’ of our 
time in the reports and witnesses that appear in Arabic 
newspapers, news shows, and websites, but that rarely get 
translated into English or picked up by the Western press.”

Most of this persecution, according to the book, is by 
Muslims: “Of the top fifty countries persecuting Christians, 
forty-two have either a Muslim majority or have sizable 
Muslim populations.”

By documenting “hundreds of specific examples from 
across the Muslim world,” Thornton adds, Ibrahim “shows 
the extent of the persecution, and forestalls any claims that 
it is a marginal problem.”

Muslim attacks, Thornton writes, “result not just from the 
jihadists that some Westerners dismiss as ‘extremists,’ but 
from mobs of ordinary people, and from government policy 
and laws that discriminate against Christians. 

These attacks reveal a consistent ideology of hatred and 
contempt that transcends national, geographical, and ethnic 
differences.”

The grand mufti of Saudi Arabia, for example, announced 
that it is “necessary to destroy all the churches of the 
region,” which prompted Thornton to ask, in the wake 
of Western silence: “Is there no limit to our tolerance of 
Islam?”

“Tragically,” Powers of USA Today writes, “Christians 
have been forced to abandon homelands they have occupied 
for thousands of years. Up to two-thirds of Christians have 
fled Iraq in the past ten years to escape massacres, church 
burnings and constant death threats.”

According to Powers, in Iran, U.S. pastor Saeed Abedini 
has been sentenced to eight years in prison for preaching 
Christianity. In Egypt, Amnesty International blasted the 
recently deposed Islamic Brotherhood government for its 
failure to protect Coptic Christians from discrimination 
and violence. And in Lebanon, once a majority Christian 
country, the former president complained of a  “genocide” 
against Christians.

“The future of Christians in the Middle East is very 
bleak,” Neil Hicks of Human Rights First told Powers.

The world media is perfectly OK covering Muslims 
killing Muslims, as is happening now in Syria. But why 
does it clam up when Muslims persecute Christians? 
Are we afraid to appear “Islamophobic” or bring back 
memories of the Dark Ages?

As a people who know all too well about “dark” ages, 
Jews should not stand idly by. We shouldn’t shy away from 
unpleasant truths, just because the media does. Jews who 
believe in social justice should shine a light on the tragic 
plight of persecuted Christians.

Maybe if we make some noise, the president and the pope 
will follow.

David Suissa is president of TRIBE Media Corp/Jewish Journal 

The world media is perfectly 
OK covering Muslims killing 

Muslims, as is happening now 
in Syria. But why does it clam 
up when Muslims persecute 
Christians? Are we afraid to 

appear “Islamophobic” or bring 
back memories of the Dark 

Ages?
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Arab Christians: Israel only state worth fighting for
By Ryan Jones 

Arab Christian residents of Nazareth 
who proudly serve in the Israeli army 

and encourage their children to do the same 
are coming under increasing attack, and 
Israel is starting to take notice and come to 
their aid.

For a number of years now, a group of 
Nazareth Christians who are officers in the 
Israeli army have been actively recruiting 
young local Arabs to follow in their 
footsteps and serve the Jewish state.

Though not an officer himself, one of 
the main figures in this movement is Greek 
Orthodox cleric Father Gabriel Nadaf. Late 
last month, the Greek Orthodox patriarch 
in Jerusalem, acting on demands from 
Muslim Arab members of Israel’s Knesset, 
threatened to fire Nadaf.

Israeli Justice Minister Tzipi Livni and 
Interior Minister Gideon Saar immediately 

called the priest to convey their support and 
offer their assistance.

On Wednesday, Israel’s Attorney 
General’s Office announced that it had 
opened an investigation into the activities of 
the Muslim Knesset members who pushed 
for Nadaf’s dismissal.

“It’s unacceptable that Arab MKs should 
think that they can be Trojan horses in the 
Knesset and send letters of incitement 
against a Christian priest who encourages 
young Christians to enlist in the IDF,” said 
Likud MK Miri Regev during a Knesset 
Interior Committee hearing on the matter.

Many Arab politicians vehemently 
oppose Arab participation in Israeli national 
service for fear it will legitimize the 
existence of the Jewish state (which pays 
their paychecks).

Meanwhile, the pro-Israel Arab 

Christians of Nazareth are becoming 
increasingly bold in their stance, and even 
dared to hold a public gathering late last 
month to toast the achievements of their 
new forum whose goal is convincing more 
young Arabs to join the army, as reported 
by Israel’s Ma’ariv newspaper.

“We chose to hold the conference to 
demonstrate that nothing will deter us,” 
forum spokesman Moran Khaloul told the 
newspaper. “We don’t live in Syria, where 
Christians are not allowed to speak…or in 
Iraq, where churches are bombed. We live 
in a Jewish state, which is democratic and 
free. As Israeli Christians we see ourselves 
as part of this state and not as part of those 
who oppose it.”

Khaloul said that until now, many in the 
community had been too afraid to speak 
out, but that was going to change. Many are 
now even referring to themselves openly as 

“Israeli Christians.”

Ali, an organizer for the forum, noted that 
local Arabs see what is happening across 
the Middle East and realize that Israel is the 
only place in the region where Christians 
can feel safe and belong. “That’s why more 
and more of us are realizing that there is 
no other country here that is worth fighting 
for,” he added.

Some went even deeper in their reasoning 
for joining the army of the Jewish state.

Henry Zahav, a 12th grader who intends 
to join the IDF gave this moving answer 
when asked by Ma’ariv why he made that 
decision: “Ultimately, from a religious 
point of view, we are one. Jesus was a Jew, 
his mother was a Jew, and his 12 disciples 
were Jews.”

Source: Israel Today
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Muslim Brotherhood memo blesses 
Egyptian church burnings
By John Rossomando 

A memo posted on the Facebook 
page of a local office of the Muslim 

Brotherhood’s Freedom and Justice Party 
obtained by the Investigative Project on 
Terrorism shows a clear call to incitement 
against Egypt’s Coptic Christian population, 
giving its blessing to the burning of 
churches.

Over 40 Coptic churches have been 
burned by Muslim Brotherhood supporters 
since the Egyptian police cleared 
demonstrators protesting the overthrow 
of former Egyptian President Mohamed 
Morsi on Tuesday. Brotherhood supporters 
also reportedly blocked the road between 
Cairo and Aswan in southern Egypt looking 
for Copts, taking seven Copts hostage 
Thursday. They were later released after 
a ransom of 150,000 Egyptian pounds, 
roughly $21,500, was paid.

Muslim Brotherhood rioters who torched 
St. George Cathdral in Sohag were heard 
screaming “Allahu Akbar!” as they carried 
out their deed.

Coptic leaders say the Muslim 
Brotherhood’s violent onslaught against 
Christians has been unprecedented.

“It never happened before in history 
that such a big number of churches were 
attacked on one day,” Bishop Thomas, a 
Coptic Orthodox bishop in Assiut told Al 
Jazeera. “We normally used to have attacks 
once a month or so.”

The memo’s discovery comes a week after 
leading Freedom and Justice Party politi-
cian Abdul Mawgoud Dardery appeared at a 

press conference at the National Press Club 
in Washington, D.C. and said that Egypt was 
a model for Christian-Muslim relations.

“The Pope of the Church (Coptic Pope 
Tawadros II) took part in the ouster of the 
first elected Islamist president. The Pope 
of the Church charges Islamic Sharia with 
underdevelopment [and] stagnation,” the 
memo from the Freedom and Justice Party’s 
branch in Egypt’s Helwan Governorate, near 
Cairo, said amid other accusations. “After 
all of this do people wonder why they burn 
churches? Burning houses of worship is a 
crime.

“And for the Church to adopt a war 
against Islam and Muslims is the worst 
crime. For every action is a reaction.”

The memo also attacked Pope Tawadros 
II for having supported the June 30 Tamarod 
demonstrations that led to the military’s 
toppling of Morsi.

He was not alone among Egypt’s religious 
leaders in backing the military’s decision 
to topple Morsi. Sheikh Ahmed al-Tayeb, 
the grand imam of Al-Azhar, the highest 
clerical authority in Sunni Islam, also 
supported Morsi’s ouster.

The Brotherhood’s political arm also 
suggested Pope Tawadros was complicit 
in the deaths of the over 600 Muslim 
Brotherhood demonstrators, some of whom 
were armed with guns, after police cleared 
them from their encampments.

The phrase “war against Islam” has 
consistently been used by Islamic extremists 

to recruit terrorist fighters and to encourage 
terrorist attacks.

Al-Qaida leader Zayman al-Zawahiri, 
himself an Egyptian and former 
Brotherhood member, attacked Pope 
Tawadros and the Copts last week, blaming 
them for Morsi’s downfall.

Brotherhood supporters in the city of 
al-Saff have been drawing check marks on 
houses owned by Copts to mark them for 
arson.

Christians say the Muslim Brotherhood 
wants to see all of them exiled from Egypt, 
where they have lived for almost 2,000 
years. Analysts suggest that the Brotherhood 
sees the Copts, who comprise between 10 
and 20 percent of the population, as easy 
scapegoats in the Brotherhood’s attack on 
Egypt’s military rulers.

Islamists rationalize their attacks on the 
largely defenseless Coptic community, 
saying they are counterattacking the 
Copts for having allegedly endorsed the 
crackdown.

“When Pope Tawadros comes out 
after a massacre to thank the military 
and the police, then don’t accuse me 
of sectarianism,” Mamdouh Hamdi, a 
Brotherhood supporter, told the New York 
Times.

These actions increasingly support 
the conclusion that the Copts’ fear that 
the Muslim Brotherhood is a terrorist 
organization and not the benign political 
force its defenders have made it out to be.

About The 
Investigative Project 

on Terrorism

The Investigative Project on 
Terrorism (IPT) is a non-profit 
research group founded by Steven 
Emerson in 1995. It is recognized as 
the world’s most comprehensive data 
center on radical Islamic terrorist 
groups. For more than a decade, the 
IPT has investigated the operations, 
funding, activities and front groups of 
Islamic terrorist and extremist groups 
in the United States and around the 
world. It has become a principal 
source of critical evidence to a wide 
variety of government offices and law 
enforcement agencies, as well as the 
U.S. Congress and numerous public 
policy forums. Research carried out 
by the IPT team has formed the basis 
for thousands of articles and television 
specials on the subject of radical 
Islamic involvement in terrorism, and 
has even led to successful government 
action against terrorists and financiers 
based in the United States.

Israeli Soldiers... “more and more of us are realizing that there is no other country here [Middle East] that is worth fighting for” 
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The Triumph of Illusion
By Shoshana Bryen 

The Palestine Liberation Organization was created in 
1964. Like most revolutionary movements, it wrote a 
Charter to define its aims and fundamental policies, 
including:

Article 17: The partitioning of Palestine, which took place 
in 1947, and the establishment of Israel are illegal and null 
and void, regardless of the loss of time…

Article 18: The Balfour Declaration, the Palestine Mandate 
System, and all that has been based on them are considered 
null and void. The claims of historic and spiritual ties 
between Jews and Palestine are not in agreement with the 
facts of history or with the true basis of sound statehood. 
Judaism… is not a nationality (and) the Jews are not one 
people with an independent personality…

Article 19: Zionism is a colonialist movement in its 
inception, aggressive and expansionist in its goal, racist in 
its configurations, and fascist in its means and aims…

Article 24: This Organization does not exercise any 
territorial sovereignty over the West Bank in the Hashemite 
Kingdom of Jordan, (or) on the Gaza Strip.

Contrary to belief in some quarters, the Charter has 
never been amended and in fact, fealty to “armed 

struggle” (i.e., terrorism) was reasserted as late as 2011. 
In pursuit of its goals, Palestinian terrorism has killed 
more than 5,000 Israelis since 1949. Airplane hijackings; 
sniper shootings (including an infant in her father’s arms), 
bombings on buses, in cafes and in restaurants; little boys 
bludgeoned to death; children murdered in their homes in 
front of their parents. Raw anti-Semitism pours today from 
Voice of Palestine Radio. School children learn that Israel is 
only a temporary impediment to Palestinian aspirations and 
that killing and dying is the highest good.

This would seem to preclude peaceful coexistence with 
the State of Israel.

Yet, it has become conventional Western wisdom that the 
Palestinian leadership — bifurcated as a result of a brutal 
civil war, without an electoral mandate, beholden in part 
to Iran — wishes nothing more than a split, rump state in 
the West Bank (and Gaza), areas it previously rejected. And 

furthermore, in exchange for that, Palestinians will accept 
a) the Jews as a national people “with an independent 
personality,” b) the legitimacy of the 1947 partition (or 1949 
Armistice Line), and c) Zionism — not as fascist, racist and 
aggressive — but as the legitimate expression of Jewish 
national peoplehood.

This is the triumph of illusion, required because reality 
doesn’t comport with the liberal, democratic Western 
standard in which every difference can be split. The reality 
is that Israeli fights every day against people dedicated it its 
destruction as a sovereign entity. Reality is ugly, so the West 
pretends we’re only a minute or two, an Israeli concession 
or two, a settlement or two from Israeli-Palestinian “peace.”

No, we aren’t, nor will we be. But it is through similar 
illusions that American policy toward Egypt is best 
understood.

Pretending the Muslim Brotherhood was a political party, 

pretending it had renounced violence and become a social 
service agency, pretending it would govern at odds with 
its Charter and founding principles, pretending Morsi’s 
virulent anti-Semitism and anti-Christianity would give 
way to multireligious comity, the United States deliberately 
bolstered the fortunes of a fascist, jihadist organization 
bent on the acquisition of state power to institute its radical 
Charter and punish its enemies.

In 2011, then-DNI James Clapper told Congress, “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.” 
His correction was no better: “In Egypt the Muslim 
Brotherhood makes efforts to work through a political 

system that has been, under Mubarak’s rule, one that is 
largely secular in its orientation.”

The Brotherhood never “eschewed” violence — when 
its leadership was being imprisoned and hung it made the 
reasonable tactical decision that announcing a determination 
to take power through violence would be foolhardy. Secular 
Egyptian governments in succession understood that they 
needed to stand on the neck of the Brotherhood because it 
was not going to give up and was not going to disappear. 
President Obama invited Brotherhood representatives to the 
now-discredited Cairo Speech in 2009, over the objection 
of President Mubarak. He treated it as if it was one among 
many parties entitled to a seat at the table of governance in 
Egypt.

But the Brotherhood, like the PLO, was unwilling 
to accept only a seat — it had designs on the table, the 
kitchen, and the living room.

The administration made the same mistake in Syria, 
tapping the Muslim Brotherhood-leaning Turkish Prime 
Minister and the Emir of Qatar to bolster the armed 
opposition to Bashar Assad while the U.S. hid. Far from 
promoting what little secular, democratic opposition 
was able to emerge, Turkey and Qatar resurrected the 
Brotherhood that had gone underground in Syria after the 
massacre in Hama by Hafez Assad in 1983.

The United States has the Palestinian model from which 
to work: when a violent, dictatorial organization tells you 
its goals and the means by which it plans to achieve them, 
believe them. When they say they’re not democratic, that 
their ideology precludes a multiethnic and multireligious 
society, believe them. When violence is part of their 
mandate and they prove over and over that they are prepared 
to use it in pursuit of their clearly defined aims, believe 
them. They are not fit partners for the United States.

In Egypt, the fighting is not a civil war; it is the 
determination and requirement of the government to push 
the Muslim Brotherhood insurrection back into the dungeon 
from which the Obama Administration freed it. As such, it 
should be supported.

Source:  American Thinker

In pursuit of its goals, 
Palestinian terrorism has killed 

more than 5,000 Israelis  
since 1949

The Golan Heights: History and Biblical Significance
By Victor Sharpe

The British gave the 
Golan to France’s 
Syrian colony in 1923. 
Syria attacked Israel 
in 1967 and lost the 

Golan. Syria had occupied it for 44 years. 
Israel’s liberation of the Golan has lasted 
45 years. Who has possessed the Golan the 
longest?

Even as modern day Syria is convulsed 
in a murderous and bloody civil war 

with untold thousands dead and maimed; 
even as its tyrant, Bashir al-Assad, fights for 
his political and physical life; even with all 
this, he nevertheless spews forth his hatred 
of Israel and his call to take away the Golan 
Heights from the Jewish state.

But so do those “rebels” who are fighting 
him and thus remind us of the famous 
aphorism: “better the devil you know.”

Those of us who have stood on the 
Golan’s 1,700 foot steep escarpment, 
are struck by its immense strategic value 
overlooking Israel’s fertile Hula Valley and 
the beautiful harp shaped lake below, called 
in Hebrew, Kinneret (the Sea of Galilee.)

But during Syria’s occupation of the 
territory, no agriculture of any significance 
took place and no restoration of its terrain 
was ever undertaken. Instead, the Golan 
was a Syrian army artillery encampment 
whose sole purpose was to deliberately rain 
down upon Israeli farmers, fishermen and 
villagers an endless barrage of shells.

So what is the history of the Golan 

Heights and what is its overwhelming 
biblical significance to the reconstituted 
Jewish state? Perhaps we should return 
primarily to the biblical books of Joshua 
and Numbers.

Before the Tribes of Israel would cross 
the River Jordan and enter the Promised 
Land, the first among them had already 
taken possession of territory east of the 
River Jordan. These were the half tribes of 
Manasseh, Gad and Reuben who liberated 
the Bashan and Gilead from the Amorites.

Biblical Bashan incorporates today’s 
Golan Heights. Gilead is the fertile land, 
which lies in what is the north eastern area 
of today’s Kingdom of Jordan:

“ ... a little balm, and a little honey, spices 
and myrrh, nuts and almonds” (Gen 43:11.)

It was Canaan, west of the Jordan, 
(including today’s so-called West Bank) 
which would pose the formidable challenge 
to Joshua bin Nun, the general leading the 
Israelite tribes. So it was that Moses, the 
Lawgiver, spoke to the children of Gad and 
Reuben thus:

“Shall your brethren go to war, and shall 
you sit here?” (Numbers 32:6) The leaders 
of the two tribes replied that they would 
indeed send their combat men west into 
Canaan and fight alongside their brethren 
while their families would remain behind.

“We will build sheepfolds here for our 
cattle and cities for our little ones. But we 
ourselves will go ready armed before the 

children of Israel until we have brought 
them unto their place: and our little ones 
shall dwell in fenced cities because of the 
inhabitants of the land. We will not return 
unto our houses until the children of Israel 
have inherited every man his inheritance.” 
(Numbers 32: 16-18)

The story of reconstituted Israel and its 
people is mirrored in the biblical story of 
those ancient ancestors. The young men 
and women of modern Israel have gone 
again and again from their homes; be they 
villages, towns or cities, to the borders and 
established communities there in times 
of danger and peril, just like those young 
men did from the biblical tribes of Gad and 
Reuben.

The Jewish pioneers of today in Judea 
and Samaria — the biblical heartland 
known today as the “West Bank” — are 
no different. But the world has chosen to 
demonize them as “obstacles to peace” 
and an impediment to the creation of 
a fraudulent Arab state to be called 
Palestine; a state that has never existed in 
all of recorded history; certainly not as a 
sovereign independent Arab state.

The pioneers are now called “settlers” 
and their homes and farms derisively 
called “settlements.” It matters not to the 
infernal chorus that sings the international 
siren song of hate and ignorance that these 
pioneers are returned to their ancestral 
homesteads and seek to take up their 
ploughshares to sow, to plant and re-possess 

their homeland.

But the purpose of this article is also to 
learn about the biblical and post biblical 
history of the Jewish descendants of Gad, 
Reuben and Manasseh.

The Bashan region, now known as the 
Golan Heights, is a part of the biblical 
territory promised to the Patriarch Abraham 
and the people of Israel for an everlasting 
covenant — the Covenant of the Parts — 
recounted in Genesis 15. The city of Bashan 
was a refuge city (Deut, 4:43).

During the biblical period of the Jewish 
Kings, a battle high on the Golan took place 
between King Ahab and the army of Aram. 
A Jewish victory occurred at the present site 
of Kibbutz Afik, which lies a few miles east 
of Lake Kinneret, the Sea of Galilee.

After the end of the Babylonian Exile, 
and during the Second Temple Period, 
Jews returned to their homes on the Golan. 
Subsequently the returnees were attacked 
by gentiles and Judah Maccabee brought his 
forces up to the Heights to defend them.

At the conclusion of the Hasmonean 
Period, King Alexander Yannai finally 
re-conquered the Golan and Jews returned 
yet again. They rebuilt communities in 
central Golan, including the major cities of 
Banias and Susita, which formed part of the 
defense of the Golan.

Their residents fought heroically against 
the Roman legions during the Great Revolt 
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The Middle East’s Morally Uneven Playing Field

Our camera crew was back in Israel at 
the beginning of September to film new 

episodes for The Prophetic Connection, 
actually Season 4 which is scheduled to 
begin airing in January, 2014. By the time 
you read this, Season 3 will be airing for the 
first time in Canada and in the U.S.

With each arrival in, or departure from, 
Israel, I get a bird’s eye view of Tel Aviv 
and the surrounding region, including the 
mountain range that forms Israel’s backbone 
just a few kilometers east of Ben Gurion 
Airport.

Since departures are always into the wind, 
coming more often from the Mediterranean 
Sea, and in the opposite direction from the 
mountains, I usually experience a quiet 
sense of relief as the plane lifts higher and 
farther away from the so-called West Bank 
danger zone.  Arrivals and landings are 
another matter. Because of prevailing winds 
from the sea, our plane’s approach is often 
high over Tel Aviv, toward the mountains. 

I’ve noticed that, in these instances, the 
pilot at the controls has the plane bank 
hard in preparation for descent and landing, 
seemingly just before it reaches the edge of 
the mountain range. At times, I’ve found 
myself wondering if the pilot has been 
instructed to do this because of the danger 
of rockets or missiles streaking skywards 
out of these disputed West Bank mountains 
or is the concern simply that posed by 
flying too close to mountains near any 
airport?

Perhaps, too, this is just my imagination 
working overtime since I have read 
reports that certain airlines, including El 
Al – Israel’s official airline - now carry 
anti-missile defense systems.  It’s difficult 
to ignore this pervasive threat to all airlines 
everywhere, especially now when there are 
so many places where terrorist entities are 
active on the ground. Now imagine what 
will happen  if, as an outcome of the current 
round of so-called Israeli/Palestinian peace 
negotiations,  Israel’s West Bank region 
becomes part of an official Palestinian 
State devoid of Israeli political and military 
oversight. Think Gaza!

Israel’s unilateral decision to forcibly 
remove all Israeli citizens from Gaza in 
August,  2005, was an attempt to prove to 
the world that she was prepared to make 
hard choices and difficult sacrifices in 
the cause of peace. In retrospect, it was a 
costly mistake that has produced a bitter 
outcome. The very next year, in 2006, the 
population of Gaza, in a popular election, 
chose Hamas, Israel’s sworn enemy, to 
rule over them.  Rockets fired from Gaza 
have been raining down on southern Israeli 
communities ever since. 

Simply put, peace was not achieved by 
giving away sovereignty over Gaza. In 
fact, more Israeli lives have been lost in the 
interim. This is why the IDF (Israel Defense 
forces) entered Gaza in December,  2008 
in a concerted effort to stop, or at the very 
least reduce, increased rocket salvos from 

Gaza. The results were mixed. While this 
limited military incursion, under the code 
name, Operation Cast Lead, caused severe 
damage to Hamas’ military capabilities, 
it failed to deliver a knockout punch. The 
rockets keep on coming from Gaza, if just 
not as many as before. This means that 
Israelis living near the Gaza Strip must cope 
daily under a cloud of uncertainty caused 
by incessant false - and sometimes real - 
code-red alarms. 

Still, Israel, perhaps naively, continues to 
pursue this elusive peace with her neighbors 
and enemies, even as the international 
community continues to pressure Israel 
to cede half of her land area – and East 
Jerusalem - in the cause of peace.  And how 
many other nations do you know of that 
would be willing, as Israel has done - albeit 
having been strong-armed by the U.S. - to 
release unrepentant murderers with blood 
on their hands as an incentive just to get 
one of their sworn enemies, in this case 
the Palestinian Authority,  to come to the 
bargaining table? 

There is something morally wrong with 
this picture!

And notice how anemic U.N. and U.S. 
responses have been in the aftermath of 
chemical weapons atrocities inflicted on 
numerous children and other innocent 
civilians in the environs of Damascus. We 
all know how quickly the nations rush to 
judgment where Israel is concerned, even 
when evidence is lacking. Israel is never 

given the benefit of the doubt, much less 
offered apologies or retractions afterwards 
when the truth emerges.

All this to say that leaders who are color 
blind should stop setting ‘red’ lines, while 
those who claim the moral high ground 
where Israel is concerned should have their 
moral compass calibrations checked.

Rev. Dr. John Tweedie is the Managing 
Editor of Israel and Christians Today.

Rev. Dr. John Tweedie

Why Won’t the Palestinians Accept a State?
Jonathan S. Tobin 

Let’s assume for a moment that Secretary of State John 
Kerry actually succeeds in getting Palestinian Authority 

head Mahmoud Abbas to sit down and talk with Israel 
for the first time since George W. Bush was president. As 
I wrote earlier this week, if that happens that will be the 
result of American promises to back the Palestinians on 
various issues and probably also a pledge to put a time 
limit on the negotiations in order to heighten the pressure 
on Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu. Even if all 
that happens, most of the international media and virtually 
everyone in the foreign policy establishment seems to 
take it as a given that the primary obstacle to a deal will 
be Israel’s recalcitrance in making concessions. But that 
Netanyahu isn’t willing to deal is a myth, which is why so 
many in his coalition have been speaking up to talk about 
their opposition to a two-state solution.

As Haaretz reports today, various high level sources 
including a senior Cabinet minister are saying that 
Netanyahu is ready to give up more than 90 percent of the 
West Bank and evacuate “more than a few settlements” if 
Abbas is serious about peace deal that will truly end the 
conflict and give assurances about security. So the operative 
question for the region, as Kerry tries to pressure the parties 
to sit down prior to September, is whether Abbas is ready 
to take yes for an answer in the way that he wasn’t in 2008 
when he turned down an offer of a state from Netanyahu’s 
predecessor Ehud Olmert.

Since few think Abbas will ever be able to sign off on 
any accord that recognizes the legitimacy of a Jewish state 
no matter where its borders are drawn, it’s doubtful that 
Netanyahu will ever have to make good on these promises. 
But that hasn’t stopped right-wingers in his coalition from 
getting upset about the prospect of a pullback on the West 
Bank. But leaving aside the panic on the right, Netanyahu’s 
willingness to give up so much territory should focus the 
world on what it is exactly that the Palestinians want or are 
prepared to live with.

As with Netanyahu’s ground breaking 2009 speech at 

Bar-Ilan University where he formally embraced a two-state 
solution, we can expect his critics to dismiss these latest 
signals that his government is willing to make sacrifices 
for peace. We will be told that there is no point offering the 
Palestinians a state on terms they can’t accept.

Palestinians say they have been waiting for several 
decades to get a state. They could have had one in 1947 
when Palestinian Arabs and the rest of the Arab and Muslim 
world disdained a United Nations partition plan that called 
for a Jewish state and an Arab one to be created in the land 
between the Mediterranean and the Jordan River. Three 
times since 2000 they have continued to say no to offers 
that would have again divided the land and given them a 
chance for independence.

But if Abbas is again going to treat an offer of statehood 
that would give him more than 90 percent of the West 
Bank as nothing or insists on accepting nothing less than 
a militarized Palestinian state (something that Israel is 
already experiencing on its southern border in Hamas-run 
Gaza, which is an independent state in all but name), then 
we are entitled to ask why.

In speaking of taking these kinds of risks for peace, 
Netanyahu is going far beyond what most of his supporters 
think is reasonable. Yet if after all this time, the Palestinians 
are not willing to talk or stay at the table for more than a 
few days or weeks simply because they cannot get all of the 
West Bank or Jerusalem or even to accept demilitarization, 
then the world should draw conclusions about their 
intentions. Contrary to conventional wisdom, the obstacle 
to peace in the Middle East isn’t Netanyahu or Israeli 
settlements. It’s the hate and intransigence that drives the 
Palestinian political culture that makes it impossible for 
Abbas to ever sign a deal. Though I don’t expect most in 
the foreign policy establishment to acknowledge this fact, 
what will happen in the next couple of months is likely to 
reaffirm this basic fact.

Source:  Commentary MagazineBenjamin Netanyahu
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GivinG Up The 
By Steven Plaut 

In the center of the Temple Mount is another structure known 
as the Dome of the Rock, famous for its golden domed roof  ... 
the structure is not a mosque at all and has no special religious 

significance for Muslims. 

The Temple Mount in Jerusalem is the holiest place on 
earth according to Judaism.  It is where both Biblical 

Temples stood, whose destruction is commemorated 
this week with fasting and mourning on the Ninth day of 
the month of Av according to the religious calendar.  The 
Western Wall is considered holy only because of its 
proximity to the Temple Mount.  Jews everywhere in the 
world pray while facing the Temple Mount, and if they 
were to pray on the Mount itself they would face the Holy 
of Holies, the focal point in between the cherubs that were 
positioned on top of the Temple Ark inside the Temple.  
While God’s presence is everywhere, according to Judaism, 
its most intense concentration is at that point.  The Western 
Wall is simply the guard wall around the perimeter of the 
Temple Mount, and is of Herodian (Roman) origin standing 
upon earlier Hasmonean foundations.

The site has religious significance for Christians as well.  
After the destruction of the Second Temple, churches were 
sometimes erected there. When the Muslims conquered 
the area, they followed the practice of building mosques 
or proclaiming as sacred to Islam the religious sites of 
other religions.  The Muslim general Umar bin al-Khattab 
was the second Caliph and led the armies of Islam.  In 
his writings he expressed scorn for Jerusalem and never 
acknowledged its sanctity.  When a temporary mosque was 
erected on the Temple Mount (long pre-dating the current 
Al-Aqsa mosque structure), it was placed in the southern 
edge of the Mount.  A general in the armies of Umar, an 
ex-Jew who had converted to Islam, pointed out to Umar 
that placing the mosque in the northern section of the 
Mount would allow Muslims to pray while facing both the 
Holy of Holies of the Jews and Mecca.  Umar insisted that 
it be placed on the southern margin so that Muslims would 
pray facing Mecca but with their backsides toward the Holy 
of Holies.  That is where the Al-Aqsa mosque stands today.

Thus, the southern edge of the Mount,  that is located 
above the ruins of what archeologists call Solomon’s 
Stables, has religious significance for Muslims.   In the 

center of the Temple Mount is another structure known as 
the Dome of the Rock, famous for its golden domed roof.  
Some refer to it mistakenly as the “Mosque of Omar.”   
But the structure is not a mosque at all and has no special 
religious significance for Muslims.  The problem is that 
this structure sits exactly on the spot that most (but not 
all) experts, archeologists and rabbis, believe is where the 
Holy of Holies once stood.  It also contains the “Foundation 
Stone,” which has religious significance for Judaism.

The Israeli army conquered the Temple Mount in 1967 

in the Six Day War, when Israel liberated Jerusalem from 
the illegal Jordanian occupation.  At the time Israel should 
have dismantled the “Dome of the Rock” and moved it 
elsewhere, while leaving the Al-Aqsa mosque in place.  
Muslims could then continue to control and administer 
everything associated with the mosque.  But doing so did 
not require Israel to relinquish control over every inch of 
the Temple Mount.  The Israeli government nevertheless 
decided to pursue tranquility through appeasement and 
cowardice (sound familiar?).  Not only would the Muslim 
religious authority be granted de facto hegemony over the 
entire Temple Mount, they would also be granted the power 
to prohibit or restrict entry to it for Jews.

This has been the status quo ever since.  Jews are often 
prevented altogether from entering the Mount.  At other 
times, Jews are permitted some limited access, but under 
condition that they do not pray while on the Mount.  

Jews whose lips move quietly while on the Mount have 
been arrested and evicted, motivating a few to learn 
ventriloquism.  Anyone daring to prostrate themselves 
while on the Mount in the direction of the Holy of Holies 
is treated even more harshly.  So here we have the spectacle 
of the Israeli government backing a prohibition on Jews 
praying in the holiest site of Judaism for fear of upsetting 
Muslims.

Meanwhile, serious collateral damage from Israel’s 
cowardly decision to maintain Muslim control of the 

Mount has been the systematic destruction of artifacts 
and antiquities uncovered on the Mount by the Muslims, 
particularly in cases where the artifacts clearly point to the 
ancient Jewish presence on the Mount.  Islamic radicals, 
including the “moderates” from the Palestinian Authority, 
have long denied that there ever were Biblical temples on 
the site, mountains of overwhelming archeological and 
historic evidence notwithstanding.  They have destroyed 
priceless evidence to the contrary. UNESCO has never 
uttered a word in protest.  It should be noted that radical 
Muslims also object to Jews praying at the Western Wall, 
which they also deny has religious significance for Jews.  
Jews at the Wall are regularly assaulted by stone-throwing 
Muslims on the Mount.

The status of the Temple Mount and the question of 
public access to it for Jews is further complicated because 
of some seemingly bizarre and esoteric features of Jewish 

The Temple Mount: sacred, 

holy and essential to Jews Western Wall courtyard
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Temple moUnT?

religious law.  Rabbinic law prohibits Jews from entering 
the grounds where the Temples stood while they are in a 
“state of impurity.”  The notion of “state of impurity” is a 
Biblical one, where one becomes “impure” by having any 
contact with a dead body, including being present in a 
cemetery or funeral.  This impurity is not a moral judgment, 
and in some cases indeed one is commanded to make 
oneself “impure” (such as attending a relative’s funeral or 
burying a corpse found in public space), but merely serves 
as a basis for prohibiting entrance into the Temple for 
ritualistic purposes.  The Biblical “cure” for the impurity 
using ashes from a special red heifer cannot be used today 
because no such bona fide animals are available. The 
bottom line is that according to Jewish rabbinic law itself, 
Jews may not enter the grounds where the Temple stood, 
and especially not where the Holy of Holies stood.

On the one hand, the Jewish religious restrictions upon 
Jews make the politics of the Temple Mount seemingly 
easier to surmount.  Religious Jews do not seek access to 
the center of the Mount for religious purposes, the area 
where the Dome of the Rock now stands.  On the other 
hand, most of the Temple Mount is clearly outside the 
grounds of the Biblical Temple, in areas where the “impure” 
may enter, and there is no reason why Jews cannot enter 
these and conduct prayers there.  (No one is seeking to 
conduct Jewish religious activities inside the Al-Aqsa 
mosque!!)  But radical Muslim hegemonists consider this 
an affront to Islam.  Not only must Jews be denied access 
to the Temple Mount to “defend” the Mosque, but Jews 
should be denied any sovereignty or presence in Jerusalem 
altogether.

All of the above puts some results from a recent public 
opinion poll into proper perspective.  As published in 
Makor Rishon, July 12, 2013, the vast majority of Israelis 
oppose construction of a new Temple now, and opposition 
among religious Jews is even stronger.   Those who say they 
favor building of the New Temple may actually mean they’d 
like the Messiah to show up and order such a move, not that 

government bureaucrats do so.  No one seems opposed to 
“preparing” for the coming Messianic Age by doing things 
like tailoring garments for Temple priests, forging Temple 
trumpets, or learning the rabbinic laws concerning conduct 
of Temple ritual.  Even the most ornery atheist can find 
nothing in such things objectionable.   A minority of Israeli 
Jews favor some preliminary construction for a new Temple 
building, presumably including dismantling and relocating 
the Dome of the Rock, but no such proposal is being 
seriously considered by the government.

Interestingly, a full 72% of Israeli Jews favor partitioning 
of the territory of the Temple Mount so that Muslim control 
and administration is restricted to the Al-Aqsa mosque, and 
where Jews would have access to other parts of the grounds.  
A large plurality favors legal initiatives that protect Jewish 
rights of access to the Mount, including the right to conduct 
prayers there.

More generally, the entire legal status quo for the Temple 
Mount, under which Israel relinquishes control to the 
Muslim religious authorities, serves as yet another reminder 
that Jewish self-abasement and cowardice do not win Israel 
any tolerance or goodwill.  The time has come for Israel to 
make it clear that it will no longer seek peace via gestures 
of debasement of Jewish dignity nor by auto-suppression 
of the legitimate religious rights of Jews.  If the Muslim 
world should ever wish to come to terms with Israel and 
seek an actual modus vivendi, then it will have to do so with 
an Israel that insists on the defense of legitimate Jewish 
religious rights, including their right of access to (at least) 
parts of the Temple Mount.

Steven Plaut is a native Philadelphian who teaches business finance 
and economics at the University of Haifa in Israel.  He holds a PhD in 
economics from Princeton.  He is author of the David Horowitz Freedom 
Center booklets about the Hamas and Jewish Enablers of the War against 
Israel.

Source: FrontPage Magazine Palm Sunday procession

Note: there isn’t a single reference to Jerusalem in the Koran
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The European Union recently sent out a directive barring 
its 28 members from cooperating with Israeli entities 

in the West Bank and East Jerusalem. The boycott includes 
“all funding, cooperation, and the granting of scholarships, 
research grants and prizes” to Israeli entities in East 
Jerusalem and the West Bank.

If this is how the EU chooses to spend its limited 
diplomatic and political resources “to help” the Middle 
East, then its moral compass is badly broken. The EU still 
hasn’t even mustered the clarity or courage to join the USA, 
Canada, and six Gulf states (led by Bahrain) in designating 
Hezbollah a terrorist organization, even though Hezbollah 
has committed terrorist acts on EU soil that have killed an 
EU citizen, and has supported Basher Assad’s butchery in 
Syria. The EU has also failed to take any decisive action to 
address the urgent crises in Lebanon, Syria, and Iran (which 
marches ever closer to nukes and imports ore — for armor 
and missile production — from Germany and France). And 
where is the EU’s boycott of Mideast governments that 
persecute women, execute homosexuals, and condone the 
slaughter of Christians?

If the EU wants to wield its economic clout to impose 
peace on disputing parties, why not boycott China for its 
brutal occupation of Tibet? Clearly that occupation doesn’t 
matter because the EU is China’s largest trading partner. 
And why isn’t the EU boycotting Northern Cyprus, which 
is under foreign military occupation by Turkey (against the 
wishes of the EU)?

The hypocrisy is even more flagrant because some EU 
states are themselves occupying disputed territories on 
various continents. One of the most notorious examples 
is the Falkland Islands. What exactly is the UK’s burning 
security interest in occupying a Latin American island 
nearly 8,000 miles away? Maybe the EU should boycott the 
UK as well. 

In the end, an EU boycott of Israel is just a cheap way to 
score political points with the oil-producing Arab states and 
the growing Muslim population on European soil. Indeed, 
the EU’s anti-Israel directive resembles Stephen Hawking’s 
ill-fated attempt to inject himself into the Israeli-Palestinian 
controversy. Just as he absurdly chose to boycott the 
country largely responsible for the technology that enables 
him to communicate, the EU shamelessly targets the only 
country in the Middle East that actually shares the EU’s 
democratic values, respect for human rights, pluralism, 
and the rule of law (not to mention shared interests like 
curbing Iranian nukes, developing natural gas resources in 
the Mediterranean Sea, and seeing moderates prevail in the 
volatile Middle East).

Putting aside the EU’s abundant hypocrisy, trying 
to strong-arm Israel into unilateral concessions has 
already proved to be an abysmal failure when it comes to 
promoting peace. Just ask President Obama, who in 2009 
pressured Israel into a 10-month settlement freeze in the 
West Bank without requiring any reciprocal gestures from 
the Palestinians. They quickly realized that they need not 

negotiate with Israel because Obama was doing that for 
them. One can hardly blame Palestinians for trying 

to maximize their negotiating posture, even if 
it lacks good faith. Thus, peace talks have 

remained stalled for Obama’s entire 
presidency, even though 

Secretary of State 

John Kerry is now making his sixth peace-pushing trip (in 
as many months) to the region.

It’s also worth noting that the real obstacle to peace — 
Palestinian rejectionism and terrorism — existed before any 
of Israel’s settlement-building. Palestinian terrorism and 
rejectionism from Gaza also continued despite the removal 
of Israeli settlements (from Gaza in 2005). So Israeli 
settlements did not create Palestinian extremism and their 
removal doesn’t necessarily end it.

History has also demonstrated that Israeli settlement 
building has not prevented Israel from making painful 
territorial compromises for peace: Menachem Begin 
evacuated the Sinai, Ehud Barak ended Israel’s presence in 
Southern Lebanon, Ariel Sharon left Gaza, and Benjamin 
Netanyahu handed over West Bank territories under the 
Wye Accords.

Moreover, the EU seems to have forgotten that Jews 
have a historical and legal right to be in the West Bank. 
The “Mandate for Palestine” confirmed by the League of 
Nations recognized the “historical connection of the Jewish 
people with Palestine” and “the grounds for reconstituting 
their National Home in that country.” Under Article 6, the 
Mandate encouraged “close settlement by Jews, on the 
land, including State lands and waste lands not required for 
public purposes.” The EU’s boycott falsely implies that 
Jews have no right to live in the West Bank, and is thus 
disturbingly reminiscent of the “Judenrein” policies of 
Nazi Germany, which banned Jews from certain spheres 
of life only because they were Jews.

Lastly, the EU (and US) position on Israeli West 
Bank construction lacks balance because Palestinian 
construction is never limited. As Eli Hertz notes:

The Oslo Accords do not forbid Israeli or Arab 
settlement activity. Charging that further Jewish 
settlement activity preempts final negotiations by 
establishing realities, requires reciprocity. If Jews were 
forcibly expelled from the West Bank in 1948 during a 
war of aggression aimed at them [but then recaptured 
the West Bank in the defensive war of 1967], then these 
Territories must be considered disputed Territories, at 
the least…According to David Bar-Ilan, a former policy 
planning official, the tempo of Arab construction is “more 
than 10 times the number of buildings under construction 
[in the Territory] than those approved [by the Israeli 
government] for the [Jewish] settlers.

If the EU wants to ignore international law and history, 
the many more pressing Mideast issues, and its own 
hypocrisy, all for the sake of promoting Israeli-Palestinian 
peace, then it should at least recognize that unilateral 
pressure on Israel has only reinforced Palestinian 
inflexibility. Indeed, it is only the Palestinians who have 
refused to negotiate peace without preconditions. The EU 
has pressured the wrong party because its Mideast compass 
is badly broken.

Noah Beck is the author of The Last Israelis, an apocalyptic novel about 
Iranian nukes that also discusses the expulsion of Jews from Muslim lands.

Source: Frontpage Magazine

The EU’s Broken Mideast Compass
 By Noah Beck  
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European Sanctions Against Israel
By Ambassador (ret.) Yoram Ettinger 

There are no free lunches in personal and 
national struggles, especially when it 

comes to the Jewish people, and certainly 
not in the Middle East.

Successful struggles require defiance of 
pressure, which has been an integral part 
of the Jewish people and the Jewish State 
from time immemorial. In fact, defiance of 
pressure has ensured the survival of Judaism 
and the Jewish people.

During the last 65 years, Israel benefitted 
significantly by resisting pressure, stronger 
than that imposed by the European Union: 
the effective US military embargo and 
the threat of economic embargo in 1948, 
suspension of the transfer of advanced 
US military systems and joint military 
exercises, etc.

It was Israel’s defiance of pressure 
which facilitated the establishment of 
Israel in 1948; the annexation of western 
Jerusalem and parts of Tel Aviv, the Galilee 
and the Negev in 1949; the reunification 
of Jerusalem and construction of Jewish 

neighborhoods in eastern Jerusalem in 1967; 
the destruction of Iraq’s nuclear reactor 
in 1981; the application of Israeli law in 
the Golan Heights in 1981; the settlement 
of 375,000 Jews in Judea & Samaria and 
250,000 Jews in eastern Jerusalem since 
1967; etc.

Resisting pressure has secured the 
survival of the Jewish State, the bolstering 
of Israel’s posture of deterrence, the 
enhancement of Israel’s role as a unique 
strategic ally of the US, which can be 
trusted on a rainy day.

From 1948 through 1992, Israeli Prime 
Ministers, usually, fended off US pressure 
to make “painful concession,” and therefore 
enhanced respect toward Israel, dramatically 
expanding US-Israel strategic cooperation. 
Sixty-five years of independence have 
demonstrated that numerous forms of 
pressure on Israel have just been hurdles on 
the road to globally unprecedented growth: 
economically, militarily, technologically, 
scientifically and demographically.

A government that sacrifices strategic 
goals in order to avoid pressure strays 
away from the legacy of Israel’s Founding 
Fathers. A government which fails to defy 
pressure and assume a tactical, short-term, 
limited cost, required to retain independence 
of political/diplomatic action and to advance 
strategic, long-term, essential goals, forfeits 
the trust of its citizenry and the respect of its 
allies and the international community.

Succumbing to European pressure would 
radicalize the Palestinian position, generate 
further pressure and reduce the slim chance 
for peace. This would ignore the post World 
War II European precedent of Land-for-
Peace, with belligerent Germany being 
punished by transferring land to its victims: 
France, Poland and Czechoslovakia. In 
2013, Europe is eager to punish the intended 
victim, Israel, by transferring land to the 
belligerent Arabs, hence rewarding and 
encouraging belligerence.

Giving in to European pressure would 
reward “Better Red than Dead” Europe, 

which violates economic sanctions against 
Iran, while imposing sanctions on Israel, 
the only democratic, capable, reliable and 
unconditional ally of the Free World.

Retreat in the face of European pressure 
would ignore the implications of the 
stormy, chaotic Arab winter, and overlook 
the unprecedented surge in hate-education, 
terrorism and non-compliance since the 
conclusion of the 1993 Oslo Accords. 
This retreat would transform Jerusalem 
into an enclave connected to the coastal 
plain by a 2-4 mile wide corridor. It would 
reduce Israel to a 9-15 mile sliver along the 
Mediterranean, over-towered by the Judea & 
Samaria mountain ridges, which dominate 
Tel Aviv, Ben Gurion Airport and 80% of 
Israel’s population and infrastructure.

It would relegate Israel from a national 
security producer to a national security 
consumer, depriving the US of Israel’s 
unique national security contributions.

Source: Israel Hayom (cited in (Unity Coalition for 
Israel – Daily News)

of 135 AD, known also as the Second Uprising. It was led 
by the charismatic Shimon Bar Kokhba, known as the “Son 
of a Star” and a Jewish folk hero as great as King Arthur. 
Some 10,000 residents of Gamla alone perished fighting 
against Rome.

Second century Jewish coins were found on the Golan 
after its liberation during the last days of the June, 1967 
Six Day War. These ancient coins were inscribed with the 
words, “For the Redemption of Holy Jerusalem.”

In the succeeding period of the Talmudic Period, Jewish 
communities flourished and expanded. Archaeologists 
have found the remains of 34 synagogues on the Golan. 
Jewish life on the Golan largely ended after the defeat of 
the Byzantine army by Arabs from Arabia carrying the new 
banner of Islam and the region descended into a long period 
of neglect.

But Jewish life returned yet again in the latter years 
of the 19th century when members of the Bnei Yehuda 
society from Safed purchased land on the Golan. In 1891, 
Baron Rothschild purchased around 18,000 acres in what is 
present day Ramat Magshimim.

The Jewish pioneers of the First Aliyah (immigration) 
began to farm land they had purchased in the Horan region 
until the Turkish Ottoman occupiers evicted them in 1898. 
Their land was then seized, and in 1923 the entire Golan 
was given away by Britain to the French Mandate over 
Syria and Lebanon.

Zionist leaders had earlier demanded the Golan be 
included within the new Jewish National Home because 
of its immense historical roots in biblical and post-biblical 
Jewish history. But Jewish liberation of the ancestral land 
was not possible until Israel was forced to fight for its very 
survival during the Six Day War.

The Golan is only 60 miles from Haifa and the slopes 
of Mount Hermon, the highest point in the region, are the 
present eyes and ears of Israel. The Golan Heights were 
officially annexed to Israel in 1980. But it was the left wing 
Israeli Prime Minister, Yitzhak Rabin, who first offered to 
give the Heights away in 1994.

Since then, Israelis have winced at the wrenching offers 
made by subsequent left leaning Israeli governments and 
politicians who declared publicly their desire to give the 
entire Heights to the Syrians in return for a delusional 
peace. The overwhelming majority of Israelis are adamantly 
opposed to any such suggestion.

Obama’s carrot to the Syrian 
dictator, should it ever be 

resurrected, inevitably will be 
the Golan Heights.

The Baker-Hamilton Iraq Study Group suggested that 
a way out for the United States from its Iraqi imbroglio 

would be for Israel to give the Golan Heights away to Syria. 
This, it was believed by the ISG, would bring Syria into 
responsible nationhood and wean her away from support of 
the “insurgents” attacking Iraqi and U.S assets. Of course 
this was before the successes of the “Surge” instituted by 
General Petraus made such a suggestion moot.

U.S. President Obama mistakenly renewed diplomatic 
relations with Syria as a way, he believed, of distancing the 
Arab dictatorship from its alliance with Iran. This was yet 
another delusional act by the current U.S. President whose 
foreign policy is now in tatters.

But Obama’s carrot to the Syrian dictator, should it ever 
be resurrected, inevitably will be the Golan Heights. If 
he is re-elected and chooses yet again to appease Arab 
and Muslim dictatorships, brutal pressure will be applied 
against Israel to force it to give away yet more of its biblical 
patrimony.

But what would such pressure on Israel to withdraw from 
the Golan Heights mean? Bringing down the Israeli radar 
stations on the Hermon Massif to the valley floor below 
would seriously degrade any warning of future hostile 
Syrian attacks. It would further hamper Israel’s ability to 
prevent attacks upon it by Syrian forces and by Hizbullah, 
now returned to even greater strength by Syria and Iran 
after the two wars in southern Lebanon.

Israelis have been ill served by too many of their leaders. 
The fact that any Israeli politician or military leader would 
even contemplate throwing away both ancestral and 
strategic territory is a recurring blight the Jewish state can 
ill afford.

And to put any trust in an Arab nation, especially the 
Iranian backed Syrian regime, is truly mind boggling. 
Besides which, the so-called rebels fighting the Syrian 
regime have already stated that their ambition is also to take 
the Golan from Israel at the same time that they plan on 
making Syria yet another Islamic Republic and a future part 
of an Islamic Caliphate.

And consider this. The British colonial power gave the 
Golan to France’s Syrian colony in 1923. Syria attacked 
Israel in 1967 and lost the Golan. Syria had occupied it for 44 
years. Israel’s liberation of the Golan has lasted 45 years. Ask 
yourself then, who has possessed the Golan the longest?

Any thought of abandoning biblical Bashan (the Golan) 
to such Islamist foes as exist in Syria would be a betrayal of 
those first Jewish ancestors on the Golan who long ago “built 
sheepfolds for their cattle and cities for their little ones.”

Victor Sharpe is a freelance writer with articles and essays published 
in FrontPage Magazine, Townhall,  Outpost, the Wall Street Journal, 
the London Daily Telegraph, Israel Alert, Jewish Review and other 
publications. He is the author of the two-volume “Politicide: The 
attempted murder of the Jewish State” and “The Blue Hour and Other 
Strange Tales.”

Continued from Page 6
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Preventing Blindness
 by Abigail Klein Leichman 

Advances in prevention and treatment 
– and making them accessible – are 
credited with dropping rates of preventable 
blindness by more than half.

A new study published in the  American 
Journal of Ophthalmology  shows that 

rates of preventable blindness in Israel have 
been cut by more than half over the last 
decade, from 33.8 cases of blindness per 
100,000 residents in 1999 to 14.8 in 2010.

Israel’s success in preventing and treating 
all four main causes of avoidable blindness 
— age-related deterioration, glaucoma, 
diabetes and cataract — is unmatched 
anywhere else in the world, says the 
study’s lead author, Dr. Michael Belkin of 
the Goldschleger Eye Research Institute at 
Tel Aviv University’s Sackler Faculty of 
Medicine and Sheba Medical Center.

Other countries could see similar results 
by emulating Israel’s approach, suggests 
Belkin, one of the foremost ophthalmology 
researchers in Israel.

The secret of Israel’s success? 
Developing innovative methods of 
prevention and treatment and making them 
available universally through the national 
medical system.

Community-based programs, such 
as dedicated diabetes clinics, promote 
early prevention and timely treatment for 
diabetes-related complications that can 
lead to blindness. Diabetes clinics in Israel 
pay for themselves in about two years’, he 
says, factoring in their impact on preventing 
greater health concerns. It is much more 
expensive to treat blindness as it develops 
rather than preventing it from the start, 
Belkin points out.

According to the World Health 
Organization, blindness remains a severe 
health concern even in industrialized 
countries, yet 80 percent of blindness is 
preventable or treatable.

Advancing eye care

The surprising results of the study were 
revealed when Belkin was researching a 

broader topic.

“I was trying to show that over the last 
100 years there was no change in the rate 
of blindness from glaucoma in the world, 
which is probably true in many places,” 
Belkin tells ISRAEL21c.

But when he and fellow researchers 
Alon Skaat, Angela Chetrit and Ofra 
Kalter-Leibovici looked specifically at 
Israeli statistics over the last 12 years, 
they discovered that although rates of 
untreatable genetic causes of blindness 
remained steady over that time period, rates 
of preventable blindness were reduced by 
more than 56%. This was not true of any 
other country.

“There is nothing anywhere else remotely 
like we have here in Israel,” he says.

In fact, in the same issue of the American 
Journal of Ophthalmology  was a report 
from Denmark — which also has socialized 
medicine and high standards of care – 
showing a decline only in age-related 
macular degeneration.

Belkin speculates that one of the key 
differences could be that Israelis tend 
to adhere to recommended treatment 
regimens more closely than patients in 
other countries. This phenomenon has been 
shown in relation to other diseases but 
hasn’t yet been proven in ophthalmology.

The doctor notes that policy also plays a 
role. Since the 1990s, Israeli patients have 
been able to choose their doctors privately 
for cataract surgery. This practically 
eliminates wait times for surgery and 
prevents the condition from growing worse 
over the long term.

Abigail Klein Leichman is a writer and associate 
editor at ISRAEL21c. Prior to moving to Israel in 
2007, she was a specialty writer and copy editor at a 
daily newspaper in New Jersey and has freelanced for 
a variety of newspapers and periodicals since 1984.

Source: Israel 21c

Israel builds the world’s first 
fire forecasting system
By Abigail Klein Leichman

Matash crunches a variety of data to predict how a forest fire will spread and help 
authorities decide how best to fight it.

The Carmel blaze in 2010 led to the creation of Matash. 

Hot, dry summers put forests at great risk of fire. Since January of this year alone, 
hundreds of wildfires destroyed large swaths of Australia, while Colorado’s Black Forest 
experienced the worst blaze in state history.

The devastation might not be as vast in the future, if firefighters adopt Israel’s 
unique  Matash Fire Forecasting System, developed by the research department of the 
Ministry of Public Security in reaction to the record-breaking Carmel Forest fire of 2010.

Research Director Besora Regev and geographic systems information manager Shai 
Amram demonstrated Matash to interested delegates from countries including Spain, 
Bulgaria, Italy, Croatia, South Korea and Kenya at a homeland security conference in Tel 
Aviv last fall. The system operates in English, so it could be used anywhere.

Strategizing how to fight forest fires is largely luck and guesswork because so many 
unpredictable or unknown factors affect how it spreads, from wind conditions to the 
moisture level of the vegetation.

The Israelis built Matash on European and American theoretical models for predicting 
the behavior of forest fires using weather research forecasting (WRF). They first made a 
simulation to see how such a system could have helped in managing the Carmel blaze, and 
were so impressed with its potential that they decided to take it live.

“This is the first operational WRF system in the world,” Amram tells ISRAEL21c.

As soon as firefighters report their exact location, personnel at the Israeli Fire and 
Rescue control center in Rishon LeZion put Matash to work crunching data concerning 
weather, topography and infrastructure from live feedback as well as sources such as 
Google Maps and Google Earth.

The prediction system quickly helps decision-makers to minimize damage and loss of 
life. 

“In 15 minutes we get predictions for one hour ahead,” says Amram. “After 30 minutes, 
we get six hours ahead.”

No more worst-case scenario

Rolled out in the summer of 2012, Matash already proved its capabilities.

“Last summer, there were two big fires near Jerusalem, in Motza and Ma’aleh 
Hachamisha,” Regev tells ISRAEL21c. “The system was very helpful for predicting a few 
hours ahead for the worst-case scenario that we do not want to get to.”

The need for Matash is great. On average, 1,000 forest fires occur each year in Israel. 
Many lives depend on decisions about deploying equipment and personnel, and whether to 
evacuate residents who live in the vicinity.

Matash and other advanced technologies resulted from the Israeli government’s decision 
to create a National Fire Authority  (NFA) following the Carmel disaster. NFA unified 
myriad municipality-based fire services into a single national force under the auspices of 
the Public Security Ministry.

Matash is available to every firefighting, police and rescue agency in Israel, including 
Keren Kayemeth LeIsrael-Jewish National Fund and the Israel Nature and Parks Authority, 
which administer the country’s 400,560 acres of forest.

Matash presents decision-makers with a two-dimensional map; 3D imaging of fire 
temperature, fire line advancement and height of flames; maps of potential additional 
fires and high-risk areas; and weather forecasts for the next three days at a 1.3-kilometer 
resolution. The system has an accuracy level of within 50 meters and updates itself every 
six hours.

When there are no fires, the Matash system can be used in simulation mode to help 
officials prevent fires and prepare action plans in case they occur.

Source: Israel 21c
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No One Knows The Day Or The Hour
By Jack Kelley

There are two popular phrases people use in connection 
with the End Times to discourage speculation about just 

when the Rapture might take place. One is “like a thief in 
the night”, and the other is “no one knows the day or the 
hour”.

It’s been suggested from time to time that I’m sometimes 
“overly specific” in my teaching on the subject of End 
Times prophecy (even though I’ve never proposed either 
a day or an hour) so I’ve undertaken a study of these two 
phrases to see if I’m guilty as charged.

Let me say from the outset that I don’t believe the day or 
hour of the Rapture can be known in advance by anyone 
on Earth because I don’t believe it’s set to happen on any 
specific day or at any specific hour. I believe it’s set to 
happen when a specific number of born again believers is 
reached, and I base that conclusion on my understanding of 
Romans 11:25.

I do not want you to be ignorant of this mystery, brothers, 
so that you may not be conceited: Israel has experienced a 
hardening in part until the full number of the Gentiles has 
come in.

There are two Greek words in this verse that lend critical 
support to a proper understanding. The first is translated 
“full number”. It’s a nautical term that describes the 
pre-determined number of sailors necessary to operate a 
ship. Until the ship had its full number of crew members, 
it could not sail. This is why ship captains sometimes got 
unsuspecting  men drunk and kidnapped them late at night 
and then set sail immediately. And the second, translated 
“come in” is also a nautical term that described the ship’s 
arrival at its intended destination.

By using these terms, Paul was saying that the hardening 
of Israel’s heart will not be fully removed until the Church 
reaches its pre-determined number and has been taken to 
heaven. There’s nothing arbitrary about God’s action here.   
He has already determined the number and will take the 
Church to its intended destination as soon as that number 
is reached. But as far as I can tell no one on Earth knows 
either the full number or the current number. All we can 
know is that we’ll be Raptured when the full number of 
Gentiles has come in and it could literally happen on any 
given day. Then we’ll disappear, the blinders will come off 
Israel and the 70th Week will commence.

Now, back to the topic at hand. What do these two 
phrases mean and are they intended to discourage 
speculation about the timing of the Rapture?

Like A Thief

When you take out the duplications, this phrase appears 4 
times in the New Testament. Let’s look at each one and see 
what it’s telling us.

Now, brothers, about times and dates we do not need 
to write to you, for you know very well that the day of the 
Lord will come like a thief in the night. While people are 
saying, “Peace and safety,” destruction will come on them 
suddenly, as labor pains on a pregnant woman, and they 

will not escape. But you, brothers, are not in darkness so 
that this day should surprise you like a thief. (1 Thes. 5:1-4)

This is Paul’s only use of the phrase. It’s clear He was 
speaking of the day of the Lord, and that while it will come 
as a surprise to unbelievers, events leading up to it should 
not surprise us. He made no mention of the Rapture here.

But the day of the Lord will come like a thief. The heavens 
will disappear with a roar; the elements will be destroyed 
by fire, and the earth and everything in it will be laid bare. 
(2 peter 3:10)

Here’s Peter’s only use of the phrase, and again the 
reference is to the End Time Judgments, not to the Rapture.

Remember, therefore, what you have received and heard; 
obey it, and repent. But if you do not wake up, I will come 
like a thief, and you will not know at what time I will come 
to you. (Rev. 3:3)

“Behold, I come like a thief! Blessed is he who stays 
awake and keeps his clothes with him, so that he may not go 
naked and be shamefully exposed.” (Rev. 16:15)

John used the phrase twice, both times quoting the Lord. 
In Rev. 3:3 He was criticizing the Church in Sardis, who 
in my opinion represents the mainline Protestants of today. 
He was reminding them that they’ve gotten away from His 
word and had better wake up and get back into it. Otherwise 
they won’t know when He will come to them. Notice the 
wording. In the Rapture He comes for us, not to us, and 
we meet Him in the air. The people He’s talking to will not 
go in the Rapture, and if they don’t wake up, even the 2nd 
Coming will take them by surprise. (In verse 4 we see that 
not everyone in Sardis is asleep. There are a few among 
them who will be ready for the Rapture and will walk with 
Him in robes of white.)

In Rev. 16:15 the world is well into the Great Tribulation, 
so the Lord’s warning is for Tribulation believers who 
will be responsible for keeping themselves saved during 
the most terrifying and dangerous time the world has ever 
known. When used symbolically, as it is here, clothing 
always stands for righteousness, and tribulation believers 
will be responsible for maintaining theirs.

Day and Hour

Now we’ll look at that other popular phrase, “No one 
knows the day or the hour”.

“No one knows about that day or hour, not even the 
angels in heaven, nor the Son, but only the Father. As it was 
in the days of Noah, so it will be at the coming of the Son of 

Man.” (matt. 24:36-37)

After the Great Tribulation ends (matt. 24:29) there will 
be various signs in the heavens. The sun and moon will go 
dark and the stars will fall from the sky. Then the sign of 
the Son of Man will appear and all the nations will mourn. 
After that they’ll see Him coming in the clouds with power 
and great glory, having gathered His elect from all over 
Heaven to join Him (matt. 24:30-31). This is confirmed in 
both  Rev. 18:14 and Rev. 19: 11-14. From both the context 

and the passage itself it’s clear that the Lord was referring 
to the day and hour of the 2nd Coming, when He’ll be 
coming with us not for us.

“Therefore keep watch, because you do not know on what 
day your Lord will come. But understand this: If the owner 
of the house had known at what time of night the thief was 
coming, he would have kept watch and would not have 
let his house be broken into. So you also must be ready, 
because the Son of Man will come at an hour when you do 
not expect him.” (matt. 24:42-44)

A few verses later, the Lord repeated the same thought, 
again in the context of the 2nd Coming.

The master of that servant will come on a day when he 
does not expect him and at an hour he is not aware of. 
He will cut him to pieces and assign him a place with the 
hypocrites, where there will be weeping and gnashing of 
teeth. (matt. 24:50-51)

And another few verses later. There’s no way this can 
refer to the Rapture because the things He described will 
not be done to unbelievers at the Rapture. He’s speaking of 
the judgments that follow the 2nd Coming.

“Therefore keep watch, because you do not know the day 
or the hour.” (matt. 25:13)

For the fourth time in 28 verses the Lord has said that 
believers on Earth at the time of the 2nd Coming will 
not know the day or hour of His return. This one is in the 
context of the parable of the 10 bridesmaids.

In previous studies I’ve shown that this parable can’t 
be about the church. The Church is the Bride, not a 
bridesmaid, there’s only one bride, not 10, and the banquet 
follows the wedding, it doesn’t precede it. There’s no way a 
newly married bride can be excluded from her own wedding 
banquet by a husband who claims he doesn’t know her. The 
parable is about tribulation survivors, 5 of whom are saved 
and enter the Kingdom and 5 who are not and don’t.

What’s The Point?

Now there is in store for me the crown of righteousness, 
which the Lord, the righteous Judge, will award to me on 
that day-and not only to me, but also to all who have longed 
for his appearing”. (2 Tim. 4:8)

I’ve searched the Scriptures in vain trying to find either 
phrase used in connection with the Rapture. But no where 
can I find a single verse prohibiting or even discouraging 
speculation about its timing.

On the contrary, I find that the Lord rebuked the religious 
leaders of His time for not expecting Him, and in doing 
so encouraged us to be aware as well. For example, 

Continued on Page 14
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commanded us to understand Daniel’s 70 weeks prophecy 
(matt. 24:15), He criticized the Pharisees for not being 
able to read the signs of the times (matt. 16:2-4), and had 
Jerusalem destroyed for not recognizing the clearly foretold 
time of His visitation (luke 19:41-44). Paul warned us not 
to let events leading up to the Day of the Lord take us by 
surprise (1 Thes. 5:4), and as we see above promised that 
the Lord would award a crown to those who longed for His 
appearing. How many more reasons do we need?

So where did this idea come from? It appears that some of 
it can be blamed on theologians who misinterpreted the 2nd 
Coming parables in matt. 24 & 25. Apparently they didn’t 
realize that when the Lord coined the phrase, “No one knows 
the day or hour” He was talking about His 2nd Coming, 
not the Rapture. But even then it’s the disobedient who are 
caught by surprise in these parables, not the faithful.

Some of it is also due to the fact that for generations 
church leaders have actively discouraged the study of 
prophecy for fear that focusing on the Lord’s return 
would make members less enthusiastic about funding 
their buildings and other Earth centered programs. They 
developed interpretations that allegorized it all away, 
making it seem like a fairy tale that no body really believes. 
I remember when I began to take Bible prophecy seriously 
my pastors warned me, “Don’t become so heavenly 
minded that you’re no earthly good.” These are the scoffers 
Peter warned about, who say, “Where’s the Coming He 
promised?” (2 peter 3:4)

But there’s still more. Even among pre-trib believers, 
there is a fear of the rapture because of false doctrines 
they’ve been exposed to. The “partial rapture” hypothesis 
holds that only the truly worthy will be taken, while the 

rest of the Church will be left behind to clean up their act 
during some or all of the End times judgments. Others 
say believers who are not also “overcomers” will be cast 
into the Outer Darkness at the rapture and excluded from 
the Millennium. These opinions erode our assurance by 
concluding that we won’t know if we’re good enough until 
it’s too late, and make us fearful that we won’t qualify.

Then there are the “secular Christians” who don’t want 
their so-called good life to end before they’ve had a chance 
to experience it all. Yes, they want the Lord to come, but not 
yet, not now.

And finally there are those who know that if the Lord 
came for us today, members of their family and circle of 
friends would be left behind. They don’t want the Lord to 
come until they know everyone they love will be taken too.

For all these reasons and more, being faced with the idea 
that the Rapture could be very close is not a comforting idea 
for lots of believers. Suggesting time frames makes it all 
seem too real, so they don’t like it. When they say, “No one 
knows the day or hour,” they mean, “I don’t want to hear 
about it.”

Be Quiet. You’ll Scare Them Away.

Well-intended people incorrectly say that talking about 
the End Times confuses believers, so we shouldn’t do it. 
What if we get them all excited and then it doesn’t happen? 
they ask. It’s no secret that the church is populated by a lot 
of folks who have zeal without knowledge and are easily 
taken in by anything that promises to either make their life 
easier (prosperity gospel) or help them escape it altogether 
(rapture mania). When I came to the Lord in the mid 1980’s 
a book titled 88 Reasons Why The Rapture will take place 
in 1988 triggered some rapture mania. A year ago the so 

called “Blood Moon Scenario” had folks looking for the 
rapture during the fall feasts. And there have been several 
others in between. In every case a couple of hours of study 
proved the theories false.

Paul called the Bereans noble because they searched the 
Scriptures daily to verify what he taught them (Acts 17:11) 
And that’s the Biblically correct response to these claims. 
It’s not to take other verses out of context in an effort to 
silence them. That only introduces another false teaching. 
And worse, it encourages the Church to go back to sleep.

When we hear someone suggest or even insist on 
this time or that one, our response should not be to 
automatically condemn the person for “date-setting”. It 
should be to “search the Scriptures daily to see if those 
things be true” before making a decision about it.

Personally I would much rather see the Church engaged 
in a lively discussion about the nearness of end times events 
than to see us trot out the old “No one knows the day or 
hour” line while sticking our heads back in the sand. What 
subject is a more important topic for discussion today? And 
think of all the extra crowns the Lord would have to order. 
Besides, people don’t fall away when dates come and go 
because if they’re saved they can’t fall away. If they fall 
away they weren’t saved to begin with. The Lord doesn’t 
miss opportunities to save people because of mistakes men 
make. He knew those who are His before He laid the Earth’s 
foundations, and promised not to lose even one of us.

So come on Church. Let’s get back to our job. The Bible 
warns us that there’ll be false teachers and says they’ll 
be held accountable. But it also admonishes us to do our 
homework so we’ll know one when we see one. 

Source: Gracethrufaith ministries

I Will Stop 
Defending 
Israel if it 
gives Up  
the Land
Giulio Meotti

If Israel gives up its Biblical heartland, 
why should we support a Jewish state?

The Zionist project was based on the 
historical necessity, to use a Marxist 

phrase, of creating a safe haven for 
European Jews as a reaction to 19th-century 
anti-Semitism.

But this miraculous process of Jewish 
reappropriation of the military also spurred 
the conflict between the State of Israel 
and the Land of Israel. Such a state for 
assimilated Jews could have been actualized 
in Argentina, Uganda or Birobidzhan.

The consequences have been Amona, 
Homesh, Gush Katif, Kadim, Gadim, 
Migron... Ruthless and merciless 
experiments of Jewish self-exile which 
have dramatically tested even the faith of 
non-Jews who believe in the State of Israel.

Now the Eretz Yisrael’s mountains, 
valleys, borders, historical identity, 
cultural affections, national passions 
which  characterize the entire mountain 
range from Jenin to Hevron -  historically, 
culturally and religiously the Jewish land 

of the Bible, where lie the greatest Jewish 
names of hope and redemption - Elon 
Moreh, Itamar, Negohot, Beit Haggai, 
Yitzhar, Tel Rumeida - have been put on the 
«negotiating table» once again, like meat at 
the market.

And to the names of the historic 
destroyers like Nebuchadnezzar and Titus, 
Commander of the Roman Legions, we 
risk adding the Jewish names Rabin, Peres, 
Barak, Olmert, Livni - and now Netanyahu.

Everybody knows that a Palestinian Arab 
Islamic state cannot come into existence 
if the Jewish ‘settlements’ remain in their 
present locations. And this is a consequence 
of terrorism.

It began with the slogan ‘only a political 
solution will end Palestinian terrorism’, 
which was echoed by IDF commanders 
who lost the war on terrorism. It was a 
war that for seven years (1987-1994) they 
were never required to win. Cynically, the 
governments directed things so that there 
was no possible solution but surrender.

IDF strongholds have been abandoned, 

dismantled, even looted by Palestinian 
mobs. Above all, the prime ministers’ 
pronouncements isolated ‘Jewish settlers’, 
questioned their legitimacy, defamed 
them, and tried to break their spirit. They 
also made life in some of the besieged 
‘settlements’ impossible.

Everybody also knows that evacuating the 
IDF from Palestinian Arab-populated areas 
will  primarily affect the Jewish population 
in Jerusalem and the center of the country. 
A hostile foreign army will not face 
obstacles on the way to Tel Aviv.

The shocking memories of synagogues 
ablaze in Gush Katif  is a sight unseen 
since the Nazi Kristallnacht and was now 
repeated in the State of the Jews by the 
Jews. Could it happen again? Why not?

For me, the Jewish cause transcends 
everything. Israel is the Jewish state; 
Jerusalem is Jewish, and exclusively 
Jewish; Hevron is forever Jewish.

If the ‘settlements’, the world’s Jewish 
designated sacrifical lamb, will be 
abandoned and destroyed, for the first time 

since the days of Joshua, the holy land will 
become the home of a foreign,  vicious 
people. This is what I learned from the Bible.

No real pro-Israel friend will be able 
to be comforted after the day the Jewish 
state  forsakes the most precious pieces of 
real estate in the world.

Let’s hope that the tragedy of Oslo, the 
very grave of the Jewish people, will never 
repeat itself.

A post-retreat and rationalistic-hedonist 
State of Israel, which gives up the heartland 
for the sake of ‘democracy’ and under the 
threat of the PA death sentence for the 
Jewish people, doesn’t deserve my activism 
and support.

The writer, an Italian journalist with Il Foglio, 
writes a twice-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. He is at work on 
a book about the Vatican and Israel. 

Source: Arutz Sheva

Continued from Page 13

The Synagogue in Gush Katif was burned to the ground.
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The Rarest Blue
Baruch Sterman with Judy Taubes Sterman

Biblical Blue – or Tekhelet, as it was 
known in the ancient Near East – 

was the wildly popular and precious blue 
dye derived from a most unlikely source 
– the digestive gland of a tiny sea-snail. 
It dominated the market in ancient times 
and won the hearts of everyone who came 
in contact with it. The Rarest Blue: The 
Remarkable Story of an Ancient Color, 
Lost to History and Rediscovered, (Lyons 
Press) by Baruch Sterman and Judy Taubes 
Sterman tells the true, captivating story 
of this color that shaped and was shaped 
by world history. The book describes, 
among others, the resourceful Minoans 
who discovered the dye, the seafaring 
Phoenicians who made it their trademark, 
the Scythian warrior-king who was buried 
with a Tekhelet-dyed saddlecloth that still 
retains its original luster today, and the 
Jewish high priests who wore robes of pure 
Tekhelet when they offered sacrifices in 
Herod’s Temple in Jerusalem. The Roman 
emperors revered it, Cleopatra adored it, 
and the Jews risked their lives to wear it. 
The Bible commands each Jew to wear a 
single thread of tekhelet on the corner hem 
of his garment – the tzitzit – so that he 
may “look upon it, and remember all the 
commandments of the Lord, and do them” 
(Numbers, 15:39). 

In Greek and Roman society, the 
sumptuous purple-dyed wool symbolized 
status, and laws were eventually passed 
which reserved this status for the upper 
class and prohibited the commoners from 
wearing it. To the Jewish people, Tekhelet 
was God’s chosen color; it adorned the 
Temple, its curtains fabrics and decorative 
coverings, as well as the clothes of the 
priests who served there. But rather 
than excluding the layperson from this 
elite society, the Bible calls upon the 

entire community to join that religious 
aristocracy. By attaching a bit of the 
sacred, the tekhelet thread, to his everyday 
clothes, each individual becomes holy, as 
it states in the Bible, “You shall be to Me 
a kingdom of priests and a holy nation” 
(Exodus, 19:6). The tzitzit strings illustrate, 
in the words of the Bible scholar Jacob 
Milgrom, “the epitome of the democratic 
thrust within Judaism which equalizes not 
by leveling, but by elevating: all of Israel 
is enjoined to become a nation of priests.” 
(The Rarest Blue, pg. 29)

Surprisingly, however, by the seventh 
century CE the once burgeoning Tekhelet 
industry had disappeared, and remained 
forgotten for over 1300 years. The story 
of its rediscovery weaves together such 
incongruous figures as a French marine 
zoologist, a Hassidic Master and part-time 
pharmacist, a retired engineer whose 
dabbling in natural dye chemistry was 
funded by the British Ministry of Defense, 
and the first Chief Rabbi of Israel. Baruch 
Sterman, the author of the book, plays a 
part in the story as well, as co-founder 
of an organization based in Israel that 
actually produces the blue threads today 
using the very same methods as in ancient 
times, (The Ptil Tekhelet Foundation, 
www.tekhelet.com).  After being lost for 
so many years, once again Tekhelet strings 
hang from hundreds of thousands of prayer 
shawls around the world.

The Rarest Blue also explains the science 
behind the scenes, including sections on 
the biology of the snails, the chemistry of 
dyeing from the Greek naturalist Pliny’s 
ancient recipe to the methods used today, 
the alternative dyes brought to the West 
from India and China, as well as a general 
explanation of the physics of blue light and 
why the color blue is so very rare in nature. 
The latest archeological finds that shed light 
on the ancient industry, and an exploration 
of the meaning of color in general, and 
blue specifically, from the psychological, 
emotional and philosophical perspectives, 
round out the narrative.

In the words of Nobel Prize winner 
Roald Hoffmann, it is “a story of science 
and religion, of craft and history. The 
Rarest Blue is spellbinding, each page a 
revelation. In lovely, engaging prose, the 
Stermans reveal the rediscovery of snail 
indigo – a detective story with cultural 
origins and a spiritual ending.  A wonderful 
book.”

For more than a millennium, no eye had 
seen threads of genuine Tekhelet. Today 
the ancient tradition, and the elusive string 
which connects man to God, has at last been 
restored.



16 aliyah October 201316

Name
Address

Phone
Email
New Zealand P.O. Box 12006, Penrose, Auckland 1642
Australia P.O. Box 1508, Springwood Queensland, Australia 4127
Canada P.O. Box 26048, Brantford, ON, Canada N3R 7X4
U.S.A. P.O. Box 2589, Manteca, CA 95336
South East Asia Region Towner Post Office 078, Singapore 
913223

OthER COUNtRiES: C4I International, PO Box 1100, 3860 BC 
Nijkerk, Netherlands (Holland) www.c4israel.org

I WANT TO SUPPORT CHRISTIANS FOR ISRAEL
■    Please accept my donation to bless  

Christians for Israel’s ministry

 ALiYAh
 ■ One Person
  $300 New Zealand / $300 Australia
  $190 U.S.A.

 ■ One Family (5 persons)
  $1,250 New Zealand / $1,000 Australia
  $950 U.S.A.

 ■ One Busload (25 persons)
  $6,250 New Zealand / $5,000 Australia
  $4,500 U.S.A.

✃

Please send your cheque, payable to Christians for 
Israel, to the address applicable to you

The English edition of Israel & Christians Today is 
printed for, and in cooperation with, the following 

English speaking National branches:

Editorial Staff
Rev. Dr. John Tweedie, Managing Editor

Christians for Israel – Australia
Ian Worby, National Director

Brian Donnelly, Chair
P.O. Box 1508, Springwood Queensland, Australia 

4127
Tel. +61 (402) 277 930

Email: info@c4israel.com.au
www.c4israel.com.au

Christians for Israel – Canada
Rev. Dr. John Tweedie, Chair

P.O. Box 26048, Brantford, ON  N3R 7X4
Tel. +1 519 7200870 – Email: info@c4i.ca

www.c4i.ca

Christians for Israel – New Zealand
Rev. Hon. Graeme Lee, Chair 

P.O. Box 12006, Penrose, Auckland 1642
Tel: +64 - 9 525 7564 Fax: +64 - 9 974 2613

Email: info@c4israel.org.nz
www.c4israel.org.nz

Christians for Israel - South East Asia Region
National Co-ordinators

Kenneth Khoo & Wilson Ng
Towner Post Office, PO Box 078

Singapore 913223
Tel: +65 - 9179 1757

Email: khooken888@yahoo.com.sg
Email: wilson@c4israel.org
website: www.c4israel.org

Christians for Israel – Uganda
P.O. Box 34479, Kampala, East Africa

Tel. 256 392 865 461
www.c4israel.org

Christians for Israel – U.K.  c/o W.A.M.
P.O. Box 789, Sutton Coldfield, 

West Midlands B73 5FX
Tel: +44 121 3549081

Email: ukinfo@c4israel.org

Christians for Israel – USA
Fred J. van Westing, CEO

P.O. Box 2589, Manteca, CA 95336
Phone/Fax: +1 209-665-4280

Email: fredvanwesting@c4israel.org
www.c4israel.us

Articles: The articles printed in Israel & Christians Today 
express the views of their individual authors, and they do 
not necessarily represent the views of the Editors or that of 
the Board of Christians for Israel. The printing of articles or 
advertising in Israel & Christians Today does not necessarily 
imply either endorsement or agreement.

™

™

& Christians

is the premier publication of 
CHRISTIANS FOR ISRAEL

Response Coupon
Thank you for this issue of Israel & Christians Today

Yes, I would like to receive this FREE bi-monthly magazine 

Name     

Address        

City/Town        

State/ZIP code   

Phone      Email  

To receive your free copy complete form and return to:   New Zealand P.O. Box 12006, Penrose, Auckland 1642
Australia  P.O. Box 1508, Springwood Queensland, Australia 4127

& Christians Today

 “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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Imam: Pope Must Say ‘Islam is 
Peaceful’ to Renew Ties with Islam
by Lori Lowenthal Marcus 
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Two State Solution: A Fatal Trap
By Victor Sharp 
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The Hagia Sophia interior architecture, a former Orthodox patriarchal basilica (church), later a mosque, and now a museum in Istanbul, Turkey. Symbol of closed churches in the Middle East.

Israelis, saving Syrian lives 
By Viva Sarah Press 

P. 7

Yoeri Needed to Decide!
By Koen Carlier

We met Yoeri by chance a couple of 
years ago. He was living with his 

aunt, Alla, in a meagre loam dwelling in a 
small village. Alla was listed as a welfare 
recipient entitled to food aid so we visited 
her regularly.

Alla never married. Medical tests on her 
face many years ago in the 1950s, when 
she lived in the former Soviet Republic 
of the Ukraine, caused wounds that never 
quite healed and gradually mutilated her 
face. Since people here are unfamiliar 
with the concept of quality homecare, Alla 
suffered a lot. However, her burden was 
eased somewhat by the loving concern and 
intervention of a Baptist Pastor, Igor and 
his wife, who lived a few hundred metres 
from Alla and Yoeri. They offered them 
devoted assistance over a period of several 
years even though Yoeri also had a drinking 
problem.

Although we tried to encourage Alla to 
consider Aliyah, and offered to assist her 
to go to Israel, she consistently resisted our 
efforts. Nevertheless, we were able to speak 
to her about the Bible and the Prophets, and 
we regularly prayed together. After Alla’s 

death eighteen months ago, Yoeri became 
progressively trapped in a downward spiral 
until finally he lost everything and was 
left homeless and desperate. It was then 
that he reached out to Pastor Igor for help. 
He also consented to being admitted to a 
rehabilitation facility in a small village out 
in the countryside.

After Yoeri had been in treatment for a 
few months, we decided to visit him again, 
but on our way we encountered a fierce 
rainstorm with the result that all pathways 
were littered with uprooted trees. Anyway,  
we managed to make our way until we were 
just within a few kilometers of the village. 
It was then that we  discovered that a large 
tree was completely blocking our path. We 
waited in the driving rain for more than an 
hour until two men showed up and severed 
the tree with a chain saw, allowing us to 
continue. The meeting with Yoeri was 
emotional; he was a changed person. In 
the meantime, we had contacted the Jewish 
Agency and discovered that it was possible 
for Yoeri to go to Israel on an elective 
Aliyah training program, but this was a 
decision he had to make for himself.

What he absolutely couldn’t and 
shouldn’t do was to return to the past and 
to his old friends, or back to  ‘Egypt’, if 
you like. His only remaining option was a 
new life in the Promised Land of Israel, and 
he needed to decide by the beginning of 
September. As we said goodbye to Yoeri, we 
continued to pray that he would hear God’s 
voice calling him back to the land of his 
forefathers! 

Update Sept. 5: We got a phone call just 
before Rosh Hashanah (Jewish New Year) 

advising us that:

Yoeri has finally decided to make Aliyah 
(return Home to Israel!)

We are very happy with this great news! 
He will now contact the local Jewish 
Agency office in order to get his papers 
ready for his first interview at the Israeli 
Embassy in Kiev. Once this is done, we 
will drive him together with other Jewish 

families to Kiev to continue the process 
toward Aliyah in Israel.

Thank you for your prayers and support 
for Aliyah!

Yoeri’s decision to go to Israel is the best 
New Year’s gift of all!

Koen and Ira Carlier are C4I representatives in the 
Ukraine and former Soviet satellite states
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Blocked Roads

Yoeri, a changed man.


