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Dedication

To my mother, Huda Awad, who became a victim of the 1948 Arab/Israeli War
when her husband (my father) was killed during crossfire between the Israeli
and Jordanian armies.  She overcame the tragedy and became a shining
inspiration to her seven children.

And to my wife, Brenda, who has stood by me for twenty-nine years and has
willingly identified with the victims through living and serving among them.

HP_Administrator
Jordanian armies.

HP_Administrator
It should be noted that the Jordanian Army illegally occupied the West Bank and East Jerusalem at the outset of the war.  They illegally took the police fort of Latrun and cut off the supply line to Jerusalem in order to starve the ancient Jewish community out of existence.  The Jordanian Army invaded the Palestinian portion.

HP_Administrator
identified with the victims through living and serving among them.

HP_Administrator
The bias is beginning to show.  The Palestianians cannot be regarded as victims in any general sense.  One can only be a innocent "victim" if the cause of it is unjustified.
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FOREWORD

For many years, visitors to the Holy Land have been content to visit the
holy sites.  It helps them come in touch with the past and the historical roots
of their faith.  The dream for many Christian visitors is to "walk where
Jesus walked" and to have their faith revitalized.

At the same time, Palestinian Christians have, for years, encouraged visitors
to take time and meet the indigenous Christians of the land and familiarize
themselves with their life and concerns.  Gradually, a growing number
started to heed the call and include in their itinerary set times to meet the
living stones of the land.  In fact, Christian responsibility demands a
knowledge and relationship with the brothers and sisters of the faith.  It is
important to be exposed to Eastern Christians whose faith dates back to the
early Christian centuries; to Islam, one of the major religions in the world
today; to the interplay between politics and religion in the Middle East;
and not least, to the Israel/Palestine conflict and the prospects for peace
and reconciliation.

The Rev. Alex Awad has had a rich experience of speaking to groups both in
the Holy Land as well as abroad.  With the use of maps, he has been
successful in relaying the story of the conflict between the Palestinians and
the Israelis, and the urgent need to establish a just peace so that all the
people of the region can live in freedom and security.  In this booklet, Alex
presents a few resources that can prove beneficial for the reader's quest for
information and understanding of the problem, as well as the desire for
fairness in seeking a solution.  Besides the commentary about the maps, the
reader finds four useful appendices: a glossary of important terms, questions
and answers about the conflict, relevant excerpts from international law,
and a selected bibliography for those who are interested in pursuing their
study.

It is unrealistic to expect that most people in the West are aware of the
Israel/Palestine conflict.  After all it is not the only major conflict in our

HP_Administrator
indigenous

HP_Administrator
living stones

HP_Administrator
of the land.

HP_Administrator
Eastern Christians

HP_Administrator
to Islam,

HP_Administrator
This should be balanced with the fact that there were indigenous Jews also.

HP_Administrator
The use of this idiom expresses bias of their roots in the land.  Most of the Arabs migrated into Palestine from 1880-1930. 

HP_Administrator
The vast majority of Palestinian "Christians" are Greek Orthodox or Syrian Orthodox, and are spiritually speaking just as dead as the Roman Catholic Church.   They cannot be regarded as true followers of Yeshua.  And extremely small percentage are actually true Christinas.   Most Palestinian Christians spout the same hate as the Muslims at Israel.

HP_Administrator

HP_Administrator
This is the sort of think that Dhimini Christians say.  They have to acknowledge the superior position of Islam.

HP_Administrator
Rev. Alex Awad

HP_Administrator
It must be realized that Christians who believe in replacement theology, and who deny the physical promises to Israel are denying Biblical teaching.  Their opposition to the biblical basis of Zionism may cause them to unjustly oppose it.  Though it is possible not to believe in Zionism yet to conceed that it is not unjust toward others either.
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world today.  Yet it is one that is capable of igniting a regional and, possibly,
a world conflagration.  Unfortunately, the Palestinian story and their
experience of suffering had to be set, historically, against the Jewish story
and Jewish experience of suffering.  Whereas, the Jewish story is familiar
in the West, the Palestinian story is not only unknown, it has been marred
by prejudice, stereotyping, and myths.  There is a desperate need to help
western Christians understand the background to the conflict.  There is
much political and historical ignorance about the founding of the state of
Israel.  There is confusion also about the interpretation of certain Biblical
texts that some Christians believe are related to the conflict.  Furthermore,
the media in the West has, generally, been biased towards Israel.  There has
been an anti-Palestinian sentiment among many people.  The Palestinians
have been cast as terrorists.  People see them as the initiators of violence,
set to destroy Israel that is, generally, viewed as a peace-loving country.

It has been our experience time and again that when western Christians
come with an open mind to see for themselves, to listen to the story, and to
experience first hand the agony and predicament of the Palestinians, many
are, literally, turned around.  They discover that Israel is not as innocent as
they supposed, and the Palestinians are not as bad as they had been led to
believe.  As the Bible says, "all have sinned and come short of the glory of
God" (Romans 3:23).

At the basis of the conflict, however, is an issue of justice.  The maps in this
booklet show clearly the injustice inflicted against the Palestinians in 1948.
How can we achieve enough justice that will allow the Palestinians and the
Israelis to share the land and live in peace and harmony?   The Palestinians
are looking to international law and United Nations resolutions for a
solution.  Since 1967, Israel has been occupying Palestinian territory and
oppressing its citizens.  With the use of American made weapons, it
demolishes Palestinians homes, restricts their movement and places them
under siege, hinders them from receiving needed medical care, assassinates
their leaders, confiscates their land, builds illegal colonies on it, and shatters
their economy.  The injustice which the Palestinians have been subjected to

HP_Administrator
Unfortunately, the Palestinian story and their
experience of suffering had to be set, historically, against the Jewish story
and Jewish experience of suffering.

HP_Administrator
What is being intimated here is that the Jewish "story" won the battle for the attention of the world.   The attempt here is to try to present the two cases as morally equivalent.  They are not.  The Palestinians suffered due to their own injustices.

HP_Administrator
it has been marred
by prejudice, stereotyping, and myths.

HP_Administrator
The truth is rather the opposite.  The world believed the truth at first, but now their native anti-Semitism is rising up again, and they are beginning to believe Palestinian propaganda.

HP_Administrator
There is
much political and historical ignorance about the founding of the state of
Israel.

HP_Administrator
But this ignorance is perpetuated by Arab apologists.

HP_Administrator
There is confusion also about the interpretation of certain Biblical
texts that some Christians believe are related to the conflict.

HP_Administrator
The author refers to the promises to Abraham and Israel, which he assumes are terminated along with the Torah, Sabbath and other biblical institutions.  This is a false interpretation of the bible based on an errant translation of  the Pauline letters.

HP_Administrator
Furthermore,
the media in the West has, generally, been biased towards Israel.

HP_Administrator
Again this is a false statement.  The Media has been at best overly "neutral" when neutrality was not warranted.  And now they are unrelentingly anti-Israel.   This is due to the turn away from biblical values of truth and honesty in the west.  The British Media has almost always been anti-Israel.

HP_Administrator
A justly deserved one

HP_Administrator
This is because they are, and the one's not actually doing the attacks are either teaching their children to, or they are supporting it.  Only a fraction of the Palestinians oppose it.

HP_Administrator
Justly so

HP_Administrator
This has been proved over and over by Israeli attempts to make peace.

HP_Administrator
This is because their understanding of the bible is shallow, and because most Christian theology is anti-Semitic replacement theology on this issue.  They are predisposed to believe Palestinian lies by this.

HP_Administrator
Only because they believe the enemies.

HP_Administrator
It takes a really hard heart not to see the daily terrorist attacks and missle attacks or the fact that Palestinians are teaching hate to their own children.   It happened in Nazi Germany.  It can happen with them too.

HP_Administrator
Some come a lot more short than others.  Those who sin ignorantly can be redeemed, but those who are in willful rebellion  against the natural moral laws against murder, sedition, and bearing false witness against their neighbor have no redemption unless they first repent.  This is case of Scripture abuse and equivocation.

HP_Administrator
These will be false maps

HP_Administrator
Assuming that the they need "justice".  The justice they need is to be brought to justice for waging a war of aggression.

HP_Administrator
Since 1/3 of nations are Muslim, and the other 1/2 are anti-Semitic, we cannot expect International Law to be a just or objective standard.  The bible says the world government and "International Law" will be controlled by the great dragon.

HP_Administrator
It is just to occupy the area of an enemy entity after they lose a war.  The United States occupied and annexed the land of Mexico after the 1848 war.  The notion that one should give land taken in a defensive war back to an enemy is immoral because it is the best way to compensate the families who lost relatives in the war.

HP_Administrator
Palestinians are citizens of nothing.  They have been under martial law because though defeated, they have never honestly attempted to make peace.  Only a minority want to make peace, but the hate filled majority keeps them in line, killing any that collaborate with Israel.

HP_Administrator
The Israeli victory in 1947-48 was not due to American weapons.  

HP_Administrator
They specifically target houses used by militant Palestinians.

HP_Administrator
Only when they are trying to root out whichever Palestinians are engaging in live attacks.

HP_Administrator
When potentially innocent bystanders are hurt, Israel does its best to get them medical aid.  Mistakes and oversights to occur, but these are to be expected in a chaotic situation where Israel is trying to weed out attackers that hide among a supporting population.

HP_Administrator
Yes, Israel has targeted justice on terrorist leaders.  They hope this will curtain the planning of further operations.

HP_Administrator
Never without just cause or just compensation under the code of the greater public good for the construction of roads or water works.  We must also remember that Palestinians are under martial law because of their rebellion against peace.

HP_Administrator
Israel does not build unjust or illegal communities.  There are a few miltant Israeli's who do this, who try to use vacant land, though somethimes it seems a Palestianian owns it.   Israel regularly removes these illegal attempts.

HP_Administrator
The shattered enconomy of the Palestinians is a direct result of their counting of losses from their war of agression.  They could have a wonderful economy.  The UNRWA gives them food and housing.  And the Arabs and West have given them billiions.  Somehow this all ends up in the private Swiss Bank accounts of their leaders who care nothing for their own people, but only for committing suicide attacks against Israel.

HP_Administrator
An untrue generalization
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by the Israeli Government today can be summarized in the word of the
Prophet Isaiah, "You are always planning something evil, and you hasten
to murder innocent people.  You leave ruin and destruction wherever you
go, and no one is safe when you are around.  Everything you do is unjust.
You follow a crooked path, and no one who walks that path will ever be
safe" (Isaiah 59:7-8).

The only way forward is the way of justice.  This specifically means the end
of the Israeli occupation to the West Bank and the Gaza Strip; and allowing
the Palestinians to exercise their right to self-determination in the
establishment of their own sovereign state along side the state of Israel.
Since the land belongs to God and all of us are foreigners and tenants
(Leviticus 25:23), there is no other way except to share the land under God
and be good stewards of it.

It is my hope that this booklet will help the reader to move from information
to advocacy, and from understanding to commitment.  The reader is urged
to pray for all the people of the Holy Land, Palestinians and Israelis, so
that both nations can live in peace and security.  The essence of the words
of the prophet Isaiah can be paraphrased, "The doing of justice will bring
peace, and the work of justice will bring quietness and security for ever"
(Isaiah 32:17).

Canon Naim Ateek
Director
Sabeel Ecumenical Liberation Theology Center
Jerusalem

HP_Administrator
This is called Scripture abuse.  The prophets often criticized Israel, but to use it in the cause of anti-Semitic injustice against Israel was not what God intended.  This is the same error made by the so called Church Fathers.

HP_Administrator
Yes.  Israel needs to disarm the PA completely.  Then they need to actually execute the terroists instead of putting them in jail where they typically get exhanged for hostages taken by the PA.  For every shipload of arms Israel intercepts from Iran, they also need to nuke an Iranian military base.  Only when Israel gets serious will justice be done.

HP_Administrator
The Gaza occupation was already ended, and now the Hamas is using it as a forward base for operations deeper into Israel.   The conflict is not about land supposedly taken from them.  It is about the anhilation of Israel.

Where Islamo-fascist ideology is taught it is always a mistake to remove the military retraints from them.

HP_Administrator
There is not right to self-determiniation inside a larger state.  The so called right of self determination is Western practice, but it is a myth to think this is a universal moral principle.  Not even Islam believes in such rights for Christians and Jews, so they are just hypocritically equivocating with a western culture they do not accept anyway.

HP_Administrator
They were offered one in 1947 and rejected it because they were interested in the anhilation of Israel.  The Palestinians were not interested in a State at that time, and every time one has been offered to them, they have rejected it.  Even in 2000 after Oslo they rejected a State.  Their rejectionism is actually a divine spirit of confusion on them to prevent Israel from giving away the sovereinty they won in battle and deserve as just compensation of their suffering.  Any sane nationalist movement would have taken the offers.

HP_Administrator
If this ever happens, God will say enough to Israel in appeasment of terrorists, and he will chastize Israel for being so stupid.

HP_Administrator
The land of Israel is special, and the Scripture requires the inhabitants to abide by the covenant, to observe the Sabbath, and the feast days, to be circumcised on the 8th day (not when your 13), and to show respect for the Jerusalem Temple: KJV Leviticus 19:30 Ye shall keep my sabbaths, and reverence my sanctuary: I am the LORD.


HP_Administrator
It would be for a lying cause.

HP_Administrator
Right, a commitment to terrorism and the destruction of Israel.

HP_Administrator
Only the 20% who oppose terror and anti-Zionism deserve our prayers.

HP_Administrator
Quoting Isaiah to support terrorism  is like trying to put lipstick on a pig..

HP_Administrator
Looks like a ecclesiastical title to me.   Just another false Church that has always opposed Israel.

HP_Administrator
Reminds me of Vacitcan II and Romes attempt to get the reformation under their control again.  Ecumenical = Compromise.

HP_Administrator
The term was first invented by the Catholics in Latin America.  It goes hand in hand with Marxism-Leninism.
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INTRODUCTION

There is no shortage of public information on the Arab-Israeli conflict.
Volumes have been written, documenting in great detail what has brought
the Middle East to its current crisis. Furthermore, the conflict receives much
media coverage around the world. Those who wish to pay attention to the
tragic events in Palestine, in our age of global communication, will find
that information is only a click of the mouse away.

So why then write another political history of the conflict? First, the conflict
between the Israelis and the Palestinians is, perhaps like no other, a battle
of information.  The stories of both peoples about what has transpired in
historical Palestine are so different that they run on almost parallel tracks,
rarely converging. Despite the fact that information on the conflict is
abundant, the Palestinians consistently feel that their story is left out.
Palestinians perceive that the Israeli perspective virtually saturates public
discourse, leaving the Palestinians voiceless, misunderstood and stereotyped.
Thus, by necessity, Palestinians must take every opportunity possible to
share their story.  We do not want our history written by those who oppress
us.

Second, this small book is meant to fulfill a specific purpose. I regularly
give lectures to groups of people who are only just beginning to be acquainted
with the Arab-Israeli conflict. After the lecture, interested individuals usually
come and ask me for a copy of the lecture and the map transparencies that
I use to illustrate stages of the conflict. I find that people would benefit
from having a tangible resource to take with them, to help them remember
the information, pass it on to others, and find ways to make sense of the
ongoing struggle.  This document is not meant to be comprehensive analysis
of history and current events, but a summary of the conflict from a Palestinian
perspective. The target audience is Western Christians, to whom I most
often lecture and whose influence I wish was more strongly felt in the Holy
Land. The map transparencies are available for individuals who wish to use
them in teaching about the conflict.

HP_Administrator
AND LIES TOO.

HP_Administrator
The biblical name is Israel, with districts of Judea and Ephraim (Samaria).

HP_Administrator
And a lot of lies too.  Better tell us how to objectively sort it out.

HP_Administrator
Imformation will not determine the outcome. God will.  Israel will win.    But, the statement is correct.  Information is like ammunition.   Its validity depends on whose gun it is loaded into-- you are your enemy.

HP_Administrator
There never was a Palestinian people with a unique cultural identity or language or religion or borders.  They have never been a nation.  People with their traits already have many nations.  Their only reason for being is to perpetuate the conflict against Israel.

HP_Administrator
Israelies called themselves Palestinians before 1948.  Just remember that.   The reason they stopped calling themselves that after 1948 was that Israel was the truthful name of the country, and not a derrogative name like "Philistia".

HP_Administrator
The trains are running opposite ways.  One track carries toxic waste to dump in Israel.  The other carries attempts to make peace that are rejected.

HP_Administrator
Reuters and CNN have been telling it for years, complete with the lies and fabrications.

HP_Administrator
They only think this because their leaders want them to feel like the underdogs.  The truth is otherwise.  They get plenty of Media support from Arab Media, always have.

HP_Administrator
And they have missed few opportunities.  Haj Husseni and Arafat learned from Hilter himself and mein Kampf how to tell lies.

HP_Administrator
Anyone who takes the otherside is defined as an oppressor.  Basic propaganda 101.  Truth is the first causulty of war for the side that is in the wrong.

HP_Administrator
Ah, that's why you can deceive them so easily.  You got to them first.

HP_Administrator
Yeh, we will check those lying maps out shortly.

HP_Administrator
In other words, the conclusions supporting the PA propaganda.

HP_Administrator
Soon you will be deling with Torah Observant Christians able and willing to refute your apostate Christian theology based on replacement theology and anti-Semitism.
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The main body of the essay is followed by thirteen commonly asked
questions I am asked along with their answers and several appendices.  I
suggest that the reader first take a look at Appendix I, a glossary of words
that are helpful in understanding the conflict and how certain words are
used in this text.  Appendix II documents sections of international law that
are relevant to the conflict.  Appendices III and IV provide a bibliography
for further reading and a list of organizations working for justice and peace
in Palestine and Israel.

I want to express appreciation to all who heard the lecture or read the
manuscript and offered advice in assuring its usefulness and accuracy. My
deep gratitude goes to Nathan Musselman whose help in completing the
script has been invaluable.

An old man and his granddaughter at their tent in  the Jalazone camp near Ramallah, West Bank
(UNRWA Photo 1951).

HP_Administrator
Never let your enemy define the terms -- just if I dont get that far.

HP_Administrator
Remember that international law is not necessarily legtimate law nor biblical law.  The Anti Christ will be using "International Law" at the end.

HP_Administrator
Don't expect the rebuttal to be on the list.

HP_Administrator
They must be pretty stupid, or you did not listen to the objections.

HP_Administrator
Yes, the Arabs told them to leave their homes in support of their war of anhilation against Israel.  They duly obeyed the advancing armies and got out of the way so that they could kill Jews without worring about killing Palestinians.

The poor child was probably innocent at this time, but their innocence is quickly ruined by brainwashing.
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Palestinian farmer working on his land.  Nearby,
an Israeli colony threatens his way of life.

HP_Administrator
A propaganda Poster.  Notice the word "colony".  This is meant to evoke colonialism.  This Jewish community actually paid for the land their communal farm sits on, they probably  bought it from  an absentee land speculator from Damascus or Istanbul.  There was way more land for sale than the Jews could possibly buy, use, or restore to productivity.    Even if the painting is a real photo, there is no evidence of a threat.   The alleged threat is the lie at the bottom of the mural.
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CHAPTER 1: THE LECTURE

Challenging Common Perceptions on the Arab-Israeli Conflict

Many Christians in the West look at the Arab-Israeli conflict from a
perspective that has been strongly influenced by a virtually uncontested
interpretation of biblical history and prophetical analysis.  Pro-Zionist groups
such as AIPAC, a powerful Jewish-American lobby, have also had a
significant effect on peoples' perceptions, be they Christian or not.  These
groups influence many US institutions, including the government, media,
and other powerful religious groups.  In addition, Hollywood, with its
blockbuster movies depicting Arabs as terrorists, has contributed much to a
Western bias against Arabs in general.  These factors, combined with the
tragic history of the Jews in Europe, form the frame of reference through
which Westerners usually view the Arab-Israeli conflict.  The purpose of
this essay is to conduct a short survey of various factors in Arab-Israeli
history in order to shed another light on the Arab-Israeli conflict.

The Myth of Perpetual Jewish-Arab Hostility

A prevalent myth concerning the Arab-Israeli conflict is that Arabs and
Jews are eternal enemies.  In fact, Arabs and Jews lived side by side in
relative harmony for hundreds of years.  To generalize that they have been
fighting for thousands of years or "since Day One" is a false analysis of
history.

Some base their assumptions concerning perpetual Jewish-Arab conflict
on the story of Abraham's sons, Ishmael and Isaac, fighting when they were
children.  Taken from a common sense approach, the idea that two brothers
squabbling spells permanent war for their descendants is ridiculous.  How
many of you know of siblings who fight from time to time?  Does that mean
they will never be friends?  The Bible relates the account of Ishmael and
Isaac coming together to bury their father.  This shows that they were
reconciled as adults.

HP_Administrator
Lack of opposition does not make it untrue.

HP_Administrator
We should point out that Muslim perspectives dominate the other side, and that many university chairs are funded by Islamic Interests, and we should also mention the CAIR lobby found guilty of plotting against the United States.

HP_Administrator
Actually the Roman Catholic Church is the majority in America 50+ million, and it does not support Zionism.

HP_Administrator
Yes, even those liberals can get  it right.  Its so obvious.

HP_Administrator
And their continual suffering in Arab countries too.

HP_Administrator
Since this document is so full of lies, I will have to vouch for the truth of this statement.  Hostility was much less before the rise of western power, but only because the Jews were weak and powerless, kept that way by their Dhimini status in Muslim countries.

HP_Administrator
Only as Dhimini status, i.e. second class citizens of the Ottoman Empire.  But really, better treatment in the past is no justification for the present.

HP_Administrator
If it were not for Islamo-fascism there would be no Palestinian terrorism, nor would the few Christian Palestinians pick a fight with the Jews.  All that is relevant is that the Arab Muslims are waging Jihad against Israel to destroy it --- an imperialistic war of aggression based on hatred.

HP_Administrator
However, the Muslims proudly say they are from Ishmael while proudly making Jihad against the sons of Isaac.   So the Arabs are in fact continuing the conflict.

HP_Administrator
Ishamael may have been reconciled, but not before the emnity was passed to his descendants.  Arabs have periodically been at war with Israel ever since.  It is not possible that Ishamael can have his hand against every man, and this trait not rub off on his offspring.  But even if anyone disagrees with me, the current agression is a fact that is not in dispute with reasonable people.

HP_Administrator
This is called begging the question.  The fact is they are not friends now because the Arabs seek to anihilate Israel.
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Further, the claim that Jews are direct descendants of Isaac, and that Arabs
are direct descendants of Ishmael is historically inaccurate.  This assertion
may have had validity in ancient times, but it does not hold today. It makes
the incorrect assumption that there is still a pure line of blood traced from
Issac to present day Jews, and from Ishmael to present day Arabs.1 The
people of the world have intermingled to such a great extent that it is absurd
and self-fulfilling to claim that whole nations are continuing a four thousand
year old quarrel.

Some Christians think the ancient conflict between the Jews and Philistines
has carried over to this day.  It is true that throughout the Old Testament, the
Jewish people fought with many different tribes including the Jebusites,
the Canaanites, the Ammonites, the Hittites, and the Philistines (a Caucasian
tribe from the Greek islands). Palestinians are the descendants of all of
these people including the Jews.  However, the claim that the Philistines of
old are the Palestinians of today is completely false.  The two have very
little in common besides the similarity of their names.

Further, none of these people were Arabs.  As a matter of fact, the word
'Arab' rarely appears in the Bible.  Why is this?  It is because the Muslim
Arabs did not come to Palestine until the 7th century AD.  Furthermore,
when they did invade Palestine they did not fight with the Jews.  The Romans
had already dispersed the Jews, first in AD 70 and later in AD 135.
Jerusalem's name was changed to Aelia Capitolina, and no Jew was allowed
to live in Jerusalem, on penalty of death.  Thus, when Muslim Arabs invaded
Palestine in the 7th century they fought with the Byzantines (Romans who
accepted Christianity) who had been ruling Palestine for several hundred
years.  After the Muslim leader Caliph Omar achieved victory in Jerusalem
he cancelled the ban on Jews in the city and invited them to return in a
declaration known as the Covenant of Omar.

The Jews lived in various parts of the Middle East under Islamic rule and
were protected along with Christians as a "people of the Book."2 They were
not given the same privileges and status as Muslim citizens, but they were

HP_Administrator
This is called begging the question.   All that is important here is that Arabs regard themselves as descendants of Ishmael, and the Jews regard themselves those of Isaac.  So for them these are the spiritual truths.  And Ishmael will not inheirt the land of Israel, but only the sons of Isaac through Messiah Yeshua in the end.  We who trust in Messiah are the seed of Abraham, heirs according to the promise.    That makes 99% of the Arabs disinherited because they have not joined Israel, because they deny the Messiah.

HP_Administrator
So, in order to assert the false claims of the Palestinians, the author has to deny the teaching the the bible.  That makes him an apostate.

HP_Administrator
The Muslims identify themselves as the descendants of Ishmael.   If need be they inherit the curse of Ishmael by adoption into his line.  That's how things are with God.

HP_Administrator
But it is the Muslims who have revived the quarrel.  For they have laid claim to the inheritance of Isaac, and they have claimed to be descended from Ishamael.  So evidently the prophecy was meant to be taken this way, and they are fufilling it.

HP_Administrator
Well, they call themselves Palestinians which is derived from that word.   Sounds like they want to revive the ancient conflict.   It doesn't help when your enemy retains the ancient title of your ancient enemy, and then seeks to glorify it into a false nationalism.

HP_Administrator
This is supposed make us have sympathy for them??

HP_Administrator
Biblically under the ban.

HP_Administrator
Biblically under the ban

HP_Administrator
Under the ban

HP_Administrator
Biblically what matters is not descent, but where one places one's spiritual adoption.  To claim descent from any of the seven banned nations and to attempt to argue inheritance rights in the land of Canaan on that basis calls down the ban curse.

HP_Administrator
In God's eyes they have adopted the heritage of the Canaanites.  They need to repent and adopt the heritage of Isaac.   If they don't, they will burn in  the lake of fire, which will be in Edom.

So they admit the heritage is genetically fictitious, but they want to ideologically own it.  How stupid can they be?  Have they never read the bible?

HP_Administrator
It does not matter.  They desire the hertiage of Israel's mortal enemies in Canaan.  The author is picking a straw man argument.

HP_Administrator
One should look for the term Ishmaelites, Edomites, and Midianites.   All these peoples intermarried and had a common Arab culture.  Abraham sent  his other children away from the inheritance of Isaac.  Hence they were not a threat when it came time to punish the evil of the Canaanites.    However, after AD 700 they moved in and claimed the land of Israel by military conquest.

HP_Administrator
The Muslims murdered whole Jewish tribes when they would not convert to Islam.  So Islam was guilty of genocide right from the start.   Muhammad had one whole Jewish tribe murdered, and the women enslaved.   Another had to flee.  However, later the Jewish conditions improved a little bit under Muslim rule, compared to their previous Byzantine and Persian rulers.   This improvement, however is no excuse for the Islamo-fascism of today.   Islamo-fascism is in fact a return of Islam to the earliest phase of Islam when Muhammad was trying to convert Jews at the point of a sword.

HP_Administrator
This hardly justifies the imperialistic war of world conquest that the Muslims were engaged in, nor does it justify current Muslim terrorism.   The Jews of that time did receive better treatment under Muslim rule, but this past does not justify the current hatred.

HP_Administrator
Palestinian Muslims are not doing very good of a job of protecting their Christians, and all the Jews next door are regular targets of murder.  So a less militant Islam of the past is irrelevant.    Islam is in fact returning to its earliest time of militancy and is rejecting the example of its own later history.

HP_Administrator
This is probably a straw man argument.  I've never heard a Jew or Christian making this claim.

HP_Administrator
This is called Dhimmini status.
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not endangered in their normal daily lives. The land of Palestine remained
under various Islamic rulers from the middle of the 7th century until the fall
of the Ottomans, with the exception of the Crusader period.  From AD 1099
until their final expulsion in AD 1291, the Crusaders, who were from Europe,
ruled with an iron fist and in their conquest massacred Jews, Muslims and
Christians alike.

If the people of the Middle East did not historically persecute Jews, where
did the Jews suffer their most tragic experiences?  One does not have to
look back far to see that this happened in Europe.  Though they were
mistreated all over Europe, Jews suffered particularly in Spain, Russia, and
Germany.

Before 1492, Muslim Moors ruled the southern half of Spain.  Under their
control, the approximately one million Jews living in Spain experienced
what is referred to as the "Golden Era" in the Jewish Diaspora.  Along with
highly cultured Muslim and Christian Arabs, Jews flourished in the fields
of science, business, medicine, music, art, and literature.  But after the
Christian north drove out the Moors, Jews would not experience the
benevolent rule they had formerly enjoyed.  The Spanish Inquisition in the
Middle Ages threatened the very existence of the Jewish people.  Under its
threat not one person could profess that he or she was a Jew. Any Jew who
did not convert to Christianity was baptized by force, banished, or killed.

In Russia and Eastern Europe, the pogroms were instigated.  These included
a number of harsh and brutal measures of discrimination against Jews.  Many
were killed by hostile Christian citizens.  Others who were spared from
such massacres were unjustly forced off their property, leaving their homes
and possessions behind, never to return to them.

Of course, the worst atrocities against Jews took place in Germany under
Nazi rule prior to and during the Holocaust.  In attempting to create a nation
(and even a world) full of the "superior Aryan race," Hitler and the Nazis
made a plan to systematically eliminate the Jews as well as other "inferior"

HP_Administrator
Their property and lives were always a risk in Muslim countries.  Jews have always suffered wherever they were not in their own country.   Before 1700, the Jews were only relatively better off, compared to their treatment in the same countries from then to the present.

HP_Administrator
Right, a land virtually without a people from 1800-1880.

HP_Administrator
Christian behaviour has improved since then.  Islam, on the other hand, has returned to the atrocities of its early period under Muhammad.  It still wants to conquer the world with hate and agression.   It is an illegitimate use of history to paper over current aggression with doctored accounts of the past.

HP_Administrator
This is a lie.  Jews were persecuted everywhere.   The Bible says they would be.   They were just persecuted less during certain periods of the Muslim Empire.  But they were still persecuted along with the Christians too.

HP_Administrator
Again, the morality of the present cannot be determined by the morality of the past.

HP_Administrator
Is this supposed to make us feel less abhorred at the current Islamo-fascist terrorists murdering Jews?   It should be noted that the worst Jewish persecutions were in eastern Europe.   Europe should not be treated as one entity.

HP_Administrator
Defeated by the British in 1917, because the Ottomans supported the imperialistic German war machine.

HP_Administrator
The Crusaders aggression, like all other aggressions was not justified.   The author is trying to attach Crusader atrocities here to the name of Christianity in order to garner sympathy for current Islamic atrocities.

HP_Administrator
And how did they get there?  They were engaging in an aggressive war of conquest.

HP_Administrator
Once again, the author is trying to improve our view of current Muslim hatred by convincing us of their past love.   It does not work.

HP_Administrator
The benevolent muslim dictatorships of the past do not justify current despotism and persecution.

HP_Administrator
They were only taking their own land back that the Muslims seized in a war of aggressive conquest.

HP_Administrator
This was because the Jews made the mistake of supporting the Muslim side.

HP_Administrator
The author is trying to divert our attention to past atrocities elsewhere to get our eyes off of the current atrocities of Islamic terrorists.  It won't work.

HP_Administrator
The Palestinian Christinas should realize that their replacement theology was the foundation of such persecutions, and further that by acknowleging its use in the Spanish Inquistiion does not absolve them of the same error.  It is thus only a pretense.  Tell the truth part of the time so that we will believe their lies the other half of the time.   It's called the sandwitch strategy.   Two slices of truth with the meat of lies in between.

HP_Administrator
Mistreatment elsewhere does not justify Muslim agression.

HP_Administrator
Christians in name only, just like most Palestinian "Christians"
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races.  Jews, however, were specifically targeted.  The Holocaust culminated
in the slaughter of six million Jews in concentration camps and the
dispossession of land and property of untold others.

The history of the Jewish people gives clear evidence that Jews who lived
in the Middle East and North Africa fared much better than those who lived
in Europe.  Arabs and Jews lived as neighbors for thirteen centuries in relative
harmony and there is no historical reason why they could not continue to
live as good neighbors in the future.

The Makings of a Palestinian Catastrophe: The Birth of Zionism

Why then in the last 55 years have Arabs and Jews engaged in five bloody
wars and hundreds of smaller but very lethal confrontations?  To understand
the beginnings of the conflict, we must consider the suffering of Jews in
Europe that has just been addressed.  Theodore Herzl, a German Jew living
in the 19th century, shared with many other European Jews the belief that
Jews could not achieve respect, let alone freedom from persecution, in
Europe. At the same time, nationalism was spreading all over the continent.
It was becoming more and more natural for like people from a certain region
to desire a sovereign state.  Provoked by the persecution of Jews in Europe
and inspired by the rise of nationalism in the continent, Herzl and others
started the Zionist movement, whose goal was to establish a homeland for
all Jews in some part of the world.3 It is important to realize that Zionism,
though it identified with historical Jewish identity, was a completely secular
ideology.  Besides looking to the possibility of forming a state in Palestine,
Herzl looked for a homeland in Uganda, Argentina, and other countries.
Herzl's aspirations were not based on the Biblical conception of a promised
land.

Zionist Plan for Palestine (Map 1)

It was finally decided that Palestine was the best area to establish a Jewish
state. When Herzl was alive though, the percentage of Jews in Palestine

HP_Administrator
The Palestinian Grand Mufi of Jerusalem, i.e. the top Mullah of the Arabs collaborated with Hilter on the final solution, and imported Nazi ideology to the Palenstianians.

HP_Administrator
This is a false division.  We are supposed to think "secular" is bad, when in fact Zionism simply did not insist on religious observance of Jewish distinctives.   But the ideology, even without the religious observance, was just.

HP_Administrator
Yes, but God used him anyway.

HP_Administrator
The source of this map is not cited, but the Zionist Organization was asked to submit a similar map for the Paris Peace Conference in consideration of a Jewish State.
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ZIONIST PLAN FOR PALESTINE 1919
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HP_Administrator
Jordan became an independent state in 1946.

HP_Administrator
In 1914 this was part of the Ottoman Empire.  There was no Egyptian sovereignty.  Then between 1914-1922 it was a British Protectorate.

HP_Administrator
There was no Lebanese sovereign state at this time.  Lebanon became an independent state in 1943

HP_Administrator
There was no sovereign Syria until 1946.  This was Ottoman territory.

HP_Administrator
Independence 1922

HP_Administrator
British Mandate

HP_Administrator
French Mandate

HP_Administrator
1943

HP_Administrator
1946

HP_Administrator
1946

HP_Administrator
The map has been annotated and the dates that they countries on the map actually acheived independence noted.
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was very small.  The vast majority of people in Palestine were Muslim and
Christian Arabs. The establishment of a Jewish state meant the transfer of
Jews from all over the world to Palestine.4 However, the Zionists did not
intend to coexist with the indigenous people of the Holy Land in building
their state.5 Instead, they felt that they should have a state and government
that was decidedly Jewish with as few Gentiles as possible.

The preceding map shows clearly the Zionists' intent and aspirations.  They
hoped to make a state in all of Palestine plus territories that are considered
today part of Lebanon, Syria and Jordan as shown by the red shaded area
on the map.

At this time the Ottoman Empire was in control of Palestine.  Though the
Empire was quite large, stretching over much of Eastern Europe and the
Middle East, its power was diminishing.  It was correctly called the "sick
old man of Europe" and the Zionists' decision to settle in Palestine had
much to do with this fact.

Britain Occupies Palestine

The British began to colonize Palestine in 1919 after the collapse of the
Ottoman Empire. They received a mandate over Palestine from the League
of Nations in 1922. Even before Britain received its mandate, many
influential Zionists were trying to sway the British to support their
nationalistic aspirations.  They experienced a great measure of success.
This was notably seen in the form of the Balfour Declaration written in
1917.  British Foreign Secretary, Sir Arthur Balfour, informed Lord
Rothschild, a British representative of the Zionist organization's political
committee, "His Majesty's government views with favor the establishment
in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people...." Balfour made no
references to Palestinian Arabs as a people, even though they comprised
about ninety percent of the population. He only mentioned continuation of
the "civil and religious rights" of "non-Jewish communities."  There was
not even a hint in Balfour's letter that the Arabs had any right to nationhood.

HP_Administrator
   There is nothing immoral about granting a minority the governance of a land if it is needed for their security.

HP_Administrator
There were significant indigenous Jews as well.

HP_Administrator
This is a lie.   All peacable citizens were to be treated fairly according to the rule of law.

HP_Administrator
No nation is under obligation to include all its inhabitants in the governing body.  This is a false artificial western "morality".  But, it is not biblical.

HP_Administrator
Notice the edits in the maps.  The Arabs has intent and aspirations also, and they acheived them in Egypt, Lebanon, Syria, and Jordan.  Wanting a state is not a crime.

HP_Administrator
It is not a crime to propose a state in areas where a state does not exist.  Those states is did not exist when the proposal was made.

HP_Administrator
Not true.  The Ottomans surrendered in 1918.

HP_Administrator
The Ottoman Empire fell by just military counter attack because they had supported the German war of agression.

Israel was not taking advantage of a "weak" nation.   It was a justly defeated empire.

And the Arabs revolted against the Ottomans also.  If Israel is to be faulted for taking advantage of the Ottoman defeat, so also must the Arabs.

HP_Administrator
What an outrageous distortion of history.  The British defeated the Ottoman's attacks at Suez, and then defeated the empire that was allied with Germany.

HP_Administrator
This is total nonsense.  They controlled it after a military victory.  They had no plans to colonize.

HP_Administrator
This only means international legal recognizion of their control.   We all know that "international law" isn't the basis of moral authority.  The British did not need it to be legitimate administrators.

HP_Administrator
This implies that the league of nations had the sovereignty.  It did not.

HP_Administrator
There is no moral fault in this.  The Arabs were doing the same for the areas they wanted.

HP_Administrator
The Arabs had even more success, and they received states before Israel.

HP_Administrator
There were also agreements to give States to the Arabs.  It is a huge hypocrisy to criticize the Balfour declaration when similar covenants were made with the Arabs for Saudia Arabia.

HP_Administrator
Once again, it is not immoral to grant soverignty to a minority if the minority needs it for their security.   The idea of equal representation in a government is a western doctrine that only works when the whole country is Judeo-Christian.   There is no inalienable right to equal representation in a government.  There is only a right to fair treatment and equal application of laws, and not to administration of those laws.


The Arabs were content to be ruled by a minority of Turks for many centuries.   Jewish rule in a small area of the Empire would be much better than the Turkish rule.  And the Arabs were getting their own states too.

HP_Administrator
Arabs may have a right to be a nation, but not everywhere.  The idea of pan-Arab Empire is based on the Muslim idea of Jihad and conquest, and not on the idea of real rights.

Balfour was under no obligation to refer to an Arab nation in the document because similar agreements were made to form an Arab State elswhere.



The Story of the Arab-Israeli Conflict
19

The significance of the Balfour Declaration is that it reflected the pro-Zionist
attitude of the superpower at the time - the power that would heavily influence
the future of both Palestinians and Jewish Zionists.

Zionist ideology was, to say the least, difficult for the indigenous population
of Palestine to accept.  The occupying British had the complex job of trying
to pacify both the Arabs and the Jews while at the same time pushing their
own political goals.6 The British realized they could not give the Zionists
such a vast expanse of land at the expense of the indigenous population.
However, they continued to allow Jewish immigration and assured Zionist
leaders that the Jews would be able to establish their state in Mandate
Palestine.  All of this was in accordance with the Balfour Declaration.  A
continual stream of Jews flowed into Palestine.

The British support for Zionists was against the wishes of the Arab
population. The Palestinian Arabs also had national aspirations.  They wanted
to establish an independent state of Palestine, free from British control.  Yet
they felt that their demands were being ignored while those of Jews were
being fulfilled.  Angry about the injustice of their British occupiers and
seeing their land being gradually overtaken by a foreign people, the
Palestinians revolted in 1936.

Peel Commission Plan - 1937 (Map 2)

In the midst of the Arab Revolt, the British sent a commission of inquiry
under Lord Peel to determine the causes of the rebellion.  While the Peel
Commission was operating, the Palestinian leadership decided to halt their
six-month general strike. The commission found the causes of the uprising
to be the Palestinians' desire for independence and their fear of the
establishment of the Jewish national home.  Nevertheless, it recommended
that the land of Mandate Palestine be divided into three zones, as shown in
the following map of the Peel Commission Partition Plan of 1937. Not
surprisingly, the uprising resumed in full force following the results of the
commission's inquiry.

HP_Administrator
Blame it all on the Zionists.  The British were not unfair to the Arabs.  The Arabs are just greedy and want everything due to their idea of jihad.

HP_Administrator
So what.  The British had control and thus sovereignty.  It was theirs to give by right of conquest of the aggressive Ottomans.  And the Muslim Arabs were the natural allies of the Muslim Turks.  So they must share responsibility for the Ottoman alliance with Germany.

HP_Administrator
There is that word again.  It was a just occupation.

HP_Administrator
Why not.  The Arabs did not own it all, and they certainly did not have the soveriengty right.

HP_Administrator
Actually, the British hindered immigration.

HP_Administrator
And Arabs too.

HP_Administrator
It is not unjust to grant some wishes and ignore other conflicting wishes.

HP_Administrator
Why didn't they pursue them during 600 yeas of Ottoman rule?

HP_Administrator
And they did,  1. Saudia Arabia, and 2. Jordan.  Do they need three sovereign states?  Isn't that getting a bit greedy?

HP_Administrator
No, they were not content with the states they already had.

HP_Administrator
Hold it right there.  The British had every right to conquer the Ottoman Empire.

HP_Administrator
They never had any sovereingty.  And none of their actual owned property was taken.

HP_Administrator
Not surprising, only because the Arabs are greedy for more sovereignty than was being offered.  This greed comes from Islams discontent with sovereignty over a single land.  They want soverignty over all lands.  It is religiously motivated.
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HP_Administrator
Notice that the Jewish state would be cut in half here.

HP_Administrator
This area was originally promised as part of the Jewish state, but the British reneged on their promise.

HP_Administrator
from 1922

HP_Administrator
From 1946

HP_Administrator
F. 1946

HP_Administrator
f. 1943

HP_Administrator
Note that all the Arab states surrounding either took, or were given independence before Israel.

HP_Administrator
Why was another Arab state needed here?  Didn't they have enough sovereignties already?

HP_Administrator
This really means proposed states plan.
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The British decided to give the yellow zone to the Jewish people to make
their state.  The red zone was to be given to the Palestinians.  The green
zone was designated as a zone to remain under British mandatory control.

The British bias in favor of Jews was clearly shown by the recommendations
of the plan.  In 1937 the Arabs of Palestine owned over 94% of the land,
while Jews (native Palestinian Jews and recent immigrants together) owned
less than 6% of the land.  Of the 1,401,794 people living in Palestine at the
time, 395,836 (or about 28%) were Jewish.7 Half the population in the yellow
zone itself were Arabs.  The Peel commission suggested that 250,000
Palestinians be evacuated from this area to make room for a Jewish state.8

These Palestinians felt that it was grossly unfair to take part of their country
from them and give it to a foreign people.  Those living in the yellow zone
had no desire to leave their cherished homes.

The Zionist response to the Peel partition plan was mixed.  Many did not
approve because they believed the land allocated to them was not enough.
However, both David Ben-Gurion and Chaim Weizman, Zionist leaders at
the time, united in accepting the partition in principle, though their ultimate
aspirations encompassed larger, unspecified borders.  The most important
thing for these leaders was sovereignty.  They did not feel that they would
be confined to the established borders and could expand in the future.9

The Palestinians were aware of the Zionists' tactics and their leaders totally
opposed the partition plan.  Mind you, all of Palestine - the yellow, red and
green areas combined - is only approximately the size of the state of
Maryland.  We are talking about a very small territory.

Thus, the interests of the Palestinians and the Jews led both parties to reject
the decisions of the Peel Commission. This opposition to the Peel
Commission plan consequently resulted in no enforcement of the partition.
Subsequent negotiations failed to bridge the rift.  Attempting to provide a
better solution, the British government issued the "MacDonald White Paper"
in 1939.  In this document the British rescinded the 1937 partition decision,

HP_Administrator
Proposed

HP_Administrator
Only proposed.

HP_Administrator
Yes, they had every right to keep Jeruslem.  It was the spoils of war from the Imperialistic Ottomans.

HP_Administrator
The allegation of "bias" is false.  They were biased to the Arabs.  The British provided a general and officers for the Jordanians, i.e. Sir John Glubb "Pasha" and his men.  There is a lot of history showing British favoritivism to the Arabs.  Lawrence of Arabia is just one example.

HP_Administrator
This is a gross lie, and is arrived at by laying claim to state lands the British took from the Ottomans.  The Arabs owned much much less in the usual form of farms, houses, villages.

HP_Administrator
This figure might be accurate, but it is only land outright bought by the Jews.   In the Jewish state, the state lands were to be transferred to Israeli administration, just as state lands were transferred from the British to the Arabs when Jordan and Saudia Arabia were created.

HP_Administrator
This is not really relevant to the reason for creating a Jewish state.  Both the British and the Turks before them were minorities.   The British are completely within their rights to turn over part of their Mandate to another minority.   Russia is ruled by a minority, and so also America at first.  So also Mexico.  Rulership devolves from the right of just conquest and what the soverign owners of the land which to give.
    The idea that a majority has an absolute right to sovereignty is unbibilical.   God is the granter of Sovereignty.  He takes it way to punish, and gives it to bless.   And if one ponders whether to revolt against a minority rule, then one must know God's mind in the matter, or they will lose.
     The Muslims, of course, know nothing of just war theory, which is based on the Judeo-Christians consensus and ultimately the bible.

HP_Administrator
See preceeding note.  So now it is only 50%, and even the majority gets sovereignty fallacy is ambiguous.

HP_Administrator
But why should they have to move?  Only because they are Muslims and would be unwilling to live under biblical laws derived from the Bible, i.e. a Judeo-Christian legal system.  God is the one who grants the right of the soverign power to make laws, either to punish or to bless.

HP_Administrator
The Peel commission, of course was a British proposal, and was rejected by the Jewish people also.  And it was only a proposal.  Nobody accepted it.  So it was just a bad idea.

HP_Administrator
And they would not have to.  They could just agree to live under just Biblical laws the Jews were sure to implement.  At least they would be more just than Muslim law.  You have to be a backward deceived Muslim not to recognize this.  So then they have the option of moving to an Arab State, of course the Peel Commision proposed to compensate for property.

HP_Administrator
The Zionists rejected the Peel Plan, but decided to negotiate it anyway hoping for a less stingy deal.

HP_Administrator
It wasn't.  It was far less than the British had promised earlier.  The British were just breaking their covenants.

HP_Administrator
This was because they were wise enough to be practical and  accept what would reasonably be given.

HP_Administrator
Aspiration to a larger country is not a crime.  Only going about it unjustly is.  And the Zionists were admirably just compared to other nations and their revolts.

HP_Administrator
Yes, and the the most important thing for the Arabs was that the Jews have no sovereignty at all, even though they were receiving sovereignty elsewhere.  This is due to their imperialistic Muslim ambigious of total world domination where all sovreignty is Muslim.  This is a false and evil idea.

HP_Administrator
One knows they will not be confined to humanistic borders because God promises the whole land.  The Muslims think the same way, only their god has deceived them.  But they go about trying to fulfill the promise of Allah by Jihad, while true Zionism waits for God and only moves forward in justice without  imperialistic war.

HP_Administrator
An evil empire that seeks to expand in unjust ways  always tries to shift their evil motive to the other side.

HP_Administrator
Compare this to the Arab State in Jordan, or Saudia Arabia.  They were already being given their fair share.

HP_Administrator
The Jews for just cause, but they were willing to reason.  The Arabs for unjust cause because they were greedy and wanted all soveignty for themselves based on the Islamic idea of world conquest and none for the Jews.

HP_Administrator
It was a proposal.  It became dead when neither side accepted it.  There was nothing to legally enforce because Britian did not uniltaterally impose it.

HP_Administrator
That a law had to be overturned is implied by the word "rescinded".  The commission was limited to making a "recommendation"
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stating that the Balfour Declaration "could not have intended that Palestine
should be converted into a Jewish State against the will of the Arab population
of the country."  Instead, the White Paper declared that Palestine would
become independent in 1949 as a unified state in which both Arabs and
Jews would share in government.

The Arab rebellion had been suppressed by the beginning of World War II.
The Zionists though, feeling support for their plans weakening and angry at
British restrictions on immigration at a time of Nazi persecution of European
Jewry, developed resistance of their own to the British.  Some efforts focused
on increasing illegal immigration to Palestine.  Other more extreme groups
began a campaign of assassinations, bombings and terrorism.10 The Irgun,
a militant Zionist group led by Menachem Begin, the future prime minister
of Israel, began to attack British administrative buildings and police
personnel, along with bombing Palestinian gathering places. The Irgun
engineered the bombing of the King David Hotel in Jerusalem in 1946.
Later on, a group called LEHI (Fighters for the Freedom of Israel) waged a
campaign of assassinating British officials.11

This tri-party conflict between the Palestinian Arabs, the Jews and the British
continued until 1947.  At this time the British, recognizing their failure at
ruling the area and pressured to concentrate on rebuilding post-war Britain,
decided to wash their hands of the whole problem, and turned it over to the
United Nations.

The United Nations Partition Plan - 1947 (Map 3)

In 1947 the United Nations debated what should be done with Palestine.
The central question was whether to propose a single country for both Arabs
and Jews or partition the land into two states.  In the end, on November 29
1947, the UN voted 33 to 13 with 10 abstentions in favor of a new partitioning
of the country.  The UN partition plan was based on a Zionist plan that US
President Truman had endorsed in August 1946.  As indicated on the map,
red would be the Palestinian state, yellow would be the (now larger) Jewish

HP_Administrator
First the will of the Arab's in opposition is only based on the Islamic idea that Islam must have sovereignty over everything, which idea would have been rejected by Balfour and the League of Nations Mandate of Palestine that adopted the Balfour declaration.   The Policy of the Mandate of Palestine, adopted in July 1992 by the League of Nations, precursor to the UN, was explicity that Jewish immigration should be encouraged with the implied hope that it would become a majority in time making a transfer of sovereighty at the right time.  It was not invisioned that the Arabs would try to compete with this goal by illegal immigration or opposition based on Muslim ideology.   The Islamic claim to the Holy Land was rejected in principle by the Mandate of Palestine, and was not included in the definition of the rights of the Arabs.

HP_Administrator
The 1939 White Paper was not adopted by the League of Nations.  It was a British policy proposal that they put into policy illegally contradicting the Mandate of Palestine adopted the the League of Nations.  (After the conquest of Ottoman Palestine the British had to put it  under the League of Nations Jurisdiction according to their treaty with the League of Nations.)

HP_Administrator
In violation of the Mandate of Palestine Covenant.

HP_Administrator
Which was justifiable because the British had broken the covenant they made with the Jewish People.  If they had not broken their covenant, then immigration would have continued and a Jewish state established with a large majority in a peaceful manner.

HP_Administrator
Again, what is legal and illegal has to be defined according to a binding covenant.   The British broke the Mandate of Palestine Covenant because they caved into to Arab riots and violence inspired by a renewal of Islamic imperialism.  So just because the British called it illegal does not make it illegal.

HP_Administrator
Terroism is inaccurate.  This term is reserved for the indiscriminate murder of women, children, and civilians.  The most extreme of Jewish groups only tageted military targets, the very soldiers who were following illegal orders to thwart the Mandate of Palestine.

HP_Administrator
The Irgun's goal was to disrupt the British and expell them from the country for breaking their covenant.   The Jewish community had trusted the British, and now the British were going to leave them vulnerable.

HP_Administrator
Begin became leader of the Irgun in 1943.  He was not the founder.  He duties were to formulate political policy, not to be a soldier.

HP_Administrator
Should say "a future..."

HP_Administrator
Having to do with illegal suppression of immigration from the 1939 white paper.

HP_Administrator
This is disputed.

HP_Administrator
along with bombing Palestinian gathering places.

HP_Administrator
British Military Headquarters.  And only that part of the building was blown up.

HP_Administrator
Legitimate military targests.

HP_Administrator
Both options in violation of the Mandate of Palestine.  So now the League of Nations Covenant with Israel would be broken by its successor the UN.
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HP_Administrator
Notice the  landlocked area.

HP_Administrator
No connection?  Why?

HP_Administrator
Too small a connection.  Why?

HP_Administrator
Arab State of Jordan

HP_Administrator
Arab State of Syria
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Arab State of Egypt
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Christian/Arab State of Lebanon

HP_Administrator
Another Arab State?

HP_Administrator
You gotta be kidding!  This sort of mess is the result of the UN trying to Indian give after the British broke their covenant with Israel.  WWII was God's judgment on the world for going along with the British covenant breaker.

HP_Administrator
Oh, yes, another Arab State down here: Saudi Arabia.
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state, and the smaller green area would be the internationally-governed zone
which included Jerusalem.

Once again there were objections from both Jews and Arabs.  Some Jews
felt they were not offered enough.  However, most Jews in the Jewish Agency,
led by the ever-pragmatic David Ben-Gurion, decided to accept the partition.
The Palestinians, who still accounted for about 65% of the population, did
not understand why 35% of the population which was Jewish was being
granted 54% of Palestinian land.  At this time, Palestinians owned about
87.5% of the total area of Palestine, while Jews owned 6.6 % of the total
lands.  The remaining 5.9% was "state land" as classified by the British
Mandate.12 Losing so much of their land to a foreign people was not
acceptable to the Palestinians, and their leadership did not agree to it.

Why did the United Nations propose such a generous division to the Jews
in 1947?  The most obvious answer is the Holocaust.  It was the end of
World War II, and all of Europe felt guilty for what had happened to the
Jews.  Members of the U.N. - Russia, France, England, and the US - all
wanted to make it up to the Jewish people.  They wanted to solve the Jewish
problem. However, unfortunately for the Palestinians, neither Germany, nor
the U.S., nor any other country in the world welcomed the Jews. Instead,
they planned to divide Palestine, giving a large portion to the Jewish people.
Imagine if, against the will of Americans, the Zionists decided to create
their independent homeland in an American state.  How would most
Americans react?

The Catastrophe (Al-Nakba): 1948

Despite the fact that the Palestinian people and the Arab nations did not
accept the partition plan, the Zionists embarked upon a campaign to enforce
the partition themselves.13 They began evicting the Palestinians who lived
in the yellow zone.  The ethnic cleansing of historic Palestine was not
incidental, but instead resulted from a clear strategy to fulfill Zionist desires
for a state with a Jewish majority and government.

HP_Administrator
Actually, according the the Mandate of Palestine, a much reduced Jewish state from the earlier covenant.

HP_Administrator
A distortion.  They knew they were being covenantally shortchanged by the British and now the UN.

HP_Administrator
That's right. Take what you can get, because it will only get smaller if you refuse.  Can't trust man for long. He is fickle, and God only turns his heart for a moment to accomplish his will.

HP_Administrator
Well, now, mayby they were just in the mood to compensate Israel for the illegal British covenant violations, and the resulting illegal Arab immigration and illegal suppression of Jewish immigration.  This was a monstrous crime the time of the holocaust.

HP_Administrator
Nonsense.   State lands owned by the British are not privately owned.

HP_Administrator
The idea of ownership here is that if two villages have no Jews in between, then all the area is considered "owned" by Arabs even though though there is no private deed to most of it.  Then, when considering jewish ownership, only private deeded land is counted.   This is equivocating.  Even so, if the Jews would have been allowed to immigrate according to the covenant, then they would have been able to buy much more land that was avaialbe for sale, and the sellers would have moved to America or some other Arab country with a pocket full of gold.

HP_Administrator
The Mandate of Palestine aimed at creating a Jewish State in all the land west of the Jordan.

HP_Administrator
No land was unjustly lost by creating Jewish Sovereignty.

HP_Administrator
Wrong.  It was was an illegal reduction of the Mandate of Palestine, binding on the UN.

HP_Administrator
Not so.  The Mandate of Palestine for the Jewish Homeland was before the Holocaust.  The UN was just trying to partly abide by its legal obligation to the League of Nations Mandate of July 1922.

HP_Administrator
This was a reason, no doubt, that the UN did not totally annul their legal obligation under article 80 of the UN Charter.

HP_Administrator
Yes, the whole world owes reparations to the Jews people for persecution, including the Arabs.  The return of Israel's land is the least they can do to make reparations for past wrongs.

HP_Administrator
Seems like a typo.

HP_Administrator
All the land was originally destined to be a Jewish state.  The article 6 recommendation does not limit the state to the patitions borders.  Previous covenants have to be kept.

HP_Administrator
That would be replacing one sovereignty with another without consent.  In Palestine the British consented to yield their sovereignty to a Jewish state.  The League of Nations agreed.

HP_Administrator
Begging the question.

HP_Administrator
The anger toward Israel is religiously motivated, and not based on the rule of justice or International Law.

HP_Administrator
Good thing too, because Mandate of Palestine had already promised it to Israel.  The 1947 partition plan was an article 6 recommendation, and was unenforciable.  Israel's acceptance does not prejudice their rights.

HP_Administrator
They had a right to enforce their rights, but they also have the right to deny a state in the disputed terroritories.

HP_Administrator
Awad lies.

HP_Administrator
A lie.  There were no mass graves, and no expulsions based on race.  Sephardic Jews are of the same race as Muslim Arabs.

HP_Administrator
Another lie.
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The beginning of the campaign to cleanse Palestine of Arabs happened at
Deir Yassin, a village near Jerusalem, on April 9, 1948.  Before the outbreak
of the war, members of the Irgun and Stern Gang, a more extreme branch of
the former group, entered the village and proceeded to massacre its
inhabitants. It is agreed that at least 130 were murdered, but there are some
estimates asserting that as many as 250 people were killed on that bleak
day.  After raiding the village, the Zionist forces took some survivors and
paraded them through Jewish areas of Jerusalem.  They later took them to a
quarry and shot them in cold blood.14 News of Deir Yassin spread, putting
terror in the hearts of hundreds of thousand of Palestinians.  Zionist forces
proved their belief that without the expulsion of the Palestinian residents
from their land, Zionist goals, as defined by the Zionist leadership, would
be untenable. Thus began the Arab-Israeli War of 1948.

The Arab countries were reluctant to enter into a war, hoping instead for
western intervention. In the end however, Jordan, Egypt and several other
Arab countries went to war against Israel.  Their efforts were too little too

Nahr-el-Bared refugee camp  near Lebanon, set up  in 1948 to shelter Palestinian refugees (UNRWA
Photo 1952).

HP_Administrator
The Arabs in the villiage were armed  and attacked Jewish forces.   It was nessary to clear particular villiages along the Jeruslalem road because Arabs were using them as bases to attack humanitarian aid to the Jews in Jerusalem.

HP_Administrator
Prejudiced term

HP_Administrator
They were armed and shooting back.  The villiage declared war on Israel by this act.   If they had not resisted the villiage would just have been temporarily cleared to prevent its use as a base.  See Plan Dalet which specifies operations according to just war theory.

HP_Administrator
One cannot call it murder when your enemy is shooting at you, nor when you cannot tell the difference between an armed Arab and an unarmed one.  This was an intentional strategy of the enemy.  It was seen by U.S. forces in Iraq also.

HP_Administrator
It is unbalanced not to mention that meany of the Jewish forces fell in the battle for the villiage.  There were 41 casulities with 4 dead.

HP_Administrator
prejudiced term.  "Securing" is the correct term.

HP_Administrator
This is fiction.

HP_Administrator
This was for moral purposes.  The prisoners were not mistreated.

HP_Administrator
Prejudiced term.

HP_Administrator
Fiction.

HP_Administrator
Yes, the lie was partly responsible for the Arab Exodus.  And those with the propensity to believe lies about Israel deserved to leave.

HP_Administrator
There was no such belief.

HP_Administrator
Those who were expelled were expelled for joining the enemy, a just end for them.

HP_Administrator
It did not begin this way.  The enemy attacked first.

HP_Administrator
A lie.

HP_Administrator
A made up hope.

HP_Administrator
Jordan invaded the Palestinian side of the UN's illegal partition proposal.

HP_Administrator
The war was started by the Arab League with Arab irregulars.
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late.  While the 1948 war is typically heralded as a miraculous victory for
Israel, the historical facts prove otherwise.  Judging based on the comparative
military capabilities of both sides, it is no surprise that Israel was victorious.15

By the time the war ended, the state of Israel managed to conquer even
more Arab land, again changing the map of the Palestine.

There were several attempts throughout the war to establish a cease-fire
and re-assess the partition plan.  But the Zionists stalled and impeded such
efforts for as long as possible, at times resorting to extreme measures.  For
instance, on September 17, 1948 a Swedish diplomat named Count Folke
Bernadotte was gunned down in Jerusalem in a carefully planned
assassination.  Just one day earlier Bernadotte had released an alternative
to the UN partition plan that he thought might bring about peace.  The
Zionists were not happy with Bernadotte's assessment and LEHI, whose
leaders included future Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir, took the
diplomat's life to halt the plan.16

1949 Armistice (Map 4)

Everything in yellow became the state of Israel.  This area constituted 78%
of Mandate Palestine, 22% more than what was allocated by the UN.  The
remaining 22% was taken by Jordan and Egypt. Jordan held the portion of
land that today we call the West Bank, named because of its position on the
west bank of the Jordan River, and annexed it.  The Egyptians retained a
small piece of land on the Mediterranean shore, which today we call the
Gaza Strip.  What was left for the Palestinians? Nothing. In addition,
Jerusalem was divided. East Jerusalem became an Arab city.  West Jerusalem
became an Israeli city.

HP_Administrator
They were the aggressors, not Israle.

HP_Administrator
It was.

HP_Administrator
false.

HP_Administrator
Totally false. Totally opposite of the truth.

HP_Administrator
As was their right against the aggressor.  But all of it was to become part of Israel under the Mandate of Palestine.

HP_Administrator
It was only a proposal.  It had no legal binding for Israel because of previous international covenants which returned all the land to them.

HP_Administrator
They needed to stall the Arab attack to keep from being overrun.

HP_Administrator
This was perfectly justified because the Count was proposing a plan which amounted to National Suicide for Israel, breaking the League of Nations Covenant even further.

HP_Administrator
One look at Bernadott's proposals shows that he was acting in favor of the Arabs.  It was not a "peace plan"

HP_Administrator
An understatement, but true.

HP_Administrator
LEHI may have acted unnecessarily against the Count, even if it was justified to do so.  All Israel had to say was "no".

HP_Administrator
Nonsense, because Jordan was really part of the original Mandate.  It was unjust for the British to give into Arab extortion by threats of violence.

HP_Administrator
The percentages do not add up.

HP_Administrator
But the map does not show it.  Why?

HP_Administrator
Can you say illegal?  So who took the proposed area of a Palestinian State, which proposal was illegal by article 80 of the UN charter.  Jordan.

HP_Administrator
Say!  More illegal occupation.

HP_Administrator
Oh, yes, they did not agree to accept the UN partition proposal -- even though it was illegally proposed.

HP_Administrator
The Jordanians took the Jewish Quarter away from Israel, and retained Israel's most prized possession: Jerusalem's old city.
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HP_Administrator
What does this have to do with 1949?  Israel occupied it because it was the source of frequent terrorist attacks.
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West Bank illegally occupied by Jordan

HP_Administrator
Illegally occupied by Egypt

HP_Administrator
Illegally occupied by Jordan

HP_Administrator
Not relevant to 1949.

HP_Administrator
Should say "disputed".  It is Israel's land.

HP_Administrator
1949 Map w/corrections

HP_Administrator
The propanda purpose of this map is apparent here.  Why is 1982 occupation shown in Lebanan, but dispute over Golan Heights not shown also?
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The Aftermath of the Arab-Israeli War - 1948 (Map 5)

The underlying human tragedy of 1948 can be best understood from this
map. The black dots represent the 418 Palestinian towns and villages that
were either destroyed or depopulated.  They were either flattened by Israeli
bulldozers or cleared of residents to provide homes for Jews.  Zionist forces
would surround a Palestinian village and tell the inhabitants that they had
one or two hours to get out.  If they chose to stay, they would be wiped out
along with the town.  In several cases, as in Deir Yassin, massacres took
place.

80% of the Palestinians living in the yellow zone fled from fear or were
evicted by Zionists.  Most of those that were not forced out lived on the
periphery of the Zionist military action and managed to stay primarily
because a cease-fire was signed.  Additionally, and despite the enormous
injustice and violence of the Zionists toward the Palestinians, expelling all
Palestinians would have taken a degree of military overkill that would not

Palestinians leaving their homeland after Israeli occupation in 1948 (UNRWA).

HP_Administrator
It was not their homeland.  The national homeland was promised to the Jews by the League of Nations, and the UN was obligated to keep previous covenants.

HP_Administrator
The Arab aggression justified Israel's receiving the land sooner rather than later with expensive compensation packages for Arabs unwilling to live in Israel.

HP_Administrator
Not without the context of who was the aggressor.

HP_Administrator
Notice that distinction is not made.  A very small percentage had to be destroyed because they resisted.

HP_Administrator
A lie.  Plan Dalet lays out the reason -- because they were fighting Israel.  Again, it is not mentioned that this was a very small percentage of the total.

HP_Administrator
This number may not be accurate.

HP_Administrator
A small percentage of villages that could not be trusted not to aid the enemy in front line zones.

HP_Administrator
Staying would mean fighting.  Some did resist.  Israel did not flatten any villages.  They just occupied them to deny them to the enemy.

HP_Administrator
This is fiction.

HP_Administrator
Again no distinction.  The vast majority fled without Israel's instigation.

HP_Administrator
That's right, because they were not a security threat.

HP_Administrator
Lie

HP_Administrator
Lie
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HP_Administrator
This map is biased because it does not show villages that remained in the yellow and red areas.

HP_Administrator
This belonged to Israel also, Gad,
Reuben
Manasseh.

HP_Administrator
The Muslim religion has no rights to this land
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have been politically acceptable, particularly in light of the recent horror
the Jews had themselves experienced under the Nazis.

The 750,000 Palestinians who did flee lost everything that they had in 1948,
and became refugees.  Just as Jews in Europe were forced from their homes
due to pogroms, Palestinians were forced to leave their homes and land due
to Zionist ethnic cleansing.  In what may be termed a 20th century "trail of
tears" refugees from all over the yellow zone trekked to Lebanon, Jordan,
Syria, and other surrounding states.  Their journey was terrible.  Most of
them went on foot and lost those who were weak as they traversed harsh
wilderness areas to reach safety.

Though some Palestinians realized they would not return to their homes,
many thought they were going away for a couple of weeks.  They left with
the clothes on their backs and their keys in their pockets, running away
with the expectation of returning. But the Israelis took control of the country,
fortified the borders, and no Palestinian - man, woman or child - was allowed
to go back.  Any Palestinian who tried to return was shot and killed at the
border.  The majority of Palestinians who left their country ended up in
refugee camps.

Today, after more than half a century, refugee camps are still scattered
throughout the West Bank the Gaza Strip, Jordan, Lebanon, and Syria.  About
1.2 million Palestinians are living in these camps.  This does not include
over four million Palestinian refugees scattered in countries throughout the
Middle East and the world who do not live in camps. The problem of these
five million plus Palestinian refugees has never been solved. They have
never been compensated, and it is very unlikely that they will ever be reunited
with their homeland.

This scattering of the Palestinians, referred to as Al-Nakba ("The
Catastrophe" in Arabic), created a very volatile situation, demographically
and politically, both in Palestine and the rest of the Arab world.  You cannot
shove almost a million people out of their homes and think you will live in

HP_Administrator
Nonesense.  It would have been completely acceptable from the point of view of justice if they had all been expelled in 1948 to the east bank of the Jordan.  Even if they did not participate in the war against Israel, 99% of them hated Israel.  One cannot make peace with hate.   This hate crime justifies their exile.  However, Israel showed remarkable restraint in not securing all their rights.

HP_Administrator
Exaggerated.

HP_Administrator
Some were compensated.  Divided families were allowed to reunite.

HP_Administrator
A lie.  No moral equivalency.

HP_Administrator
Where are the mass graves to prove it?  No such thing.  Their departure by whatever means was just because they desired to destroy Israel.  Israel show admirable restraint and even prejudiced their own just rights by the restraint.

HP_Administrator
Bullshit.  Pardon my French.  But these people were bona fide enemies.

HP_Administrator
About half of them stayed in the West Bank or Gaza, illegally annexed by Jordan.  So it was Jordan.

HP_Administrator
What a sob story.  Totally made up.  Crocidile tears.

HP_Administrator
Nonesense.

HP_Administrator
Because they hoped for Israel immediate anihilation.

HP_Administrator
On the back of the victorious Muslim Armies.  That's a hate crime.

HP_Administrator
They had legal control as soon as the Mandate expired.

HP_Administrator
Because Arab irregulars were attacking.   No these were not true borders.  That's a lie too.

HP_Administrator
This is also false.

HP_Administrator
They could not be allowed to return after they expressed their allegiance to the enemy either by resistence or by fleeing due to believing hateful lies about Israel.  Such a security risk cannot be tolerated once it manifests

HP_Administrator
Right.  The Jordanians did not want to settle them.  They just annexed their land, and used them as pawns to further the illegal war of aggression against Israel.

HP_Administrator
That is as Israel's enemies wished it to be.  To use them as pawns and train them in further hate rather than being content in Arab lands.

HP_Administrator
Figure is inaccurate for 1949.

HP_Administrator
They are not telling you that they are counting descendents.

HP_Administrator
Yes, it has.  They have lives in other countries.

HP_Administrator
Nor will they ever be compensated until 1. 800,000 Jewish refugees that fled Arab countries are compensated, and 2. Financial reparations are made for the wars of aggression on Israel.

HP_Administrator
If a Palestinian state is unilaterally declared, we hope they will not go back, because if they do, the PA will get them into another war of aggression and they may have to suffer the ultimate price of aggressive war: unconditinal defeat.  Anyone would be a fool to live in the death culture of the Palestinians.

HP_Administrator
Sounds like a speciallized Klingon sword for killing Jews.  Really this is made up sob story, and has no right to be compared to the holocaust.

HP_Administrator
Because they follow the Muslim religion which preaches volatility and hate --- excepting the few moderate Muslims who don't.  I don't know how they can edure the majority of their co-religionists.

HP_Administrator
Such a state does not exist, nor can legally exist.   Declaring such a state would be illegal according to Article 80 of the UN charter.
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peace and security.  The tragedy explains much of the tension between the
Arabs and the Jews over the last fifty years.

The United Nations has made many resolutions stating that the Palestinians
have a right to return to their homeland.  The United States, however,
repeatedly uses its veto power in the UN Security Council to block any
resolution that requires significant concessions by Israel, including the return
of the refugees.  So the Palestinians have had to stay where they are.  United
States policy in the Middle East in the last fifty years has in effect prolonged
the conflict. Thus America is a fundamental part of the problem.

The fact that many refugees live in camps remains a problem.  Wherever
they went in the Arab world they enlisted the help of those governments to
get back home.  Consequently, there have been many Arab-Israeli wars in
the Middle East.

The Six-Day War: 1967 (Map 6)

Israel waged war against the Arabs in 1967, with specifically expansionist
intentions.17 In this war Israel took the Golan Heights from Syria, the West
Bank and East Jerusalem from Jordan, and the Gaza Strip and the whole
Sinai Peninsula from Egypt. The result was many more refugees.  A big
problem became even bigger.  In annexing East Jerusalem, Israel defied
UN Resolution 181 of December 1947, which holds all of Jerusalem to be
under international control.

Apart from the war of 1948, no other event shaped the fate of the Palestinian
people or framed the current conflict more than the 1967 war.  Now all of
historical Palestine and all its Palestinian inhabitants were under Israeli
occupation.  The years that followed revealed the true nature of Zionism as
an expansionist ideology as it systematically colonized the Gaza Strip and
West Bank, including East Jerusalem.  Every month Palestinians saw more
and more of their land confiscated for Israeli use.  Under the rule of a military
regime, life for the Palestinians of the West Bank and Gaza Strip became

HP_Administrator
No, not until you make peace with the almost 1,000,000 Jews who lost their homes.

HP_Administrator
A tragedy that was created by the Arabs, and maintained by the Arabs.

HP_Administrator
Article 6 resolutions are not binding.  They just express the viewpoint of the membership.

HP_Administrator
Look, the UN is only useful as long as it votes for justice.  And international law will cease to be valid when it does not uphold justice.  The U.S. veto has helped keep it from becoming a travesty of justice too quickly.

HP_Administrator
No peace.  No concessions.  Make war, then the concession will be more Muslim loses.

HP_Administrator
Many of them were illegal immigrants in the Mandate of Palestine anyway, and the Jewish population would have been much higher if the British had not violated their covenant with the Jewish People.

HP_Administrator
Should say "Arab Policy".  Otherwise it is a total lie total by expected enemies.

HP_Administrator
Do you hear "Death to America".  I do.  That's the Jihadist slogan, which is recited by Palestinians.  They rejoiced to see the twin towers fall.

HP_Administrator
Let Arab lands repatriate them.

HP_Administrator
Israel settled its refugees.  The Arabs have much more land, but they did not settle theirs.  They have no interest in their humanitarian problem.

HP_Administrator
There is no linkage here.  The wars are because they want to destory Israel because they think it is an afront to their false religion.

HP_Administrator
Another lie.  Egypt, Jordan, and Syria were preparing an attack.  Syria and Egypt united their millitary forces for the purpose.  They had a chance to make peace earlier.  By not ending the earlier war, Israel retained the right to strike.

HP_Administrator
May Israel take full advantage of all the mistaken aggression of it enemies, who need to be shown the face of defeat.  Only then will be be pacified and the world at peace from that house of war called Islam.

HP_Administrator
Which had no right to it, and they started shelling west Jerusalem.

HP_Administrator
Which really belongs to Israel, but we can't expect the Mandate of Nations to recognize all of Israel land.

HP_Administrator
Probably not accurate.

HP_Administrator
Not accurate.

HP_Administrator
Resolution 181 was an article 6 resolution, thus unenforciable.  The resolution would be illegal as enforceable law because article 80 of the charter prohibited the UN from revoking the Mandate for Palestine, which is what the partition plan recommended.

HP_Administrator
Untrue.  The event of the Arab refusal to settle them in other Arab countries was more responsible.
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intertwined with humiliation, detention without a fair trial, torture, curfews,
and violent suppression of dissent.

The Yom Kippur War and Camp David

Some Israeli leaders were well aware of the implications of their actions on
the Palestinian and Arab peoples.  Sometime after the 1967 War, then
Minister of Defense Moshe Dayan made a statement that seemed to reflect
the skepticism among many Israelis about the likely success of a negotiated
peace settlement with the Arab world.  He said:  "It is not true that the Arabs
detest the Jews for personal, religious, or racial reasons.  They consider us,
reasonable from their point of view, as Westerners, foreigners, invaders who
have seized an Arab country to make a Jewish state . . . seeing that we are
forced to realize our objectives expressly against the will of the Arab people
we have to live in a state of permanent war."

Dayan's statement was prophetic.  On October 6, 1973, on the Jewish holy
day of Yom Kippur and during the Muslim month-long fast of Ramadan,
the Arab countries resumed hostilities against Israel. In the beginning, the
Arabs pressed their advantage.  Syria gained back part of the Golan Heights.
Egypt was able to regain some of the Sinai Peninsula. But the United States,
under the leadership of President Nixon, once again sided with Israel,
providing them with aid and weapons.  In the end, Israel recaptured the
Golan Heights and most of the Sinai Peninsula.18

When Jimmy Carter became president of the US, he brought Israeli Prime
Minister Menachem Begin and Egyptian President Anwar Sadat to Camp
David where, in 1979, they signed the first Arab-Israeli Peace Accord.
According to this accord, all of the Sinai Peninsula was returned to Egypt
and Egypt became the first Arab nation to recognize Israel as a legitimate
state in the Middle East.

HP_Administrator
Israel was attacked on a religious holidy without provocation.

HP_Administrator
They should have never made peace with Egypt since the Egyptian people did not hold a referendum on it.

HP_Administrator
False accusation

HP_Administrator
There is no Palestinian people.

HP_Administrator
Until proven otherwise, Dayan never said this.  If proven he said this, then he is just another victim of Arab deciet.

HP_Administrator
They do.

HP_Administrator
They do.

HP_Administrator
They do

HP_Administrator
Not so.

HP_Administrator
Probably a lie.

HP_Administrator
A lie.  It is Jewish land.

HP_Administrator
The Arabs invaded, remember?

HP_Administrator
Totally untrue.

HP_Administrator
Self defense is against the will of Arab Jihadists.  What do you expect.  They do not deserve a state at all.  They have too many already.

HP_Administrator
We will assume Dayan never said this because of past Palestinian lies about Israeli's.

HP_Administrator
It was an unprovoked attack.

HP_Administrator
All all just nations will do.

HP_Administrator
God bless America.

HP_Administrator
A providential victory that brought a more conservative goverment to power.

HP_Administrator
Leftist Socialist Terroist sympathizer.  He was tossed out as the worst president except Obama.

HP_Administrator
Begin should have trusted God than feared not making peace with an enemy that really did not mean to make a real peace.

HP_Administrator
Yeh, his own people assassinated him.  Shows how much peace there is in Egypt's heart.

HP_Administrator
The treaty is null and void since Egypt has violated it.

HP_Administrator
But they have broken that covenant.  The Sinai needs to be cleaned out all over again.
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Lebanon - A No Win War: 1982-1998

For the next decade and a half, Israel was forced to defend its northern
borders. On the northern border between Israel and Lebanon, Palestinians
kept up their struggle to infiltrate Israel and return to their homes by attacking
settlers in the North.  It is important to understand that Palestinians were
living in deplorable conditions in refugee camps. The refugees were not
assimilated in Lebanon, as the predominantly Christian-led government did
not want to tilt the balance of political power by having Muslim refugees
become citizens.  Because the United Nations could not enforce resolutions
to have the refugees repatriated in Israel, they were stuck in these camps in
intolerable conditions.

A family in Burj el Shamali camp near
Sidon, Lebanon, awaits its turn  in
the distribution of tents (UNRWA
Early 1950s).
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In 1982, Israel launched an enormous military offensive into Lebanon. The
purpose of the effort was, in part, to stop Palestinian infiltration on its
northern border.  Israel had larger plans in mind though which were the true
guiding forces for its strategy in the war.  It had long been a dream of many
Israeli leaders to install a Christian dominated government in Lebanon that
would be compliant to Israeli wishes.  Israel also desired this government
to keep the country out of Syria's sphere of influence.  Then Defense Minister
Ariel Sharon, who commanded the assault and others in the Israeli
government, also intended to eradicate the Palestinian Liberation
Organization and liquidate its leader Yasser Arafat from Lebanon.

During the invasion and occupation of Lebanon, Israel unleashed a barrage
of unrestrained military force against the Lebanese, causing the death of
many innocents.  Israel made an incursion northward all the way to Beirut,
leaving a trail of destruction marked by the shelling and bombing of civilian
areas.  A horrific war crime that took place under Israeli supervision during
this time was the massacre at the Sabra and Shatilla refugee camps near
Beirut.  A pro-Israeli Lebanese group made up of Phalangist Christians
entered the camps, which at that time were under Israeli control, and
proceeded to murder hundreds.19

Despite Israel's efforts, its plans backfired.  Lebanon’s Christian puppet
government fell, Syria's hold on the country grew much stronger, and the
war destabilized Lebanon for many years to come. Israel continued to occupy
southern Lebanon for eighteen years, stationing a large military force there.
However, under the leadership of the PLO (by then exiled to Tunis) and
Hezbollah, the Palestinians continued to try to push the Israeli army out of
Lebanon and regain their homeland by force.  Thereafter, Israel was never
free from conflict at the Israeli-Lebanese border. Both sides suffered losses,
though Palestinians suffered a hundred fold.  The Israelis and the Lebanese
fought in this area until May 24, 2000 when Israeli troops under the
leadership of Prime Minister Ehud Barak pulled out of Lebanon. An uneasy
truce has held since then.
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Jewish Colonies 1967-2000  (Map 7)

The territory still occupied by Israel, namely the Gaza Strip, the West Bank,
and the Golan Heights, remains the bone of contention to this day. The
Palestinians, prior to and since the Oslo Peace Process, have been asking
Israel to give back the areas occupied in 1967, namely the West Bank and
the Gaza Strip, in a deal they call "land for peace." The Syrians are asking
for the return of the Golan Heights in a similar deal.  There is support for
such a plan among Israelis themselves.  Many Israelis feel that the only
way to make peace with the Arabs is by allowing the Palestinian people to
have the West Bank and Gaza Strip for their own state, and to return the
Golan Heights to Syria.

One of the most difficult obstacles to a peace agreement is the Israeli policy
of building colonies (often referred to as settlements) in the West Bank and
Gaza.  Israel also has settlements in the Golan Heights, but I am focusing
on the Palestinian-Israeli settlement problem.  Despite objections by the
Palestinians and United Nations resolutions calling for a halt to colony
building on Palestinian lands, the Israeli government, with the help of
American taxpayers' money, continues to build Jewish colonies throughout
the West Bank and Gaza Strip.  This map shows the pattern of colony building
carried out since the 1967 Six-Day War.  It is not difficult to see the gradual
takeover of Palestinian lands designated by the green, purple, orange, red
and white areas.

The UN has repeatedly affirmed that the Geneva Convention of 1948, which
forbids the occupying power from transferring parts of its own civilian
population into the territory it occupies, is applicable to the West Bank and
Gaza Strip. The Israeli government is a signatory party to the Geneva
Convention, yet violates it with every housing unit it builds on Palestinian
land.  Since the Johnson administration the US has concurred that Israeli
colonies are illegal.  Nevertheless, Israel continues to receive ever-stronger
support from the US.  The United States has vetoed UN Security Council
resolutions calling for the halting of colony construction.  Furthermore,
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every year the United States gives three billion dollars of its taxpayers'
money ($13-16 million a day) to Israel.  This enormous influx of funds
bloats the Israeli government's budget, freeing up funds for colonization. In
addition to spending funds to build housing units in the colonies, Israel
offers very attractive incentives and substantial subsidies to Jews from other
countries to live in the Israeli colonies, which make this move as easy and
as inexpensive as possible.

In addition to the colonies, the Israeli authorities confiscate Palestinian land
for roads to connect the colonies together and to Israel proper. These roads,
often called by-pass roads because they "by-pass" Palestinian localities,
are not built for Palestinian use and are in full control of the Israeli army,
which routinely closes them to Palestinian traffic.

What has developed in the West Bank and Gaza Strip is a system of
segregation, not unlike the system of apartheid in South Africa, in which
the Jewish colonists enjoy a higher standard of living, expropriate Palestinian
land for their own use, and consume a disproportionate amount of water
and other natural resources.  At the same time that Israel built tens of
thousands of houses for Jews in the West Bank and Gaza Strip, it launched
a program of demolishing the houses of Palestinians. Since 1967 Israel's
military government destroyed over 4,000 Palestinian homes in the West
Bank.  All these injustices are enforced by an enormous military regime
and a legal system that applies different standards to Palestinians than to
Israelis.

Intifada (1987-1993)

Because the Palestinians were a people under occupation with no government
to speak for them, they had few resources at their disposal with which to
curb Israeli aggression and abuse of Palestinian human rights.  Whatever
resistance they attempted was quickly quelled by the Israeli military.  But
on December 8, 1987, in an incident that ignited much popular tension,
four Palestinians were killed in a traffic accident in the Gaza Strip.  Rumors
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quickly spread that this was not an accident but a deliberate attempt to kill
Palestinians.  This event unleashed the fury of Palestinians and would have
far reaching implications.

The next day young Palestinians were on the streets confronting Israeli
soldiers with nothing more than stones.  Responding to rocks with gunfire,
the soldiers shot and killed a 15-year old boy who became the first martyr
of the Intifada (Intifada literally means "shaking off" and is the Arabic term
used for the Palestinian uprising).  The rage of Palestinians grew, and the
Intifada soon spread to every town and village in the West Bank and Gaza
Strip.  Dayan's belief that the Jews of Israel must live in a permanent state
of war with the Arabs was realized once again.  But this time, it was a war
between an unarmed Palestinian population against one of the best military
forces in the world.

Why did these unarmed youths go to the streets in protest of this powerful
army? Throughout their childhoods, these youths had been living in towns

“My eyes fail from
weeping, I am in
torment within, my
heart is poured out on
the ground because my
people are destroyed,
because children and
infants faint in the
streets of the city.”
Lamentations 2:11
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and villages whose streets were patrolled daily by the soldiers of a foreign
(i.e. Israeli) army. Their schools were arbitrarily closed. Their family and
friends were thrown into prison and tortured. Their homes were destroyed
as punishment for defying their oppressors.  They were punished severely
merely for displaying the colors of the Palestinian flag in public places or
for writing slogans on walls.  Their parents were being humiliated at
checkpoints and in searches. Why did the youth go to the streets? To fight
for their peoples' freedom and human rights.

Though the importance of the youth in the Intifada should not be
underestimated, the Intifada was embraced by Palestinians of all ages.  In
addition, while the most well known image of the Intifada to the outside
world is that of a stone throwing Palestinian, the struggle of the Palestinians
at this time was primarily nonviolent.  Nonviolent strategies used by the
Palestinians included peaceful demonstrations and marches, obstruction
(placing bodies in front of bulldozers, blocking roads), non-cooperation
with the occupation forces (refusing to work in Israeli factories, to pay
taxes, to carry identification cards, etc.), boycotts of Israeli goods and strikes.
Perhaps the most important nonviolent resistance to Israeli occupation took
the form of building up Palestinian society.  This involved creating an
infrastructure independent of Israel including schools, hospitals, factories,
and other services.  In addition, the Palestinians organized themselves into
committees that provided for the needs of the population and united them
in a common struggle.

As John R Gee describes it in Unequal Conflict: The Palestinians and Israel,
"The Intifada was the greatest struggle mounted within their homeland by
the Palestinians since the 1936-39 revolt.  It brought into action women and
young people on a scale unknown before in Palestine ... [it] showed the
world that the Palestinian people as a whole absolutely rejected Israel's
occupation of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip."
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Treacherous Pathway to an Illusive Peace: The Oslo Accords

The Intifada proved to be a powerful force in providing recognition to the
rights of Palestinians and legitimacy to the Palestine Liberation Organization
(PLO).  It paved the road that led to the White House lawn where on
September 13, 1993, the Declaration of Principles was signed by President
Arafat and Prime Minister Rabin.

Nevertheless, the road to the White House was a rocky one.  In November
1988, the Palestine National Council (PNC) had convened in Algiers where
it acknowledged Israel's right to exist, renounced terrorism and announced
the constitution of the Arab State of Palestine, which was soon recognized
by ninety states.  As a consequence of these actions the PLO began talks
with the US Administration.  However, the talks lost momentum and came
to a halt.  Diplomatic stagnation set in on the threshold of the Gulf War and
as a result of the PLO's ill-conceived and ill-fated decision to throw its
support behind Saddam Hussein.  The decision to support Saddam Hussein
carried an expensive tag for the PLO.  It was excluded from the Madrid
Conference on the Middle East and denied further financial aid by its chief
backers, the Gulf States.

Meanwhile, the involvement of the Islamic resistance movement (Hamas)
in Intifada actions in the West Bank and Gaza and the involvement of Zionist
extremists in the political life of Israel posed a serious threat to what little
public security existed for the Israelis and Palestinians alike.  Early in 1992,
Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir, leader of the right-wing Likud Party,
called an election for June.  Former Prime ministers Shimon Perez and
Yitzhak Rabin, leaders of the Israeli Labor Party, fought a vigorous campaign
and regained power.  These leaders were in favor of talking to the PLO and
making peace with the Palestinians.

Oslo I (Gaza/Jericho) Agreement - 1994  (Map 8)

In the summer of 1993 secret negotiations were held in Oslo between
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representatives of Israel and the PLO. Johan Joegen Holst, the Norwegian
Foreign Minister, hosted these meetings.  The negotiations ended on
September 9 with an exchange of letters between Prime Minister Yitzhak
Rabin of Israel and President Yasser Arafat of the PLO.  On September 13

The largest of the three Bethlehem refugee camps, Dheisheh  houses about 10,000 Palestinian
refugees.    This photo was taken in 1959, when concrete huts had been built for the refugees
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on the White House lawn, in the presence of President Clinton, the two
leaders signed a Declaration of Principles (DoP), followed by several more
agreements popularly known as the Oslo Accords.  These agreements were
based on UN Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338, which call for
Israel to withdraw from the areas it occupied in the 1967 war.

In accordance with Oslo I, the Israeli army pulled its troops out of Jericho
and most of Gaza, formally granting to Palestinians a limited autonomy.
The DoP outlined a transitional period not exceeding five years with
"permanent status negotiations" beginning not later than the beginning of
the third year of the interim period.  The agreement proclaimed, "It is
understood that these [permanent status] negotiations shall cover remaining
issues, including Jerusalem, refugees, settlements, security arrangements,
borders, relations and cooperation with other neighbors, and other issues of
common interest."

It was hoped that through the experiences of peacemaking leading up to the
final status talks, there would emerge among Israelis and among Palestinians
the trust and confidence needed to make the compromises necessary to
resolve the most weighty matters.   Due to many stops and delays though,
the original time period has stretched beyond what was outlined in the
agreements.  During this time, Israeli colonization of the West Bank and
Gaza Strip continued relentlessly, making it increasingly difficult for
Palestinians to perceive that the Israelis were interested in peace.

Oslo II Interim Agreement-September 28, 1995 (Map 9)

The vision of the Oslo Accords was for Israel to return the land of the West
Bank and Gaza Strip to the Palestinians in stages.  This was to be done by
dividing the West Bank land into three different categories: A, B, and C.
Both civil jurisdiction and security control would be granted to the
Palestinian Authority in A areas. Civil jurisdiction would also be granted to
the Palestinian Authority in B areas, but here Israel would retain security
control.  Finally, C areas would be under complete Israeli jurisdiction.  The
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Palestinians hoped that the process of handing over land would go smoothly.
That is, they expected C areas to become B areas, which would then become
A areas.  Eventually, all of the West Bank would be under full Palestinian
control.  The Palestinians' hopes were only partially realized, but even getting
there was not easy.

When Israeli leaders signed the peace agreements with Palestinians, they
often did so without approval of the Knesset, the Israeli parliament.  They
had to return to the legislature and argue for the treaties that they had signed
to be passed.  While the treaties were approved, they often went through by
only a few votes margin in favor.  The Israeli leaders in favor of land for
peace always had to deal with fierce opposition.  In addition, Labor, the
party that signed the Oslo Accords, was defeated in the Israeli elections in
1996.  The elected Likud Party, headed by Benjamin Netanyahu, was far
less conciliatory to Palestinians, and tried its best to stop the process of
returning land to the Palestinians.  These factors caused the process of
returning land to the Palestinians to be very slow and difficult.

As a result of Oslo II, which was signed in 1995, the Palestinians, with
great struggles and many delays, gained limited autonomy over the areas in
red seen on map 9. Area A consisted of major city centers and amounted to
3% of the West Bank.  24% of the West Bank was designated Area B.  The
remaining 73% of the West Bank was allocated to Area C.

Since Oslo II there have been several negotiations resulting in Israeli military
withdrawals from further areas of the West Bank.  These have increased the
A areas and subsequently decreased the C areas.  The PA now has A status
in about 17% of the West Bank, but Israel still retains ultimate authority
over movement into and out of these areas. The practical implications of
this are that Israel can and frequently does impose arbitrary "closures" on
the population centers contained within area A, effectively turning them
into large Bantustans or ghettos. B areas now consist of 22% of the land of
the West Bank. Residents in these areas are, if anything, even worse off
than those of area A, as they have no police protection, little civil
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representation, and their access to roads and resources such as water are
even more compromised. Area C, approximately 60% of the West Bank,
still remains under total Israeli occupation.

As you can see from the map, the West Bank has been effectively carved up
into noncontiguous sections, making it virtually impossible for Palestinians
to achieve their aspirations for a future Palestinian state. Some Palestinians
refer to this as the "Swiss Cheese" state.    Would you be able to accept such
terms, knowing that they would ultimately institutionalize the very
occupation that you had struggled against and sacrificed under for so long?

Palestinian Land Under Occupation-2000  (Map 10)

Not only this, but Israeli colonies and bypass roads are choking the
Palestinians on all sides.  This map shows the seriousness of the
encroachment on Palestinian lands. According to Israeli sources, there are
approximately 400,000 colonists living in the territories. About 200,000 of
these live in colonies in East Jerusalem. Tens of thousands of housing units
have been built for them while at the same time the Israeli occupation forces
have systematically destroyed Palestinian houses and denied building permits
for construction in Palestinian neighborhoods.  Huge amounts of land have
been confiscated for the colonies and for the by-pass roads that connect
them. Literally every day Palestinians witness their farms and houses razed,
their land stolen, their water siphoned off and denied to them, and at the
same time see the Israelis profiting from all this.  Piece by piece their land
is being taken away from them.

Though the Palestinians had hoped that the Oslo accords would end, or at
least reduce such oppression, it did not.  In fact, Israeli colonization increased
during the "peace process."  Instead of being used to build confidence
between the Israelis and Palestinians, the interim period established in the
DoP was instead taken advantage of by the Israelis as a cover for
colonization, with the intention of leaving as little as possible to the
Palestinians in the event that final status talks ever actually took place.
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Though the Palestinians gained some autonomy in Areas A and B, they
found these areas functioned primarily to control them and isolate them
from each other.  They gained a quasi-government of sorts, but then came
to realize that this government was, in effect, more of an agent for Israeli/
American interests than a source of empowerment and self-determination
as well as plagued by rumors of corruption and mismanagement.

Al-Aqsa Intifada

For these reasons, among others, we are now witnessing a breakdown in
the Oslo process.  It is in this context that Ariel Sharon's notorious visit to
the Haram Al-Sharif (or Temple Mount) on September 28, 2000 flanked by
1000 armed policemen took place.  Had Sharon come at a less tense time,
or had he decided to cancel going to a sight as provocative as the Temple
Mount, the recent crisis that started in September 2000 may have been
prevented.  Sharon agitated millions of Muslims around the world, but
especially Palestinian Muslims.  Naturally, Palestinians all over the West
Bank and Gaza Strip protested.  Israel responded to the typical Palestinian
protests of stone throwing fiercely, with machine gun fire, and killed more
than ten Palestinians in the process.  This inflamed Palestinians and started
the cycle of violence that has continued to this day.  Palestinians have termed
the current uprising against Israel the Al-Aqsa Intifada, referring to the
mosque at the Temple Mount.

At the time of this writing, violence and oppression at a level not seen in
Palestine since the 1967 War is sweeping the land.  The Palestinian economy
is in shambles due to the Israeli closure on the West Bank and Gaza Strip.
The Palestinian political leadership is struggling for survival, not always in
ways that are helpful to the Palestinian population as a whole. This, combined
with the cycle of violence between Palestinian resistance and regular Israeli
bombardment of Palestinian towns and cities, creates a very volatile situation.

People on all sides of the conflict will find the days ahead difficult and the
solutions to the Arab-Israeli conflict evasive.  But peace is not impossible.
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We must not fall into the trap of perceiving the current situation as normal
and inevitable.  However, whatever peace is created must be founded in
large part on the recognition of the historical dispossession of the Palestinians
from their land and the denial of their fundamental human rights.

Where Are the Palestinians Today?

The following chart illustrates the impact of the Arab-Israeli conflict upon
the indigenous people of Palestine. Only half of the Palestinians live today
in their native land: The West Bank, the Gaza Strip and Israel proper. Notice
the parts that show the large number of Palestinians living in Jordan, Lebanon
and Syria. Many of them continue to live in poverty and misery in crowded
refugee camps. In 1947-1948, with its partition of Palestine the UN,
pressured by the US, Zionist organizations, Christian fundamentalists and
other Western countries, created the state of Israel. They solved the Jewish
problem. They did that however at the expense and at the demise of the
Palestinians. In the process, they created a crisis that has threatened world
peace for over half a century.

Do the Palestinians have a vision of peace and reconciliation with their
Israeli neighbors or are they struggling aimlessly? The following chapter
will answer this and other questions that Palestinians are frequently asked.
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Palestinian Population Worldwide

The total Palestinian population number was 7.788 millions
Source: Salman Abu-Sita,
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A typical scene from the Intifadah.  Palestinian youths throw
stones at Israeli soldiers who respond with machine gun fire.



The Story of the Arab-Israeli Conflict
53

CHAPTER II

Common Questions about the Arab-Israeli Conflict

1. What is the Palestinian vision of peace?
 (Contributed by Palestinian attorney Jonathan Kuttab)

Most Palestinians have a clear vision of workable peace between themselves
and Israel.  While they feel a great injustice was done to them when the
state of Israel was created over their lands, and the bulk of their  population
displaced by incoming Jews from all over the world, and hundreds  of villages
destroyed, they know the clock cannot be turned back. While they wish for
their plight to be acknowledged, they know they cannot seek absolute justice,
but must settle for relative justice that takes note of the present realities on
the ground.

For this reason, the majority of Palestinians feel a just peace can be obtained
by granting them a state in those areas occupied in 1967 (the West Bank
and Gaza) in return for abandoning their claim to the rest of Palestine (78%),
which became the state of Israel in 1948.  This two-state solution would
allow Israel to legitimately exist side by side with the state of Palestine.  Of
course this would mean that the Jewish settlements illegally erected in the
occupied territories would have to be evacuated, and perhaps their buildings
made available to absorb the returning refugees.    Many observers, including
Israelis feel that these settlements are not only illegal and unjust, but form
a constant source of tension and friction, and would render a lasting solution
impractical and unworkable (See section on Israeli colonies/settlements).

The new state can be demilitarized (with no tanks, heavy artillery or fighter
jets, and apache helicopters).  This would be out of deference for Israel's
security fears, but would also remove the burden of heavy military spending
and allow Palestinians to concentrate on building a new peaceful state.

Palestinians would also like an acknowledgement of their right to return to
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their homeland from which they were expelled or fled.  If Jews can claim
the right to return to Palestine after 2000 years, surely the Palestinians can
claim the right to return to their homes, which they were driven from within
the living memory of this generation.   Realistically, however, this right
would not be exercised by most Palestinians in the new Palestinian state,
and only a fraction of the refugees would be allowed, for humanitarian and
other reasons, to return to what is now Israel.  Palestinians can also get
compensation to enable them to settle wherever they choose, including the
new state of Palestine.

Jerusalem would be a separate and unique issue.  Though Israel captured
the city in 1967, it forms an integral part of the occupied territories, and
therefore legally should be part of the new state of Palestine and under
Arab sovereignty.  Yet it is such an emotionally important site for both
Israelis and Palestinians and for people of all three monotheistic faiths, that
perhaps it should not remain under the exclusive sovereignty of any one
state, but should be shared in a manner that ensures its accessibility, and
freedom of religion for everyone, including the wider international

A Palestinian car destroyed after
a night of Israeli shelling (2001).
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community of Jews, Moslems, and Christians.   Thus it can be a capital for
both states, and still enjoy a unique shared status for both countries and for
the international community. This Palestinian vision, I believe, is shared by
a majority of Palestinians.

It slowly and painfully developed over time, and there are still those who
hold out for more, claiming all of Palestine for Arabs, or arguing for a bi-
national state in all of Palestine/Israel.  Yet I truly believe this vision
constitutes a reasonable compromise that will be supported by an
overwhelming majority of Palestinians.  It will enable future generations
of Palestinians and Israelis to live in peace and security.

2. Why do Palestinians use "terrorism"?

Terrorism is an atrocious phenomenon that creates untold misery in the
world.  One need only look at the sight where the World Trade Center in
New York City once stood to understand its dreadful consequences.  The
killing of thousands of innocents that took place there is horrific and utterly
inexcusable.  Indeed, it is impossible to defend the killing of anyone who
dies in other similar attacks such as suicide bombings in an Israeli street or
restaurant.

Even though terrorism is indefensible and deserves universal condemnation,
we must recognize that it comes in different shapes and forms.  It cannot be
denied that governments around the world have terrorized their citizens
and those of other nationalities.  Rarely though, is the term "terrorist" used
to describe the actions of such governments.  Terrorism is relegated to the
acts of rebel movements, revolutionaries, or weak nations who do not fall
in line with the will of the world powers.  Within these groups are some
extreme organizations whose motives are fanatical, like the group that
attacked the World Trade Center.  Yet it is wrong to assume that because the
acts of those perpetrators were senseless, "terrorists" as a whole do not
have valid grievances they are trying to communicate.  It is wrong for
terrorists to kill innocents in addressing their ill treatment, but the way they
react does not nullify their injury.
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 In all likelihood, the first image that crosses the minds of most Westerners
upon hearing the word "Palestinian" is a kaffiye (headdress) covered terrorist.
Such an image, far from being indicative of an entire population, only reflects
a small yet highly visible minority.  We must have the maturity to go beyond
simplistic assumptions about ethnic groups. To brand all Palestinians as
terrorists is the same as branding all black Americans as drug-dealers and
criminals, all Mexicans as lazy, and all Southerners as racists.  Stereotypes
are inaccurate, hurtful, and dangerous.  None of these stereotypes have any
validity.  As a whole, Palestinians are hard workers, many of whom rise
before dawn to enter Israel and do manual labor and return to their homes
at dusk.  They love their children and are hoping to make a better future for
them.  Palestinians long for true peace and security.  Just like any other
people, they are not happy being in a state of perpetual war.  "Terrorist" and
"Palestinian" are far from being synonymous terms.

Palestinian terrorism is not the result of blind hate for Israel or the Jewish
people.  The Palestinian struggle against Israel in all its forms is a direct
result of the occupation of their land and the suffering of their people under
that occupation. To illustrate this point, take a look at the settlement of Har
Homa that stands on a hill North of Bethlehem.  In spite of the fact that the
hill, which the Palestinians call Jabal Abu Ghnaim, is in the occupied West
Bank, former Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu decided to build
a Jewish settlement there. Palestinians objected and the international
community condemned the move.  Israeli and Palestinian peace groups
demonstrated peacefully against its construction.  But Israel dismissed all
of the above, and went ahead with its plans.  The first step in construction
was the clearing of thousands of beautiful green trees, a unique feature of
the hill.  Palestinian popular anger finally boiled over and a number of
Palestinians began to demonstrate violently against Israel's actions, throwing
rocks at Israeli soldiers.  In retaliation, the Israelis fired back with live bullets,
killing several Palestinian protestors and injuring hundreds.  Though
Palestinians eventually stopped protesting, their anger did not go away.  Such
recurring incidents create fertile ground for terrorism.
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People often say Israel does not deserve terror in response to its confiscation
of Palestinian land and continued occupation over the Palestinian people.
"What Israel does," they say, "is not terror."  Yet Palestinians cannot but see
Israel's policies as terror.  They daily suffer as they see their land being
taken, their ancient trees being destroyed, their houses being arbitrarily
demolished, their freedom of movement denied, and in short, their basic
rights and dignity trampled.  Madeleine Albright once said in defense of
Israel: "Terror is not a valid response to bulldozers."  Imagine though that
these bulldozers are destroying houses in Texas to create a Chinese colony
that would be economically and politically run by China.  Imagine that
Americans did not have the great military power they have now, and were
virtually helpless to defend this illegal annexation of their land.  Wouldn't
most Americans consider such acts terrorism?  How would they react?

Israeli brutalities against Palestinians and the tacit support of the United
States to these brutalities have brought Palestinians to utter despair.
Consequently, a small minority of Palestinians perpetrate violent acts against
Israeli soldiers and civilians because they do not perceive of any more
effective way to fight the occupation.  Such members of the Palestinian
community may be wrong, tactically and morally, in choosing such a
strategy.  But they are not exceptionally violent, hateful, shortsighted, or
vengeful compared to their equivalents in Israel.

People seem to forget that the tactics used today by the more extreme
members of Palestinian society were first tested and used in Palestine not
by Arabs but by Jewish underground militias during their struggle against
British rule, when the power balance was shifted against the Zionists.  Many
today also forget that some of Israel's former prime ministers (Menachem
Begin and Yitzhak Shamir) were leaders in these militias.  Chairman Arafat's
history of violent tactics pales compared to that of the current prime minister
of Israel, Ariel Sharon.  The only difference is that the atrocities of Sharon
were committed while wearing a general's uniform.
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There is no moral defense for detonating a bomb in a crowded area, or any
other act of violence against civilians.  The point is that there is a double
standard set firmly in place that demonizes any Palestinian use of violence
while legitimizing that of Israel.  This double standard distorts the reality of
Palestinian resistance to Israeli occupation and of the occupation itself,
resulting in widespread misunderstanding and detrimental policy decisions
by world governments.

3. Why Do Palestinians Continue To Fight?

From our apartment in Beit Safafa, which is sandwiched between Bethlehem
and Gilo (a Jewish settlement near Bethlehem), we frequently hear heavy
artillery exchanges between Israeli troops and Palestinian fighters. As the
months of fighting roll on, the number of Palestinian casualties increases.
Those who pray for peace and yearn to see effective reconciliation between
Israelis and Palestinians must ask the question: Why do Palestinians continue
to fight?

Smoke billows during Israeli shelling
of Beit Jala, a predominately
Christian Palestinian town (2001).

HP_Administrator
Prejudiced term.  Should say "community" as the legal status of Gilo is the same as any other town in Israel.

HP_Administrator
Israel should flatten them.

HP_Administrator
Good, the more there are, the sooner the conflict will end.

HP_Administrator
A Muslim praying for peace.  That's an oxymoronic statement.  Peace will only come when they are defeated.

HP_Administrator
Terrorist war criminals cannot be reconciled.  That's why we had Nuremburg trials.

HP_Administrator
Aren't we confusing those who support the war against Israel  with those who don't?

HP_Administrator
That was be because being a non-Muslim is by definition provocative and in the Muslim mind makes aggression just.

HP_Administrator
And "Christian" is supposed to make us sympathize with the enemy.  Nice try at divide and conquer by equivocation.  But these so called Christians are really not Christians.  And perhpas the  very very few who are being forced to support the jihadists under duress.  These very few deserve our pity.
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Palestinians have no US made Apache helicopters like the Israelis.  Neither
do they have tanks equipped with the most sophisticated instruments of
destruction. They have no F-16's or any weaponry that would match the
Israeli lethal air force that is used against them. They don't have the support
of the world's leading economic and military power. Yet they continue to
fight. Their economy is collapsing. According to a recent report, before the
uprising the average income of a Palestinian was 10 times lower than the
average income of an Israeli. Today, it is 20 times lower.  Their human
losses are great. Since the beginning of the current uprising, over 600
Palestinians were killed, and thousands were injured, some of them
handicapped for life. The Palestinian population is under a perpetual siege,
imprisoned in their cities and villages that are surrounded by Israeli troops,
tanks and Jewish settlements. When Palestinians move from place to place
within their territories they risk their very lives. Hundreds of their youth are
incarcerated and tortured in Israeli jails. During the fighting their bullets
hardly make it to the Israeli side, but in retaliation, Israel comes at them
like a tornado and destroys their homes, olive trees, and crops. The losses
of the Israelis are nothing compared to the Palestinians' economic, social,
emotional and human losses. Yet they continue to fight. So why do
Palestinians continue to fight?

Israeli leaders paint an inaccurate picture by insisting that Yasser Arafat
and the PLO are inciting Palestinians to fight. The truth is that Arafat and
his forces have for the last seven years been arresting Palestinian activists
who threatened to fight Israelis. Quite often, Arafat's security forces and
police stood between Palestinian stone throwers and Israeli soldiers to
prevent or stop confrontations.  Israel, the White House and the American
media have criticized Arafat for his alleged unwillingness to stop Palestinian
attacks against Israel. Certainly, Arafat cannot be credited with putting his
life, political or physical, on the line for peace.  However, Ariel Sharon
cannot be credited with that either.  Arafat is working with many forces
including vehement internal opposition from Palestinian groups and much
of the Palestinian populace, who feel he was too accommodating to Israel.
In addition, the Palestinian Authority's security infrastructure is slowly, but

HP_Administrator
Does the justness of of Israel's defense suffer because they have better weapons?  Of course not.

HP_Administrator
The only thing that might be unjust here is if Israel holds back unnecessarily in finishing the job then.

HP_Administrator
Yes, I see that Awad is wishing Palestinians had better weapons.  That's because Awad hates Israel.

HP_Administrator
Good.  Because supporting injustice would put our country in danger.

HP_Administrator
Call it blind fundamentalism.

HP_Administrator
Great.  Then that will shorten the war.

HP_Administrator
That the result of Islam.  The religion teaches false economics worse than Christians or Jews.

HP_Administrator
Should have thought twice about that rebellion.

HP_Administrator
So were the human looses of Germany, the Ottoman Empire, and Japan -- all agressors that got defeated.

HP_Administrator
Lots of SS soldiers were wounded also.

HP_Administrator
If they'd just stop firing those dammed rockets at Israel civilians....

HP_Administrator
I think Berlin had to be surrounded too.

HP_Administrator
Sob sob.  They should reconsider their political support of destroying Israel.

HP_Administrator
Not true.  But if they deserve to be jailed for incitement against Israel, then they should just be shot.  Keeping them in jail wastes resources that could be used to defeat them.  It would be better to bring the war to a quick and final end -- more just that way.

HP_Administrator
They should have counted the cost.

HP_Administrator
Good idiom.  The bible uses equivalent terms.

HP_Administrator
A terrorist does not need a home when they are dead, but Israel does target the homes of active fighters and not non-combatants.  Sometimes the civilian houses get damaged too, but this is only because it is unavoidable in trying to get the enemy fighters.  And actually it would be just to class supporters of terrorism as terrorists also.

HP_Administrator
Poor trees.  The bible says we should try to spare the trees.  I think Israel is sensible enough on this.

HP_Administrator
Tried and true technique of winning a war.  Used by Samson.   I only fault Israel for stopping short of waging total strategic war.  Quick justice is better than drawn out foot dragging justice.  Wake up Israel and fight like you are supposed to!

HP_Administrator
Thankful for that.  It may not always be the case if Israel does not get down to business, but we may observe that American losses were much less than German.  That's because we won the war.

HP_Administrator
Because they love death and jihad.  72 virgins.

HP_Administrator
Because they are idiots and don't know the difference between justice and deluded religious causes egged on by hateful leadership.  Like the ancient Canaanites they are sick in the head and cannot be reasoned with except with force.  Better to clear them out for new people who are not sick with the death culture.

HP_Administrator
The PLO charter calling for the destruction of Israel was never changed.  Yasser Arafat lied.  And so does Awad.

HP_Administrator
Only for propaganda photo shots, then they let them go.

HP_Administrator
Well I wonder who is more credible?
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surely, being destroyed by Israel.  Israeli missiles bomb Palestinian police
headquarters whenever a substantial injury against Israel occurs.  Such
bombings are intended to have the affect of deterring further Palestinian
attacks against Israel, but they have the opposite affect: increased hatred
towards and willingness to attack Israel.  The Israeli bombing of these centers
is certainly not helpful to Palestinian attempts at arresting extremists. Arafat
does not hold all the cards.  It is deceitful for Israel to claim that he does,
and it is naïve for the U.S. to accept Israel's story.

Some hold that Palestinians are fighting because of religious promises of
paradise. While it is true that some Palestinian fighters believe in and hope
for a future paradise, these aspirations are not the reason they fight. Paradise
and the virgins provide only a marginal hope and incentive for a fighter
who has already decided to give his life for his cause. According to Islam,
a Muslim can receive the same hope by making a religious pilgrimage to
Mecca called the Hajj.

Freedom is what Palestinians are fighting and dying for. Palestinians struggle
for full independence on part of their historic homeland, the West Bank and
the Gaza Strip. Anyone who assumes that Palestinians fight to destroy the
state of Israel needs to answer a few thought-provoking questions: Why did
Palestinian violence against Israel significantly reduce after the signing of
the Oslo peace accords?  Why were Israelis starting to enter Palestinian
towns casually and without fear?  Why, while there was still a light of hope
with the peace talks, did the majority of Palestinians condemn suicide
attacks?  All of these point to a Palestinian population willing and capable
of living side by side with Jewish Israel.  But when people are inflicted
with the amount of suffering Palestinians have experienced and given no
hope, it is inevitable that they become desperate and callous, as many
Palestinians have now become.  What is less well known about the Israeli-
Arab conflict is that Israel has systematically taken steps to prevent the
achievement of Palestinian independence.  Palestinians are the ones who,
for over 50 years, have been and continue to be the victims of massive
ethnic cleansing, deportations, land confiscation, house demolitions, and

HP_Administrator
But a "hope" of some degree nevertheless, and Awad is supposed to be a "Christian"?  I think that his endorsement of Muslim doctrine here shows the worthlessness of his Christianity.
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all forms of discrimination, crushing their aspirations and depriving them
of their dignity.

One may ask, if the Palestinians are fighting for such a noble cause, why do
they resort to suicide bombings and other terrorist activities?  Though this
question has already been answered, I will briefly touch on it.  Some nationals
of any country who are repeatedly denied justice, constantly crushed by
superior military power, and consistently deprived of their due treatment in
the international arena, will, out of desperation, resort to radical means of
resistance to achieve their legitimate rights. The absence of justice in
Palestine is the foremost inducement for Palestinian radicalism.

Israel and the United States (albeit unintentionally) have conspired to deny
Palestinians justice.  They are thus responsible for creating a situation
conducive to terrorism. Further, the U.S. is accountable for giving Israel
weapons to kill suspected terrorists.  These weapons were supposed to be
used in self-defense but are being used to carry out internationally-banned
political assassinations.

In addition, through the repeated use of its veto privilege at the Security
Council, the US has consistently shielded mischievous Israel.  It has
indirectly encouraged Israeli state terrorism against the Palestinian
population. Closing all avenues to fairness and equity, the US and Israel
have created an atmosphere of desperation that expresses itself in Palestinian
radicalism.

Only an end of Israeli aggression against Palestinians and a balanced US
policy in the Middle East culminating in a Palestinian state could put an
end to the Palestinians' desire to fight.

Why Palestinians continue to fight might be a legitimate question, but the
more important questions are why does Israel continue to occupy Palestinian
lands and why does the US continue to support this illegal occupation?



62Through the Eyes of the Victims

4. Isn't the return of the Palestinian refugees to their land in what is
now Israel proper an impossible request?

The passage of over fifty years since the expulsion of 750,000 Palestinians
from their land and the predominance of Israel's rhetoric in defining the
Arab-Israeli conflict has resulted in the near deterioration of the recognition
of the Palestinian refugees' right to return to their homes.  Despite the fact
that their right to return is clearly documented in international law, any
serious suggestion of exercising that right is thought of in public discourse
as impractical, if not lunatic.

The self-identity of the State of Israel is narrow enough and brittle enough
that the return of the Palestinian refugees is equated with that state's
destruction.  The return of the approximately five million Palestinian refugees

to Israel would indeed
run counter to the Zionist
goal of a Jewish state
with an overwhelmingly
Jewish majority and total
Jewish control.

This reality is not just or
fair for the Palestinians.
Yet the vast majority of
Palestinians understand
the limitations imposed
on them and are willing
to work toward some
reasonable agreement
with the Israelis.  It is
important to realize that
most of the Palestinian
refugees would not
return to their land in

A Palestinian girl and her
baby sister in Mieh Mieh
camp, Lebanon (UNRWA
1950).
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Israel even if permitted to do so.  The refugees and their descendants have
been living in exile for several generations and have gone on with their
lives.  Many of them have escaped life in the refugee camps and have begun
successful careers.  Others have married people from the countries to which
they were exiled.  For the most part, these people are not going to leave
everything they have worked for in Jordan or Syria or Lebanon and return
to nothing in Palestine.

What the Palestinians want more than anything else is the recognition that
they were wronged.  Thus far, Israel has refused to even acknowledge
accountability for the expulsion of the Palestinians in either the 1948 or the
1967 war, much less apologize for the tragedy.  The predominant Israeli
perspective expresses no responsibility for the creation of the refugee
problem.  One popular Israeli myth puts the blame on the Arab countries
who supposedly told the Palestinians to leave their homes until the Israelis
were defeated and they could return.  In fact, the Arab leaders did not call
on the Palestinians to leave and wanted them to stay where they were.  There
is no documentation that proves otherwise.  It is possible that there were
exceptional cases in which Palestinians were asked by the Arab armies to
evacuate certain villages that were dangerously close to Arab military
maneuvers.  But there is little evidence even for this.  The Palestinians fled
from their homes because they were either under direct Israeli military
pressure to do so, or they were frightened by Israeli atrocities in other
Palestinian villages whose residents did not flee fast enough.

The Palestinians deserve the recognition that they were grievously wronged.
If Israel will do this it will be possible to come to some agreement on the
refugee problem.  This may involve some combination of financial
compensation and repatriation of refugees in Israel for the purpose of family
reunification.  The Israelis are still receiving compensation from Germany
for the wrongs done to them and their parents during Nazi rule.  This is fair
and just.  Why should the Palestinians be denied that same fairness and
justice?
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5. Why did the Palestinians reject the UN partition plan of 1947?

The United Nations' partition plan of 1947 was an unfair proposal drafted
by the Israelis and advocated by the United States.  In hindsight it may be
true that the partition plan gave the Palestinians more than they currently
have.  But the Palestinians did not then know what was to befall them.  At
the time what they did know was that the plan gave the majority of their
land to a foreign people who were not willing to share the land with them.
In 1947 the Jews owned less than 7% of the land but received 54% in the
UN plan.  Such an arrangement was inconceivable to the Palestinians.  The
UN partition plan was not a binding document to be forced upon the people
of Palestine, but a plan to be agreed upon by the parties.  The Palestinians
decided to reject it.  The Zionists had mixed feelings about it, some not
thinking the Jews received enough.  But in the end the Jews not only accepted
it but took more than the UN plan suggested during the 1948 Arab-Israeli
War.

6. Why are the United States and Israel such strong allies?

The relationship between the United States and Israel is a long and
complicated one.  After World War I and the defeat of the Ottoman Empire,
France and Britain divided the Middle East between their colonial rule.
For the next couple of decades the United States' involvement in the region
was minimal.  The rise of US strategic interest in the Middle East
corresponded with the emergence of the oil industry in many Arab countries
and US dependence on this resource.  However, the Zionists had also been
courting US favor and by the end of World War II had convinced the
American government that the emerging Jewish State was a strategic asset
in the region.

Upon Israel's declaration of independence on May 14, 1948, the US
immediately recognized the state.  Shortly thereafter the Soviet Union did
the same.  From the end of World War II until the late 80s the Cold War
framed the context of the US-Israeli alliance.  In the 1950s the relationship

HP_Administrator
"Complicated" is a term on uses to obfuscate the simple truth.

HP_Administrator
Because Americans are immigrants that fled from persecution and the woes of bad government.   Americans recognize the Judeo-Christian basis of good government, and quite clearly see that Israel is a light shining on a hill amongst the dictatorships of the Middle East.

HP_Administrator
Just defeat

HP_Administrator
This is a falsehood.  Neither country wanted to colonize, and neither country sent their citizens as immigrants as any matter of policy of annexing the acquired territory to their empire.  They in fact desired to choose among the competing nationalist movements and grant the deserving ones states of their own.

HP_Administrator
This is a dirty word.  Of course the U.S. should not be dependent on purchasing such a remote product.

HP_Administrator
The Zionists had asked for British favor in their nationalist desires in 1917, and it was granted in the Balfour Declaration, so lets not omit that.

HP_Administrator
Everything is based on making the other guy look greedy in the Arab propaganda machine.  Could it be that Arab nationalists were more greedy?  They were.  They got more states, more land, and caused more trouble for the British than Zionist aspirations ever did.

HP_Administrator
Further, we point out that it was not be necessary to consider it a "strategic asset" if it were not for Arab threats and dictatorships.

HP_Administrator
Funny how God uses big things elsewhere to help the dry bones grow.
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was shaky.  The United States had two primary goals in the Middle East:
first, to secure the oil resources of the Arab states and second, to prevent the
region from falling within the Soviet sphere.  It was not at all clear in the
first decade of Israel's history that the country was firmly in the American
camp and at times the US government's need to court the oil-rich Arabs was
an obstacle to its relationship with Israel.  By the end of the 1950s, however,
Israel was firmly under the wing of the United States.  At this time Israel's
main role as ally to the US was to provide intelligence from inside the
Soviet Union by way of the Jews still living there.  In time Israel became
the United States' key ally in the Americans’ paranoid war against the spread
of Communism, mainly in covert operations, not only in the Middle East
but also in Africa and Latin America.  When the United States' hands were
unable politically to become directly involved in countries like Angola,
South Africa, Columbia, or Guatemala they simply had the Israelis do the
job for them.  By time of the 1967 Arab-Israeli war, the relationship was
sealed.

As the alliance grew, the two countries became entangled in a booming
weapons trade, including Israeli acquisition of nuclear technology, which
trapped each in a mutual web of dirty secrets.  In addition, the powerful
lobbies of the weapons industries allied themselves to the Jewish lobbies
and together became a major source of money and information for figures
in both the Republican and Democratic parties.  These forces, with powerful
allies in both governments and the media, have succeeded in shaping Israel's
image and the Arab-Israeli conflict into an almost unquestioned political
discourse.

Today the Cold War is over, but not the US-Israel relationship.  In fact, US
moral and material support of Israel has only increased since the fall of the
USSR.  The two countries have found new mutual enemies in the form of
the "terrorist threat" and "rogue states" such as Iraq.  Furthermore, support
of Israel has by now become a given within the American political system.
In addition to the political and economic ties, the support of Israel has become
a domestic issue in the United States in the sense that it has become part of
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Let it be mentioned that the Arab states wanted to sell the oil to America.

HP_Administrator
Very good.  No one wanted to be  a communist.  But I think the evils of communism are lost on the Palestinian terrorists.

HP_Administrator
Only because the Arabs hated Israel for unjust reasons, and decided to use their oil resources to extort their aims against Israel.

HP_Administrator
And Egypt and Syria were firmly under the wing of the Soviet empire and its unjust government.

HP_Administrator
And the Arab goal was to buy arms from the U.S.S.R so that they could destroy Israel.  So the war is clearly global now, and the justice of the U.S.-Israel alliance quite clear.  Communism is evil.

HP_Administrator
See how the Arabs and Palestinians align themselves with every form of evil on the Planet --- including communism because it suits them.

HP_Administrator
Yep, once again the Arab world at large fights on the wrong side.

HP_Administrator
For just reasons, and lets not forget the continuous "covert" terrorist attacks on Israel and the United States.

HP_Administrator
Awad is trying to make Israel look like mercanies for hire.  That's not the case.  He will do anything to make Israel look bad, even if it means lying.

HP_Administrator
Let's see.  To defeat Germany would require a booming weapons trade among allies.  To win the Cold war would also require a booming weapons trade.   Awad is simply trying to slant things his way by selective reporting, ommitting the key context of the conflict.

HP_Administrator
The Israeli's acquited nuclear techonology over the objections of everyone else, including the United States.  What couts here is motive.  Israel would only use it for self defense.  But if a fundamentalist controlled Muslim country ever gets a nuclear weapon they will be the first to threaten Israel with it and then use it.

HP_Administrator
Prejudiced.

HP_Administrator
Did it ever occur to Awad that there are righteous secrets?

HP_Administrator
An act of God that this happened.  While I don't approve of lobbies using money to control politics, God has a strange way of lining things up.  It's not like Muslim countries don't have their own internal undemocratic policies.

HP_Administrator
Notice how Awad always paints the U.S. as evil?  What lies behind this is "death to America".  Notice how he can never say no evil of Muslims or Arab terrorists?

HP_Administrator
Not so.  Israel's image is shaped by the basic justice of her cause against the agression of the Arabs.  Someone has to be born into an evil dictatorship.  They need to grow up, swallow their national pride and admit their leaders are evil.

HP_Administrator
Let's not mention that Muslims have been busy spending billions of dollars at American Universities setting up departments of Muslim studies with the express purpose of buying influence and a beachhead for their propagandizing of American liberals with Islamic hate to further their goal of conquering the country.

HP_Administrator
Because there is another war to replace it, the War with Muslim fundamentalists, which was always there.  It just got obscured by the larger issues of the Cold War.

HP_Administrator
Well, the U.S. did win a just war, and so of course, should share the spoils with Israel.

HP_Administrator
A lie.  These enemies are the beligerants and took part in the wrong side in the Cold War.

HP_Administrator
Why the quotation marks.  The threat is real.  Awad is just a liar.  They rejoiced over the twin towers.

HP_Administrator
"Roque" means lawless an anarchist.  Iraq was certainly that, killing Kurds and other minorities  A rogue is someone who who formerly followed the rules suddenly departs are becomes lawless.   Britian's vision of a sensible government based on a Judeo-Christian pattern in Iraq certainly did not come to pass.

HP_Administrator
Supporting another country in a just war is not wrong.
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American culture.  An American politician has little hope of winning an
election with a platform that is critical of Israel.  One major reason for this
is the centrality of Israel in the growing American evangelical movement.
For many evangelicals the formation and expansion of the state of Israel is
considered to be a necessary step in the fulfilling of God's will and the
return of Jesus.  Though most Israelis have great antipathy toward this
evangelical movement as it seeks their conversion to Christianity, the Israeli
government has not passed up the opportunity to tap this human and financial
resource.  Furthermore, being friends of Israel continues to have a place in
the American liberal's mind, mainly because of their desire to overcome
anti-Semitism and guilt concerning the Holocaust.  In today's discourse,
criticism of Israel is often equated with anti-Semitism.

In sum, America's relationship with Israel is the result of over fifty years of
perceived common strategic interests in political, economic, and cultural
fields.  The relationship did not form spontaneously but from many years
of intentional effort between political, economic and religious figures from
both countries.  Though much of this courtship occurred behind closed
doors and in corridors of power, it is important not to interpret the relationship
through a simplistic conspiracy theory framework.  The US-Israeli
relationship has never been a completely friendly and trusting one.  Both
governments keep each other in the dark when it suits their interests.
Weapons dealers are first and foremost interested in profits and not
friendship.  Furthermore, there are influential people from both countries
who dissent from the status quo and question the relationship's integrity
and its strategic advantage to the United States.  These people are in the
minority, however, and until they receive more support from their colleagues
and the public they will remain fairly powerless to challenge the US-Israel
alliance and thus the US approach to the Arab-Israeli conflict.

7. Wasn't the Palestinian identity invented for political purposes?

Some make the accusation that the Palestinian identity was invented in the
era of Israeli independence in order to assert Arab claim to the land of
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The more the better.  American, and especially American Christians, need to acknowledge their debt to the Jewish People.

HP_Administrator
But they can certainly betray their pre-election oaths.  The election of Obama was a mistake, but God will figure out how to use it for good.  Obama's fortunes depend on his degree of cooperation with justice.

HP_Administrator
Ah yes, those of America's Christians among who are counted the one's who really believe in God's promises.

HP_Administrator
Awad writes a true sentence.  I'm gonna eat my socks.

HP_Administrator
Not surprising, because they are the dry bones, but they believe in principles of truth and justice, so God will have pity on them and introduce them to Yeshua.   They should realize who their real enemies are.

HP_Administrator
Actually we dont seek that.  We seek their conversion to Torah observant belief in the Messiah Yeshua.

HP_Administrator
Awad, your attempt to make us financial doners to Zionism look like an exploited resource is pathetic.

HP_Administrator
Yes, God can even use liberals.

HP_Administrator
As they should, because American Liberalism contributed to the severity of the holocaust.

HP_Administrator
And that is just what it usually is --A satanically motivated hatred against Israel.

HP_Administrator
A lot longer than that pal.  It goes back to the Jews who supported the America war of Independence.  They spent a fortune securing our independence from Europe.

HP_Administrator
Arab anti-Semitism is full of conspiracy theories.  So is leftist and right wing anti-semitism.

HP_Administrator
Looks like Awad wants to exploit minor differences here in the aim to corrupt the macro picture.

HP_Administrator
This needs to be balanced with Arab self hatred and internal divisions, which is exponentially greater.

HP_Administrator
A false dichotomy.  The are not interested in selling to America's enemies so much as upholding basic principles of justice and arming one's friends.

HP_Administrator
This only shows that Islamo-fascist propaganda is making head way.

HP_Administrator
Yeh, we have traitors in America who confuse hatred with justice.

HP_Administrator
A growing minority, and we need to educate the fence sitters before they fall off into the arms of waiting terrorist propaganda.

HP_Administrator
Fence sitters can be potentially swayed to see justice, or they can be corrupted into supporters of Islamo-fascism.  That would make them traitors.

HP_Administrator
Since the approach is right, then why change it?
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Palestine. Before this invention, they assert, the Arabs living between the
Mediterranean and the Jordan River were not a distinct people but part of
the surrounding Arab peoples.  It sometimes follows that there is no reason
that the Palestinians could not be relocated in Jordan or other Arab countries.

This accusation in itself has political motivations and hides a more complex
reality.  "Palestine" came into being as a political unit in Roman times.
Throughout subsequent occupations the name remained, though the political
boundaries changed slightly from time to time.

Under the Ottomans, who ruled Palestine before the British, the land of
Palestine was part of a larger region that also included what is today Jordan,
Syria and Lebanon.  Damascus functioned as the administrative capital of
the area.  The region that became Mandate Palestine under the British was
divided into the three districts of Jerusalem, Acre, and Nablus.  The people
in Palestine had a unique self-conception, distinct from other Arab peoples.
They were proud of their Arab ancestry but considered themselves
descendants not only of the Arab conquerors of the 7th century, but also of
the indigenous peoples of the land who had lived there from time
immemorial.  In the years preceding the fall of the Ottoman Empire a
nationalistic movement emerged among the Arabs in which they demanded
independence from the Ottomans.  Palestinians participated in this movement
for national independence.  Certainly not all the people of Palestine felt as
strongly, but the nationalists represented a common sentiment in the land.

During the British Mandate, Palestine was a distinct political unit, separated
from other lands under the Mandate such as Trans-Jordan.  The end of
World War II witnessed a process of de-colonization in which indigenous
peoples all over the world, including the Palestinians, demanded
independence from the colonial powers.  This was not a new demand, but
the continuation of the struggle of the Palestinians for independence from
foreign rule.  But as the European countries pulled out of their colonies the
Palestinians became the victims of the world's one remaining colonial
enterprise: the Zionist one.

HP_Administrator
Actually it is valid, because a culture, language and people does not need an unfair amount of land and territory to make a State.   Saudi Arabia is plenty large.

HP_Administrator
A political division is not a national division.  Everyone knows that.

HP_Administrator
What an understatement!

HP_Administrator
Who gives a damm how the Ottomans divided things.  The were a justly defeated empire.  The British obtained the right to restore long dead Nations.   The Arab claim to any just nation against the Turks depends on the justice of the British defeat of the Turks.  Why should the British give it all to the Arabs when the Jewish People were very deserving for their steadfast support of British justice in the 19th century.  And the Mandate was their ancestral homeland.  The Arabs had no right to encroach a sovereignty, which was illegally taken by Muhammad's warriors from the Byzantines.   It fell to the British to rectify the inequity.

HP_Administrator
Which is irrelevant.  The only reason Awad mentions Damascus instead of Istanbul is that he is fighting for Arab nationalism over Turkish nationalism.  The Arabs had no sovereign nation to take away.

HP_Administrator
This is a bunch of b.s. because in the early days of their agression they wanted to be recognized as part of greater Syria and were not seeking a spearate independent state within the Jewish Mandate.

HP_Administrator
Who can be proud of that when the national religion became jihadist Islam?  I guess they are just ethnocentric and cannot see the justice of more freedom loving cultures.

HP_Administrator
Proud of a bunch of conquerors???  And agressive one's at that bent on imposing their false religion on the world.
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That does not make it so.  Since there were only 200,000 multi-ethnic population in the whole British Mandate in 1880, they can hardly be called "indigenous".
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See Joan Peters for refutation of this.  But even if small percent can trace back to the 200,000 in the underpopulated area in 1880, this surely does not entitle them to a sovereign state.   Not even Muslims see it this way.  They are always forming separate states.  They war among themeslves over control and soveignty.  So they are a bunch of hypocrites to think that a relatively small number of Arabs in one area have the right to another sovereignty.

HP_Administrator
Let's remember that this was a Muslim empire founded by the sword of the Saracen.

HP_Administrator
They made no demands because they were secret, and they simply went to war against their Muslim brothers.  Muslim fighting Muslim over which Muslim shall be sovereign over which area.   A greedy relgion of fratricidial infighting.  Just look at Iran and Saudia Arabia, Sunni and Shia.  They fight each other, but only unite to steal little Israel's inheritance, because of their indemic cultural hatred of Jacobs inheritance.
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But the British did not give them sovereignty over the land of Israel.  The British granted them their own state elsewhere.

HP_Administrator
They did not have the right to revolt against the British decisions.

HP_Administrator
This is false.  Trans-Jordan was part of the Jewish homeland proclaimed in 1917 and at the San Remo Conference.

HP_Administrator
Nonesense.  The British never colonized the Mandate.  But the Jews had the right to colonize the underpopulated land, given them from the just spoils of war by the British and supported by the biblical title deed for the remnant of Israel.

HP_Administrator
That does not mean every group is a distinct nation and deserves more land than that nation really has an ancestral title deed to.   Abraham sent his Arab children to the east of Israel.  Arabia is their land, not Israel.  They only expanded out of that area by unjust and imperialistic war.
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Not even the Arab revolt existed before 1914.  They all fully supported the Turks in their war against Britian as loyal Turkish citizens.   It was right for the British to favor the minority that least wanted to support the Turkish aggression against them.   So in that respect the Arabs deserved to get less.
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Tell a lie long enough and everyone believes it.   India was a British colony in the true sense of the word.  The Mandate was not.  Britian would have been justified in making it a Christian state, but that was not God's will.  God wanted it to be a Jewish state first and formost.  So God convinced the British to do the right thing.

HP_Administrator
Notice how Awad unwittingly says the struggle was aimed at Britian?    After the British righteously brought down the Ottoman Imperium he denies them the rightful position of the new sovereign adminstrator.   Awad has no moral principles.

HP_Administrator
Even though the British were not colonialists in the Mandate, colonizing is not unjust.  It is the right of any sovereign power to colonize an under populated land.  The British gave up this right to the Jews for a Jewish homeland.
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This is not to say the concept of the Palestinians as a distinct people was not
further crystallized in the period of Israeli independence.  The Palestinians
suffered a unique tragedy among the Arab peoples and this certainly
reinforced their identity as a unique people.   But this process of coming
together as a people does not in any way de-legitimize their claim to the
land.  Social identity always develops over time and is never static.  Take
the concept of American for example.  The concepts of the United States as
a political entity and of American as a social entity are infantile compared
to that of Palestine and Palestinian.  Furthermore, the United States only
exists in its current form because of the annihilation of the land's indigenous
inhabits.  The American social identity continues to develop to this day.  Yet
if a foreign power forced the American people from their homes, no one
would doubt their right to return and receive compensation.

The idea that the Palestinians are not a distinct people stems from the desire
of some to erase the Palestinian claim to their land.  It also finds roots in the
kind of racism and ignorance that lumps the Arab peoples into a homogenous
mass.  Anyone who is familiar with the Arabs knows that they are a very
diverse people with a multiplicity of cultural and national traditions.  This
is as true for the Palestinians as it is for the Iraqis, Saudis, or Lebanese.  The
era of Israeli independence was not the catalyst for the concept of the
Palestinian people but instead the catalyst for the effort to make them
disappear.

8. Wouldn't the situation of the refugees be better if the Arab countries
would have accepted them more openly and wouldn't have used them
for political reasons?

The 750,000 refugees from the 1948 war fled primarily to countries that
border Palestine: Lebanon, Syria, Jordan, and Egypt.   To this day refugees
live in poor conditions in refugee camps.  The Palestinian refugee problem
has fallen on the shoulders of the Arab countries in which they reside.  The
history of the relationship between the refugees and the Arabs of their host
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It was invented as propaganda for  the rebellion in 1922.

HP_Administrator
Only as a result of the defeat of their aggression.   It is always a "tradegy" that there must be losers in a war, but it is a tragedy for which the losing side must bear the guilt when they were the aggressors.

HP_Administrator
The word means "special".  There is nothing special about a run of the mill defeat due to military agression.
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One nurtured in the bitterness of defeat and unwillingness to acknowledge its justness due to their brainwashing.

Even highly indoctrinated Nazi's could never really acknowledge defeat.
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The claim to sovereignty was always illegit, and even more illegit since they were the agressors.

HP_Administrator
A rare true statement.  But that does not justify acquiring it by unjust means.

HP_Administrator
Awad insults America.  Actually the Palestinians are the infantile childish jerks acting unjustly based on perceived emotional wounds and loyalties to a false cause.
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The idea that a social identity authomatically implies the right to political sovereignty is stupidity.
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Awad finally gets around to mentioning the Indian problem.  There was no anhillation.  That is a total lie.  The only indians that had to be killed are the ones that attacked settlers.   The United States as the sovereign power won the right through theses agressions to determine the political fate of the  native american.   At first treaties were made, but these fell apart due to Indian inability to govern themselves.  So the U.S. government reserved land for them and settled them in the reserved land in such a way as to minimize cultural conflict.
   In some cases Indians were treated unjustly, but there is no comparison between this and the violent and barbaric Arab conquests attempted on Christian lands.
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A liberal mythos.
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If America attacked other contries for unjust reasons, then those countries would be justified in taking America and not giving it back.   Since America understands justice, it will not do this.  But the Muslim does ont understand the principle that a just war must be a response to military provocation.   Being non-Muslim is provocation to them.  This means that the Mulsim believes God has told them to anhilate all the "unbelievers".  But God told them no such thing.  It has been 3,600 years since God gave Israel commandments to destroy the seven Canaanite nations because of their wickedness.  One cannot assume this because of a false religion.  Neither Christianity nor Judaism lays claim to any such current instructions.
    Because the Muslim does not understand just war, the Muslim cannot truly be loyal to a non-Muslim country on the basis of basic principles of justice.  They have to renounce the doctrine of jihad against the non-Muslim.  Only then can they be accepted as loyal citizens of America.  Until then they are rightly distrusted and regarded as national security risks.  Only when the moderate Muslims denounce the jihadists as heretics will we be satisfied.  They must denounce them as heretics because they do not support the justice that true religion would profess.

HP_Administrator
Not so.  It's just a truth matter.  Their claim to sovereignty is forfeit because it was never given them, and their claim to dwell in peace on part of the land is foreit by their agression.

HP_Administrator
Not so.  There are true Palestinian believers in Yeshua.  They are brothers in Messiah.  Their repentance in such a wicked environment is regarded as purified gold in God's eyes.    Awad is just a false Christian, an anti-Semitic heretic whose fruits loudly proclaim his lying murderous heart.

HP_Administrator
There are over a 100,000 Arab Christian refugees in Jordan as I write this in Nov. 2009, who are being unjustly treated and persecuted.   They were not agressors for injustice.  It is their concerns that ought to be addressed and not the terrorist supporting Palestinians.  Yep, first the Jew and then the Christian.  The Musllim jihad seeks to disposses both in every country they are now in.  This revival of early fundamentalist Islam is their new jihad.
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Really, it is Islam that counts, because this is the most important component of their culture.  I see Awad can never say anything true about it.  That's because he's a false Christian and really a jihadist Muslim in his heart.  We could call him a self hating Chrisitan as well.
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Traditinal variants does not justify agression.

HP_Administrator
This is a lie.  The Arab National lists got what they legitimately wanted.  They just got greedy and decided to get more by sedition and rebellion against just decisions, due of course to the culturally embeded ethos of jihadism.  The concept of a separate Palestinian people was evolved to support this greed.

HP_Administrator
Classic begging the question or circular reasoning.  The premise is false, and so is the conclusion.
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country has sometimes been a dark one.  No doubt the Arab governments
have at times used them for political purposes.  But it is not fair to blame
the Arab countries for their plight.  The neighboring Arab countries did not
have the resources to deal effectively with the Palestinian refugees.  They
were poor and still handicapped by their experience under colonial rule in
the years after 1948.  Yet they opened their borders and let the refugees in.
Jordan in particular absorbed an enormous number of the refugees, even
granting them citizenship.  Today the majority of Jordan's population is
Palestinian.  Many non-Palestinian Arabs in Lebanon, Syria, Jordan, and
Egypt remain quite poor, some living in worse conditions than the Palestinian
refugees.  Yet these Arab countries continue to lend them services and
protection.

All this is not to whitewash the plight of the refugees or their treatment by
Arab countries.  The central point is that it is unreasonable to blame the
refugee problem on those who accepted them rather than those who drove
them from their homes.  Despite UN resolutions calling for the repatriation
of the Palestinian refugees to their land, Israel has not been held accountable
for their actions in expelling them.   Scapegoating the Arab nations is one
of the Israeli strategies to divert attention away from itself.

9. What is the Christian-Muslim relationship like in Palestine?

Christians and Muslims have been living side by side in Palestine for over
1,300 years.  Palestinians of both faiths share a common history, culture,
and language.  They have struggled through times of trouble together and
enjoyed times of plenty together.  Generally, the Christian minority has
fared well living with the Muslim majority and under Muslim rule.  Palestine
has always been known in the Middle East to be a place of particular
tolerance.  Despite some tensions caused by the Crusades, colonialism or
radical Islamic invaders, Palestinian Christians and Muslims have succeeded
in building Palestinian society together.
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Thus, most Palestinian Christians are surprised when they hear reports from
the West about the persecution of Christians by Muslims in Palestine.  Such
reports are by and large inaccurate and are based on a false understanding
of the Muslim religion as well as misinformation spread by the Israeli
government and their Christian Zionist allies.  In typical colonial fashion,
the Israeli government has always attempted to incite division within the
Palestinian society and has not refrained from playing the religious card.
For instance, when former Prime Minister Netanyahu wanted to pass a law
making it illegal to evangelize in Israel, his government received criticism
from a campaign by evangelicals around the world.  To divert attention
from this criticism Netanyahu's office released a report claiming that the
PA was persecuting Christians by locking up Muslim converts to Christianity
in jail.  The report was circulated widely in the US media and churches, as
usual without confirming the report with the Palestinian Christians. When
Palestinian evangelicals heard the report they launched their own
investigation that revealed that the few prisoners in question were in fact
not genuine converts and that they were in jail for collaborating with Israel.

The Church of Nativity in Bethlehem, site
traditionally thought to be the birthplace
of Jesus Christ.
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Such false information spread to the West about the persecution of Christians
is unquestioningly accepted and propagated by many.  At the same time it
breeds division within Palestinian society and, in effect, becomes a self-
fulfilling prophecy.

Despite hundreds of years of fair treatment by Muslims, life has had its
difficulties for the minority Christian community, and within it are anxieties
that are common to most minorities throughout the world, including
tendencies toward exclusivism and paranoia. The occupation tends to agitate
these anxieties.  A small number of Palestinian Christians have even come
to believe the anti-Muslim rhetoric of the Israelis and their misinformed
Western Christian allies.  For instance, in the current Al-Aqsa Intifada
Palestinians have been shooting at the Israeli colony of Gilo from the
Palestinian town of Beit Jala, which has an unusually high percentage of
Christians.  When these Palestinians draw Israeli fire, some Palestinian
Christians complain that the Muslims are drawing it intentionally to Christian
homes.  This is nonsense.  The vast majority of the Palestinians participating
in armed resistance to Israeli colonization are Muslim because the vast
majority of Palestinians are Muslim.  A small number of Christians, however,
have also joined this resistance. Since the Intifada broke out Palestinians
have been shooting from towns and cities all over the West Bank and Gaza
Strip, whether Muslims or Christians inhabit them. Houses of Muslims are
destroyed by Israeli shelling right along with the Christian houses in Beit
Jala and throughout the West Bank and Gaza Strip. Furthermore, many of
the Muslim residents of these towns also become upset when the gunmen
fire from around their homes.  It is a natural and reasonable response. But
when some Christians turn this into some kind of Muslim conspiracy against
them they are being shortsighted and narrow-minded, causing unnecessary
division within the Palestinian community.

Though relations have been better and though Muslims and Christians still
have progress to make in coming to a healthy majority-minority relationship,
they continue to live in relative harmony.  They work together, eat together,
and struggle through Israeli occupation together.  Their survival is in fact
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bound together as one Palestinian people.  Nowhere is this more evident
than in the Palestinian leadership.  Arafat in particular has bent over
backwards to reach out to the Christian community, appointing a higher
than proportioned number of Christians in the government, making
appearances at Christian celebrations, and even marrying a Christian.

Hopefully Christian-Muslim relations will be even better in the future.  For
this to happen, all Palestinians must come together to celebrate and define
their Palestinian identity in resistance to the divisive effects of the occupation
and of foreign misunderstanding.

10. The Palestinians and other Arabs want the land that Israel
conquered from them returned.  But Israel won the wars with the Arabs,
shouldn't they get the spoils?

Throughout history humans have used the methods of war to advance their
interests.  The 20th century was quite possibly the bloodiest, most violent
one humanity has experienced.  That being true, one must question whether
human civilization has taken any significant steps forward.  Yet there have
always been efforts by some to minimize war and its destructive effects.  In
spite of, or perhaps because of, the sharp increase in our ability to kill one
another, the struggle to find peaceful ways to resolve conflict has grown
stronger.  The concept of might makes right has significantly given way to
concepts of justice, peace, and freedom for all people.  Since the mid-20th
century, these concepts have been articulated and institutionalized like never
before in the form of international law.  Despite problems of enforcing
international law, it does offer a foundation upon which mutual respect
among nations may be built.

In the history of the State of Israel, however, we can see a consistent
digression from standards widely recognized by the world as the minimum
of appropriate stately behavior.  Basic international law clearly prohibits
territorial gain by way of warfare in order to ensure that less powerful nations
and peoples are not at the mercy of powerful military forces, as was the
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case in the past.  The history of Israel is a history of colonization.  Generally,
the colonial era is thought of as a thing of the past.  But in its goals and its
methods, Israel is a classic example of a colonial enterprise against the
indigenous Arabs of Palestine.  The wars Israel fought served expansionist
purposes, just as its continued occupation of the West Bank and Gaza Strip
does.  That Israel has not been held accountable despite wide criticism by
the world community and continues its land grabbing does not reflect its
right to the land, but its privileged position in a world dominated by its
chief supporter, the United States.  This virtual immunity undermines all
the lessons learned from the war-torn 20th century and seriously weakens
the legitimacy of those efforts to ensure the 21st century will be more
peaceful and more just.

A Palestinian building severely
damaged by Israeli shelling (2001).
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11. Why didn't Arafat accept the proposals offered to him by Barak
during the Camp David talks in July 2000?

First a point of clarification: There were no formal proposals made in the
Camp David talks, only ideas being tossed back and forth.  None of the
offers from either side were clearly defined.  In fact, real negotiations did
not take place until after Arafat said no to the initial Israeli offer.  Some
progress was later made in the talks in Taba, but there was not significant
time to follow through on them.

It is true that Barak opened issues up for discussion that had up to that time
been taboo in Israeli negotiations.  But the claim, by both Barak and Clinton,
that the Israelis offered Palestinians "generous concessions" is completely
erroneous.  The Israeli government has never been generous to the
Palestinians.  In the 2000 Camp David talks, the Israeli offers on every
subject, from Jerusalem to the refugees to the borders of a Palestinian state,
fell short of even minimum Palestinian needs.  The perception that Israel's
concessions were generous stems from a completely skewed perception

“Death has climbed through our
windows and has entered our
fortresses; it has cut off the children
from the streets.”  Jeremiah 9:21
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that considers anything more than nothing a generous offer.  Furthermore,
such a perception ignores the fact that any power or land that Israel has in
the West Bank and Gaza Strip (or for that matter in any of historical Palestine)
was taken from the Palestinians and is not Israel's to give in the first place,
but only to return to its rightful owner.  The willingness of the Palestinians
to accept the legitimacy of the Israeli state, to share Jerusalem, and to settle
for only 22% of Palestine in the West Bank and Gaza Strip are enormous
concessions in themselves.  In the West however, these sacrifices are seen
not as concessions but instead as somehow owed to the Israelis.  This
perception is taken for granted because Israel has the necessary power to
define what is expected from negotiations and to control the implementation
of any agreement reached.

Even the offers Barak did make were not, in reality, as good as they sounded
in news clips.  The offer of neighborhoods in East Jerusalem for a Palestinian
state capitol amounts to several crowded and disconnected villages
surrounded by Israeli colonies and roads, and are not at all suitable for a
Palestinian capitol.  Further, Israel wanted to keep complete control of over
half of the Old City of Jerusalem, and to share sovereignty on the Islamic
shrines there.  This was not acceptable to Palestinians.

Barak's offer of 94% of the West Bank was equally disingenuous.  Whenever
Israeli officials speak in percentages they do not include the territorial waters
of the Dead Sea, East Jerusalem, or the strip of no-man's-land in the
calculation.  This strategy has two main purposes.  First, it serves to spread
the false assumption that these areas are not actually part of the West Bank
but part of Israel.  Second, by decreasing the actual size of the West Bank in
their calculations the Israeli officials are able to bloat their withdrawal
percentages.  Thus, the Israeli 94% is in actuality only 88.9%.  When also
taking into account repeated Israeli claims to annex what they call "Greater
Jerusalem," the percentage shrinks again to 86.5%.  In addition, Barak
insisted on retaining security control over the Jordan Valley for an unspecified
number of years.  The Jordan Valley amounts to 10% of the West Bank,
thus leaving only 76.5% for a sovereign Palestinian State.
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If this wasn't bad enough, Barak also failed to offer just concessions on
issues of water and economic relations, thus keeping the fledgling Palestinian
"state" in a position of servitude. The final two nails in the coffin of the
Camp David talks were the Israeli refusal to take responsibility for the
Palestinian refugees and Barak's insistence that in the event of Arafat signing
an agreement, all further Palestinian claims and grievances would be null
and void.

When Arafat rejected the proposals brought forth by the Americans and
Israelis both attacked him publicly, pushing the Palestinians further into a
political corner.  This complete failure of the negotiating process to bring
justice to the Palestinians was one of the factors behind the Intifada that
broke out after Ariel Sharon's notorious visit to the Haram Al-Sharif on
September 28, 2000.  Throughout the peace process the world has been
treating the Palestinians as if it were their fault that they live in Palestine,
allowing Israel to demand concessions as though it were the Palestinians
who are keeping the land under military occupation, demanding that the
Palestinians stop fighting with the Israelis as though it were the Palestinians
who were aggressively colonizing the land.  If negotiations are to function
to bring peace to the Middle East they must cease being a platform for
Israeli and American political bullying and reflect a genuine effort toward
justice for all concerned parties.

12. What about prophecy? Did not God give Palestine to the Jews?  If
God did give the land to the Jews, why do Palestinians, Arabs and
Muslims want to fight God and his chosen people over the possession
of the Holy Land?

There are many Biblical references in the Old Testament that state that God
gave the Holy Land to Abraham and his descendants including the ancient
Jewish people.  In Genesis 12:1-5 God promises Abraham to give the land
of Canaan to him and to his descendants.  Similar promises are repeated
throughout the Old Testament.  The challenge for us today is to search for
answers to the following questions:

HP_Administrator
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1. Are these promises unconditional?
2. Are these promises perpetual? Never-ending?
3. Do Old Testament prophecies relating to the land in the old
covenant continue to have significance and fulfillment within
the framework of the new covenant?
4. Does God have a special or different plan for the Jewish
people?

I.  Are these promises unconditional?
The OT is full of evidence that these promises are conditional to the
faithfulness and obedience of the people of Israel to God. Examine the
following references:

And if you defile the land, it will vomit you out as it vomited out the nations
that were before you (Leviticus 18:28).

Keep all my decrees and laws and follow them, so that the land where I am

A mural at the Bethlehem Bible
College, a Palestinian institution, is
sprayed by Israeli bullets (2001).
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bringing you to live may not vomit you out. You must not live according to
the customs of the nations I am going to drive out before you. Because they
did all these things, I abhorred them. But I said to you, "You will possess
their land; I will give it to you as an inheritance, a land flowing with milk
and honey." I am the LORD your God, who has set you apart from the
nations  (Leviticus 20:22).

When Abram was ninety-nine years old, the LORD appeared to him and
said, "I am God Almighty; walk before me and be blameless. I will confirm
my covenant between me and you and will greatly increase your numbers"
(Genesis 17:1).

These and many other references clearly show that ancient Israel's possession
of the land was conditional upon Israel's obedience to God.  When Israel
failed to obey God, the people were driven out of the land. The Babylonian
exile and the destruction of Jerusalem in 70 AD and consequent expulsion
of the Jewish people are two examples of removal from the land due to
ancient Israel's rebellion against God.

Today, over 80% of the Jews in Israel and around the world are either secular
or non-religious traditionalists. Only 20% of the Jewish population consider
themselves religious.  Many leading Zionists who were among the
visionaries and founders of the state of Israel were atheists.  Modern Israel
is not a nation under God and does not claim to be so.  The trail of violence
and injustice in the history of Israel in the last fifty years is the clearest
evidence that current Israel is not the Israel of the Bible or the Israel of the
covenant.  God's promises to ancient Israel were conditional upon Israel's
obedience.  For evangelicals in particular it should be a concern that Israel
today continues to reject its Messiah, ban missionary activities and prosecute
and persecute those who attempt to share the good news of Jesus Christ. To
idealize the religious significance of modern Israel is to close our eyes to
the spiritual, religious and moral realities of the modern Jewish state.
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II.  Are these promises perpetual? Are they never-ending?
In the past, God promised ancient Israel the land and God gave them the
land. The promises were kept.  Some Christians read in the Old Testament
of promises and prophecies that were given four or five thousand years ago
and they strive to seek modern fulfillment to these prophecies that have
already been fulfilled. Some of these prophecies were given to the Jews
when they were exiled in Babylon.  Their message was to give hope to the
exiles and prepare them to be restored to the land.  These prophecies do not
address the Arab-Israeli conflict and the current situation in the Middle
East. It is unfortunate that these verses are taken out of context to address
the current situation. Such manipulation of the Word of God is unfair to the
biblical record and very harmful to all Palestinians but especially to the
Palestinian Christian community. How long must the Bible be used as a
manual to promote and enforce military occupation? How often must the
Palestinians be subjected to the cruelties and brutalities of military conquests
sanctioned by theories of divine involvement?

III.  Do Old Testament prophecies relating to the land in the old covenant
continue to have significance within the framework of the new covenant?
To respond to this question we must understand the similarities and
differences of the two covenants.  Biblical scholars have written volumes
on this theme but to briefly address this question, I'll point out to five major
elements in the two covenants; namely, the priesthood, the sacrifice, the
temple, the nation, and the land.

The Priesthood
God instituted the OT priesthood. Aaron, Moses' brother, became the first
High Priest. In the Pentateuch detailed instructions are given for the
management of the institution of the priesthood. The writers of the New
Testament, however, described a new type of priesthood, the priesthood of
all believers. Peter in his first epistle addressed new converts (Jews and
Gentiles) when he wrote:

But you are a chosen people, a royal priesthood, a holy nation, a people
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belonging to God, that you may declare the praises of him who called you
out of darkness into his wonderful light. Once you were not a people, but
now you are the people of God; once you had not received mercy, but now
you have received mercy  (1 Peter 2:9-10).

The writer of the book of Revelation carries the same theme when he writes:

To him who loves us and has freed us from our sins by his blood, and has
made us to be a kingdom and priests to serve his God and Father, to him be
glory and power forever and ever! Amen  (Revelation 1:5-6).

The priesthood in the old covenant was limited to one of Israel's tribes. In
the new covenant however we see that all who believe are members of a
royal priesthood. In comparing the priesthood of the old with the new
covenant, the writer of the book of Hebrews explains that the old priesthood
must diminish to make way for a new and permanent one.

But because Jesus lives forever, he has a permanent priesthood. Therefore
he is able to save completely those who come to God through him, because
he always lives to intercede for them (Hebrews 7:24-25)

By calling this covenant "new," he has made the first one obsolete; and
what is obsolete and aging will soon disappear  (Hebrews 8:13).

Thus the priesthood of the Old Testament expired to make way for a new
priesthood.

The Sacrifice
In the old covenant animal sacrifices were an essential part of worship but
in the new covenant Jesus became the eternal sacrifice to atone for all sins.

Day after day every priest stands and performs his religious duties; again
and again he offers the same sacrifices, which can never take away sins.
But when this priest (Jesus) had offered for all time one sacrifice for sins,
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he sat down at the right hand of God ( Hebrews 10:11-12).

The blood of goats and bulls and the ashes of a heifer sprinkled on those
who are ceremonially unclean sanctify them so that they are outwardly clean.
How much more, then, will the blood of Christ, who through the eternal
Spirit offered himself unblemished to God, cleanse our consciences from
acts that lead to death, so that we may serve the living God!  (Hebrews
9:13-14).

These verses and many like them reflect a dramatic change in the concept
of sacrifice between the two covenants.  Where the sacrifices in the old
covenant demanded an animal, the new covenant writers present Jesus as
the ultimate sacrifice to atone for all sins and for all people and for all
times. Thus the sacrificial order of the Old Testament was expired to make
way for a new sacrificial order.

Present day refugee camp in
Bethlehem (2001).
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The Temple
Not only did the new covenant abolish the need for animal sacrifices and
cancel the Levitical priesthood, it also abolished the need for a central temple.
Instead of the temple in Jerusalem, the church of Jesus Christ, the redeemed
from all nations, became the temple of the Holy Spirit.

Notice how Jesus responds to his disciples' amazement at the grandeur of the
temple in Jerusalem:

Some of his disciples were remarking about how the temple was adorned
with beautiful stones and with gifts dedicated to God. But Jesus said, "As for
what you see here, the time will come when not one stone will be left on
another; every one of them will be thrown down"  (Luke 21:5-6).

Paul in the three following verses had this to say about the Temple:

Don't you know that you yourselves are God's temple and that God's Spirit
lives in you? If anyone destroys God's temple, God will destroy him; for
God's temple is sacred, and you are that temple.  (1 Corinthians 3:16-17).

Do you not know that your body is a temple of the Holy Spirit, who is in you,
whom you have received from God? You are not your own; you were bought
at a price. Therefore honor God with your body (1 Corinthians 6:19-20).

What agreement is there between the temple of God and idols? For we are
the temple of the living God. As God has said: "I will live with them and walk
among them, and I will be their God, and they will be my people"  (2
Corinthians 6:16).

The verses above have two messages; first, that God's grace on the temple in
Jerusalem was expired and the temple was condemned to destruction. That
temple had to be destroyed in order for a new temple to be established.  And
second, the new temple is now made up of the body of Jesus Christ, the
church.
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The Nation
According to the old covenant God chose a family: Abraham and his
descendants. From that family, God created nations and from these nations
God chose one to be a light to all the other nations. That nation, Israel, from
which came the prophets and the law, became known as God's chosen people.
With the death of Jesus Christ on the cross and the ushering in of the new
covenant, the gates of God's grace were open to the entire human race.
Jews and Gentiles now can have equal access to all the privileges and
responsibilities of being the people of God. Who are God's people according
to the new covenant? The following verses give the answer.

For he himself is our peace, who has made the two one and has destroyed the
barrier, the dividing wall of hostility, by abolishing in his flesh the law with
its commandments and regulations. His purpose was to create in himself one
new man out of the two, thus making peace, and in this one body to reconcile
both of them to God through the cross, by which he put to death their hostility.
He came and preached peace to you who were far away and peace to those
who were near. For through him we both have access to the Father by one
Spirit. Consequently, you are no longer foreigners and aliens, but fellow
citizens with God's people and members of God's household, built on the
foundation of the apostles and prophets, with Christ Jesus himself as the
chief cornerstone. In him the whole building is joined together and rises to
become a holy temple in the Lord. And in him you too are being built together
to become a dwelling in which God lives by his Spirit  (Ephesians 2:14-22).

In the text above the apostle Paul writes to Gentiles in Ephesus and explains
to them their new place in Christ in accordance with the new covenant.
Believing Gentiles and believing Jews make up one body, the body of Christ.
Paul repeats this same theme when he addresses Gentiles in the city of
Colossae; he writes:

Therefore, as God's chosen people, holy and dearly loved, clothe yourselves
with compassion, kindness, humility, gentleness and patience (Colossians
3:12).
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Peter addressed  Jews and Gentiles scattered throughout the Roman Empire
when he wrote:

But you are a chosen people, a royal priesthood, a holy nation, a people
belonging to God, that you may declare the praises of him who called you
out of darkness into his wonderful light. Once you were not a people, but
now you are the people of God; once you had not received mercy, but now
you have received mercy (1Peter 2:9-10).

It is obvious from the verses above that the concept of nationhood was
modified in the new covenant. Where in the old covenant God's people
where the Jewish nation, in the new covenant all who received the grace of
God through Jesus Christ became the people of God. John states this fact
clearly when he wrote:

He came to that which was his own, but his own did not receive him. Yet to
all who received him, to those who believed in his name, he gave the right
to become children of God, children born not of natural descent, nor of
human decision or a husband's will, but born of God (John 1:11-13).

Thus Israel's privilege as a chosen nation of God was annulled in order to
encompass all believers in Christ be they Jews or Gentiles.

The Land
Just as the old covenant concepts of priesthood, sacrifice, temple, and
nationhood were expired and modified in the new covenant, so also was
that of the land. In the old covenant the land was important to house God's
chosen people and to provide a place for a central temple where the
priesthood could function. But since the basic features of the covenant had
changed, there was no more need for a specific land territory to house the
new covenant. For this reason the concept of the Promised Land was
modified in the new covenant to become the kingdom of God.  When
contemporaries of Jesus asked him about the place of that kingdom, he
responded by saying, "the kingdom of God is within you." By placing the
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kingdom in the hearts of the faithful, Jesus globalizes the concept of the
kingdom of God. A kingdom that is present throughout the world need not
to be limited to a specific land territory.

Once, having been asked by the Pharisees when the kingdom of God would
come, Jesus replied, "The kingdom of God does not come with your careful
observation, nor will people say, 'Here it is,’ or 'There it is,’ because the
kingdom of God is within you" (Luke 17:20-21).

The Samaritan woman who met with Jesus at the well also had difficulties
with the concept of "sacred" territory. When she discovered that Jesus was
the Messiah, she immediately asked him a question that had puzzled Jews
and Samaritans for years: "Which is the right place? Which real estate does
God favor?" Examine her question:

"Sir," the woman said, "I can see that you are a prophet. Our fathers
worshiped on this mountain, but you Jews claim that the place where we
must worship is in Jerusalem"  (John 4:19-20).

The response of Jesus to this question is of utmost important to all who
continue to be confused about the issue of the land. First, Jesus did not tell
her that Jerusalem (where Jews worshiped) or Gerizim (where Samaritans
worshiped) is the right place of worship. Second, Jesus directed her attention
to a new era in God's dealing with humanity.  Notice: "Yet a time is coming
and has now come."  Jesus is referring here to the time when God is no
more concerned about land, territory or a centralized place of worship but
rather in the spiritual attitude of the worshiper. To emphasize the land is to
live in the old covenant. God's Holy Land is the human heart. For this reason
as we start reading the Gospels, we see no significance given to the land but
to the kingdom of God.

Jesus declared, "Believe me, woman, a time is coming when you will worship
the Father neither on this mountain nor in Jerusalem. You Samaritans
worship what you do not know; we worship what we do know, for salvation
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is from the Jews. Yet a time is coming and has now come when the true
worshipers will worship the Father in spirit and truth, for they are the kind
of worshipers the Father seeks" (John 4:21-23).

Another de-emphasis of Jesus on the issue of the land is seen in the dialogue
that took place between Jesus and his disciples just before the ascension of
Christ.

So when they met together, they asked him, "Lord, are you at this time going
to restore the kingdom to Israel?" He said to them: "It is not for you to
know the times or dates the Father has set by his own authority. But you
will receive power when the Holy Spirit comes on you; and you will be my
witnesses in Jerusalem, and in all Judea and Samaria, and to the ends of
the earth" (Acts 1:6-8).

The concern of the disciples was over a physical and territorial kingdom of
God on earth, with Jerusalem its capital and Christ its king. Jesus rejected
their proposal and directed their attention to the spreading of the kingdom
of God through the sharing of the Good News, starting from Jerusalem and
reaching to the utmost part of the world. Thus Jesus de-emphasized the
territorial or local land concept of the kingdom of God, and emphasized the
spiritual and global concept.

What does all of the above have to do with the current Arab-Israeli
conflict?

The Arab-Israeli conflict is mainly a conflict over land possession. Christians
who continue to confuse the concept of territory in the old and the new
covenants believe that even under the new covenant the land is significant
and the land belongs solely to the Jewish people. We have seen however
that in the new covenant even the concept of a promised land is expired to
give way to the new concept of the kingdom of God, which resides in every
believer's heart.
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HP_Administrator
No such thing

HP_Administrator
renewed

HP_Administrator
renewed

HP_Administrator
It belongs to Israel.   Judah belongs to the remant of Judah, and the rest of Israel belongs to the remnant of Israel who are believers in Yeshua to keep the terms of the covenant, terms which Palestinians refuse to honor by seeking the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.

HP_Administrator
renewed

HP_Administrator
A lie.  He is just ignoring what the prophets say.

HP_Administrator
No "kingdom of God" means "rule of God" as well as the land, so the concpet was not new.

HP_Administrator
But not in the heart of anti-Semitic terrorist supporting falsely named "Christians"
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IV.  Does God have a different plan for the Jewish people?
Some may argue that while the above argument is true for Gentile believers
it is not true for Jews. They may further argue that God has a special plan
for the Jews that is different from God's plan for the Gentiles. I do not
accept this argument for the following reasons:

1. God's plan in the new covenant included both Jews and
Gentiles. The plan provided salvation and blessing to both
Jews and Gentiles. In the New Covenant the two are
reconciled to make one. To promote an additional plan for
the Jews is to contradict Paul's statement:

You are all sons of God through faith in Christ Jesus, for all
of you who were baptized into Christ have clothed yourselves
with Christ. There is neither Jew nor Greek, slave nor free,
male nor female, for you are all one in Christ Jesus. If you
belong to Christ, then you are Abraham's seed, and heirs
according to the promise (Galatians 3:26-29).

2. There is no mention of a special plan for the Jews in the
New Testament that is separate from God's saving plan for
the Gentiles.  Those who advocate the concept of a special
plan for the Jews at the present time or in the future have to
depend on Old Testament references to justify their theory.
Paul's discussion in Romans chapters eleven and twelve
highlights the spiritual restoration of the Jewish people
through Jesus Christ, not a physical or territorial restoration.
Paul's argument is based on his strong belief that the
restoration of the Jewish people depends upon their
acceptance of Jesus Christ.

3.   To have a special plan for the Jewish people or for any
other people is to diminish the power and the effect of the
salvation that God has provided for all of us through the death

HP_Administrator
This actually contradicts Awad, because it says that believers in Messiah become part of Israel and inherit the land according to the Abrahamic promise.  This does not include the 99% of false Christians calling themselves "Palestinians" are arguing for their nationalism on Israel's land against the Jewish remnant.

HP_Administrator
Awad is right for once.  We are the house of Israel, and the same plan in the covenant is for us that is for the remnant of Judah.

HP_Administrator
Gentilies get the same plan by being grafed into Israel.
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of Jesus Christ on the cross. The best that God could provide
for the Jewish people has already been provided through Jesus
Christ.

Is God through with the Jewish people?

I say with the apostle Paul, "By no means!"

I ask then: Did God reject his people? By no means! I am an Israelite
myself, a descendant of Abraham, from the tribe of Benjamin. God did not
reject his people, whom he foreknew (Romans 11:1-2).

The gates of God's mercy are ever opened to both Jews and Gentiles. Paul
also highlights this theme when he wrote:

"The covenant was modified but God's passion to gather Jews and Gentiles
to his kingdom have not changed.  As far as the gospel is concerned, they
are enemies on your account; but as far as election is concerned, they are
loved on account of the patriarchs, for God's gifts and his call are
irrevocable. Just as you who were at one time disobedient to God have now
received mercy as a result of their disobedience, so they too have now become
disobedient in order that they too may now receive mercy as a result of
God's mercy to you. For God has bound all men over to disobedience so
that he may have mercy on them all" (Romans 11:28-32).

These promises are spiritual and have nothing to do with occupying a piece
of land or forcibly subjugating another nation through superior military
might, political maneuvering and economic manipulation. These promises
can be actualized by a humble return of the Jewish people to God, accepting
God's plan for their restoration and salvation. Misinterpretation of the
scriptures in order to give divine sanction to the Zionist occupation of
Palestine has contributed significantly to the turmoil in the Middle East and
global unrest.  It has brought much suffering, bloodshed and loss of life to
millions. This misinterpretation of scripture has caused much anguish and
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frustration to Arab Christians and is a stumbling block preventing Arabs
and Muslims throughout the world from responding to Christ and
understanding Christianity.

13. What can we do as Westerners to work for peace between
Palestinians and Israelis?

The Western world bears much of the responsibility for the plight of the
Palestinian people.  The horrible history of anti-Semitism, culminating in
the tragedy of the Holocaust, was the creation of the West.  By attempting
to solve the "Jewish question" by way of a state in Palestine, the West only
created yet another problem, the "Palestinian question."  Furthermore, Israel's
occupation of Palestinian land continues to find legitimacy in the Western
world, particularly in the United States.  This is a responsibility the West
carries, whether it wants it or not.  But rather than wallow in guilt or
helplessness, the West must look to the future with determination and find
ways to contribute to peace.  The following are general suggestions.

1) Educate yourself.  To a large extent the battle between the Israelis and
Palestinians is a battle of information as both sides attempt to win the support
of the international community.  The various players in the conflict have
vastly different understandings of the conflict's history, as well as of current
events.  It takes effort to wade through the mass of information, particularly
if you want to find a genuine Palestinian perspective.  The contacts listed in
Appendix IV of this essay are a start.

2) Educate others.  This can take many forms.  It is important to challenge
at every opportunity the one-sided story presented to people in the West,
particularly in the United States.  When one hears false stereotypes or myths
concerning the conflict or the people involved one should not let the comment
slide but instead confront it for what it is.  Education of children in the
context of family, church, and school is critical.  One may also take the
initiative to educate the public at large.  This may involve presentations at
church, writing letters to the editors of local or national newspapers, writing



90Through the Eyes of the Victims

to members of congress and other government leaders, or forming local
advocacy groups for cooperative efforts with other concerned individuals.

3) Work for change within the church.  The denominational structures of
the church are often underestimated in their power to effect broad global
issues.  Several denominations have already made strong statements of
support for the Palestinians.  But much more could be done.  The church
provides a ready-made institutional framework in which large numbers of
people can be educated and mobilized.  If this could be brought to bear
upon governments like that in the US, politicians may think twice before
giving virtual unconditional support to Israel.  Furthermore, much theological
work must be done that takes into account both the Palestinian and the
Jewish experience of the past hundred years.  Some theologians since the
Holocaust have put significant effort into rethinking the Christian theology
that contributed to the anti-Semitism that provided the backdrop for
Auschwitz.  This work must be continued, and anti-Semitism must be
removed from our churches.  At the same time, and with no less importance,
theology that marginalizes the Palestinian people and legitimizes their
suffering must be challenged.  As in the political realm, those who have
sought to correct Western wrongs against the Jewish people in the theological
realm have ended up wronging the Palestinian people, including Palestinian
Christians, in the process.  The church must find a way to theologically
conceptualize the history of the Palestinians and the Israelis without
marginalizing either of them.

4) Join those already working on Middle East issues.   Across Europe
and the Americas are many advocacy and human rights groups that are
working on Middle East Issues.  Contact some of them and find out how to
get involved in supporting their work.

5) Public protest.  One way of voicing concerns to the government while
simultaneously educating the public is to organize and/or participate in vigils,
marches, rallies, or other forms of public protest.  Organizing such events
takes work but can be very fruitful if planned well, and they succeed in
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getting attention.

6) Financial contributions.   Any financial contributions to Palestinians in
order to ease their economic and social difficulties must be done responsibly,
in a spirit of solidarity, and with the aim of doing justice, as opposed to
patronizing charity.  Keeping this in mind, there are ways to share one's
financial resources with the Palestinians.

7) Intercession.  Our faith in a loving, merciful and just God must motivate
us to intercede on behalf of all the peoples of Israel and Palestine until all
hostilities are terminated and peace is restored to the land.
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A land owner being shot while protesting the
confiscation of his land.  He holds the title to
his land in his hand.

HP_Administrator
Never happened.  That's why they have to paint pictures and have no legitimate records.
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NOTES

1 To give just one example of how this is impossible, let us take a look at
the histories of many Muslims who now live in Palestine. The ancestors of
some present day Muslims were Jewish at the time of Christ.  Many of
them became Christians after Christ proclaimed his Gospel and the Roman
Empire adopted Christianity as the state religion.  Finally, many of these
Christians converted to Islam when Muslims conquered the Holy Land
during the 7th century AD.  In effect, many Arab Muslims in Palestine may
have just as much if not more Jewish blood than the millions of Jews of
European descent, who mixed and intermarried with Gentile Europeans for
centuries.

2 Caliph Omar led the first Arab conquest of Palestine.  "Never in the sorry
story of conquest up to that day, and rarely since, were such noble and
generous sentiments displayed by a conqueror as those extended to Jerusalem
by Omar" (Report by Sir William Fitzgerald on the Local Administration
of Jerusalem.  Jerusalem: British Government Printer, 1945), p. 4.  When
the Arabs recaptured Jerusalem in 1187 under the command of Saladin, the
military leader echoed Omar's actions, showing reverence and compassion
for the city and all its Christian, Jewish and Muslim inhabitants.  Historian
Stanely Lane-Poole says of Saladin: "If the taking of Jerusalem were the
only fact known of Saladin, it were enough to prove him the most chivalrous
and great hearted conqueror of his, and perhaps any, age" (Lane-Poole,
Stanley.  Saladin and the Fall of the Kingdom of Jerusalem.  Beirut: Khayats,
1964), p. 234.  The purpose of commenting on the just treatment of Jews
under Arab rule here and elsewhere in this essay is not to suggest that
relations between the two communities were always completely smooth
and peaceful.  The point is that the Jews fared better under Arab rule than
under alternative rulers and that relations between the two peoples are
certainly not doomed to violence and strife.

3 In 1896 his definitive treatise, Der Judenstaat (The Jewish State), Herzl
integrated prevailing Zionist ideas and outlined a program of implementation.
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The following year Herzl convened the First Zionist Congress in Basel,
Switzerland.  The World Zionist Organization, which would henceforth
institutionalize Zionist diplomacy and operations, was born during the
Congress.  Keren Kayemeth founded another Zionist institution, the Jewish
National Fund, in 1901.  The JNF was founded in order to acquire land in
Palestine that would subsequently be exclusively Jewish (Walid Khalidi.
Before Their Diaspora.  Institute for Palestine Studies, 1991), p. 35.

4 The Zionist Program, adopted at the First Zionist Congress, read as follows:
"The aim of Zionism is to create for the Jewish people a home in Palestine
secured by public law. In order to attain this object the Congress adopts the
following means: 1) The systematic promotion of the settlement of Palestine
with Jewish agriculturalists, artisans, and craftsmen.  2) The organization
and federation of all Jewry by means of local and general institutions in
conformity with local laws.  3) The strengthening of Jewish sentiment and
national consciousness. 4) Preparatory steps for the procuring of such
government assets as are necessary for achieving the object of Zionism."
(Lapidoth, Ruth and Moshe Hirsh.  The Arab-Israeli Conflict and its
Resolution:  Selected Documents.  Dordrecht: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers,
1992), p. 1.

5 Herzl stated his intentions quite clearly when he said, "...both the
expropriation and the removal of the poor must be carried out discreetly and
circumspectly.... [by] spiriting the penniless population across the border by
procuring employment for it in the transit countries, while denying it any
employment in our own country." - Edward Said,  "Zionism from the
Standpoint of Its Victims," The Edward Said Reader (New York: Vintage
Books, 2000)

6 In the fight against the Ottoman Empire during World War I, the British
sought support from all quarters.  But in the process it made contradictory
commitments to the Arabs and the Zionists.  In addition to wanting victory
over the Ottomans, Britain wanted control of the Suez Canal.  The Zionists
won the public relations battle and assured Britain they would be a secure
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ally in guarding the canal.  Significantly, the people of Palestine were never
seriously consulted.  Instead, Britain negotiated in this period with the Sherif
of Mecca as Keeper of Islam's holy sites even though the Palestinians were
not under his political authority (The Question of Palestine.  New York:
United Nations, 1979), p. 4-5.

7 A Survey of Palestine.  Jerusalem:  British Government Printer, 1945-
1946.

8 The Question of Palestine.  New York: United Nations, 1979, p. 14-15.

9 In a speech to the World Zionist Organization in August, 1937 Ben-Gurion
announced that although "there could be no question... of giving up any
part of the Land of Israel, ... it was arguable that the ultimate goal would be
achieved most quickly by accepting the Peel proposals."

10 Charles D. Smith, Palestine and the Arab-Israeli Conflict (New York:
St. Martin's Press, 1988) p.120

11 George W. Ball and Douglas B. Ball, The Passionate Attachment (New
York, London: W.W. Norton & Company, 1992), p. 85

12 A Survey of Palestine.  Jerusalem:  British Government Printer, 1945-
1946.

13 In fact, a strategic plan called "Plan Dalet" apparently had been prepared
well in advance, and was put into action as soon as British control was
weak enough to ensure success.
The Jewish offensives were designed not only to secure control in the areas
allotted to the Jews, but also to extend into areas designated in the UN
partition plan as for the Arabs (The Question of Palestine.  New York: United
Nations, 1979), p. 20.

14 Sheila Cassidy, "Assault and Massacre," Remembering Deir Yassin:  The
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Future of Israel and Palestine ed. Daniel McGowan and Marc H. Ellis
(Brooklyn, New York: Olive Branch Press, 1998)

15 Much has been made of the "miraculous" victory of the Israelis in 1948
and of the mortal danger the young state found itself in against the Arab
armies.  In fact, there was nothing miraculous about it and the state of Israel
was not in danger of destruction.  The same could be said of all of the other
wars between Israel and the neighboring Arab states.  Under the British
Mandate the Jews were not only permitted to form governing bodies under
the Jewish Agency.  They were allowed to have arms and were actually trained
to use them in militias and police units organized by the British to quell the
Palestinian uprising.  They were also permitted to import the necessary
equipment to form their own weapons industry, which remains a centerpiece
of the Israeli economy to this day.  By 1946 the Haganah, the Jewish Agency's
army, numbered some 62,000 soldiers.  On March 25, 1946 the Head of
Command of the Jewish Resistance Movement wrote to the Anglo-American
Committee of Inquiry: "As far as the strength of the Arabs in Palestine are
concerned, we are in possession of well-founded information.  There is no
doubt that the Jewish force is far superior in organization, training, planning
and equipment, and that we ourselves will be able to handle any attack or
rebellion from the Arab side without calling for any assistance from the British
or the Americans.  If you accept the Zionist solution [partition and a Jewish
state in the greater part of Palestine] but are unable or unwilling to enforce it,
please do not interfere, and we ourselves will secure its implementation."
The political and military organization of the Jews allowed them to prepare
for the war to come.  Meanwhile, the Palestinian Arabs were not given these
privileges nor were they even allowed to have weapons.  In addition, the
armies of neighboring Arab countries had insufficient capabilities and their
leaders little political clout as they were also handicapped by colonial rule
(Walid Khalidi.  Before Their Diaspora.  Institute for Palestine Studies, 1991),
p. 306-313.

16 Andrew and Leslie Cockburn, Dangerous Liaison: The Inside Story of the
US-Israeli Covert Relationship  (New York: Harper Perennial, 1991), p.35.
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17 The 1967 war began when the Israeli air force flew into Egyptian airspace
and wiped out almost the entire Egyptian air force as the planes sat on their
airstrips in the Sinai. It is popular wisdom that the pre-emptive strike by the
Israelis was made because Egyptian President Nasser was ordering military
movements that suggested he intended to wipe out Israel.  But the fact is
that Israel was not forced to lash out at Egypt and could have avoided war
altogether, as revealed by three key Israeli generals and politicians.  Ezer
Weisman, commander of the air force and one who did much of the
operational planning for the war said in 1972 that there was no "threat of
destruction" in 1967.  Yitzhak Rabin, the Chief of Staff in the Israeli Defense
Forces in 1967, echoed these sentiments when he stated, "I do not believe
that Nasser wanted war.  The two divisions he sent into Sinai on May 14
would not have been enough to unleash an offensive against Israel.  He
knew it and we knew it" (Cockburn, Andrew and Leslie.  Dangerous Liaison:
The Inside Story of the US-Israeli Covert Relationship. New York: Harper
Perennial, 1991), p. 153-154.  Menachem Begin, then a minister in
government stated: "The Egyptian Army advances in the Sinai approaches
do not prove that Nasser was really about to attack us.  We must be honest
with ourselves.  We decided to attack him" (Palestinians: Life under
Occupation.  Nancy Murphy.  Brattleboro, VT: Brattleboro Printing, 1991),
p. 10.

18 The massive American airlift of equipment to Israel during the 1973 war
was the largest in history until the even larger 1990 Persian Gulf buildup.
Nevertheless, the impact of the airlift on the fighting itself was minimal.
Very little of the heavy equipment actually reached the battlefield before
the shooting stopped on October 24.  Says one Pentagon official: "Israel
didn't need the airlift of arms - it was a psychological and morale booster"
(Cockburn, Andrew and Leslie.  Dangerous Liaison: The Inside Story of
the US-Israeli Covert Relationship. New York: Harper Perennial, 1991), p.
174-175.  Israel did not need an emergency shipment of weapons because,
as in the past, the country's military was well-equipped and well-funded
due to long-standing policies of heavy arms trading, a strong military-
industrial complex, and support from abroad.
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19 On September 14, 1982 the centerpiece of Israeli political control over
Lebanon, Lebanese President Bashir Gemayel, was assassinated in a
bombing.  Their plans dashed, the Israelis decided to complete the job of
wiping out the Palestinian Liberation Organization from Lebanon
themselves. Two days later, the Israeli army general staff issued Order
Number 6 to Israeli soldiers in Beirut, which declared that "searching and
mopping up the camps [Sabra and Shatilla] will be done by the Phalangists
and the Lebanese army."  The Israeli-backed Christian Phalangists were
eager to avenge the killing of their leader Bashir Gemayel. Then Minister
of Defense Ariel Sharon met with the Phalangist leadership and granted
them the perfect opportunity to carry out their revenge.  From September
16 to 18 the Phalangist militia combed through the refugee camps brutally
killing all who came across their path.  Throughout the massacre, the Israel
troops surrounded the camps, turning back any of the refugees who tried to
escape.  The Israelis had every opportunity to observe the slaughter going
on inside the camps from their positions but they did not stop it.  The Israeli
soldiers even lit up the camps with flares for the Phalangists at night.  It is
estimated that the Phalangists killed between 800 and 2,000 people in Sabra
and Shatilla.  Shortly after the war in Lebanon an Israeli investigation of
the massacre, the Kahan Commission, found that Ariel Sharon bore "personal
responsibility," eventually forcing him to step down as Defense Minister
(Friedman, Thomas.  From Beirut to Jerusalem.  London: Harpers Collins,
1993) p. 156-166. Though significant, the Kahan commission exempted
the Israel army and its commanders from their direct responsibility for the
massacre and failed to investigate the political motives behind it.  Sharon
was soon reinstalled as Minister of Industry and Trade in the next Israeli
government.  Less than twenty years after the Kahan Commission Ariel
Sharon, who could be indicted for war crimes if held accountable, became
the Prime Minister of Israel.
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Muslim worshippers, restricted from worshipping at Al Aqsa Mosque in Jerusalem, gather
near a Palestinian checkpoint for prayers.
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Israeli checkpoints keep Palestinian
Muslims and Christians from
entering the holy sites of Jerusalem.



The Story of the Arab-Israeli Conflict
101

APPENDIX I

Glossary of Terms for the Arab-Israeli Conflict

The following list is not meant to be exhaustive, but meant to be sufficient
for a general understanding of the conflict.  It must be said that many of
these terms inevitably carry political connotations.  The reader may find
different definitions for the same words in sources that have a different
perspective on the conflict than the author.

Anti-Semitism: Hatred of Jews and/or other Semitic people. Although Arabs
are, ethnically speaking, Semites, the term “anti-Semitism” is rarely used
to refer to hostility toward Arabs.

Arab :  A person who speaks the Arabic language and identifies herself or
himself with the Arab culture.

Arab Christian:  An Arab who believes in Jesus as the Messiah.  Arab
Christians consider themselves descendants of the early church.  There are
approximately 25 million Arab Christians around the world, 15 million of
whom live in the Middle East and North Africa.  Of all the Arab countries,
Egypt has the largest Christian population while Lebanon has the highest
number of Christians as a percentage of its total population. In Palestine,
Arab Christians make up less than 2% of the population, a number between
180,000-200,000..

Arab Muslim:  An Arab who believes in Allah (God), that Muhammad was
God’s final prophet, and in the Qur’an as the God’s final revelation.  While
most Arabs are Muslim, only 20% of all Muslims are Arabs.

By-pass road:  Roads built in the West Bank and Gaza Strip by the Israeli
government intended to link Israeli colonies to each other and to Israel
Proper.  They are called by-pass roads because they by-pass Palestinian
communities.  These roads are under Israeli control and require the forceful
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takeover of Palestinian lands and properties by Israel and Israeli settlers for
the purpose of establishing Jewish neighborhoods and colonies in Israel,
the West Bank, the Gaza Strip and in East Jerusalem.  The words “seizure”
and “expropriation” are often used to express the same meaning.

Confiscation:  Any property or asset in the West Bank (including East
Jerusalem) and Gaza Strip that came under Israeli control after the 1967
War.  Israel continues to confiscate Palestinian land to this day.  The words
“seizure” and “expropriation” are sometimes used with the same meaning.

East Jerusalem:  According to the 1947 UN Partition Plan, the city of
Jerusalem is supposed to be an internationalized city under the UN’s
trusteeship.  But in 1948 Israel conquered the western half of Jerusalem
and it became a divided city.  Then, in 1967, during the Six-Day War, Israel
conquered and occupied the eastern half of the city.  On June 28, 1967
Israel unilaterally expanded the borders of East Jerusalem from 6.5 km2

(the boundaries as designated by Jordan) to 70.5 km2.  This area is sometime
called “Greater Jerusalem” and includes land from many West Bank villages
while avoiding populated Palestinian areas. Today when people speak of
East Jerusalem they sometimes mean that part of the city that was under
Jordanian jurisdiction (6.5 km2) and at other times they mean that part of
the expanded East Jerusalem (70.5 km2).

Gaza Strip:  The territory on the Mediterranean southwest of Israel Proper.
The Gaza Strip was defended by Egypt in the 1948 war and conquered by
the Israelis in the 1967 war.  It is home to approximately one million
Palestinians.

Green Line or 1949 Armistice Line:  The Green Line refers to the boundary
line between Israel Proper and the West Bank and Gaza Strip.  But its proper
name is the 1948 Armistice Line, agreed upon by the Arab countries and
Israel after the 1948 War and still recognized as Israel’s border by the
international community.

Hamas:  One of largest and most active Islamic resistance movements.
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Besides using radical means to fight the occupation for the liberation of
Palestine, Hamas is heavily engaged in humanitarian and educational
services to the poor of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip.

Intifada:  An Arabic word that literally means “to shake off.”  Used to express
the Palestinian revolt or rebellion against Israeli occupation.

Israel Proper: That territory defined by the borders of the Jewish state
after the 1948 war.

Israeli Palestinian: Palestinian Arabs who are citizens of Israel.  These
Arabs are those who were not forced out of Israel Proper and their
descendants who stayed in Israel Proper and retained Israeli citizenship.

Israeli/Jewish Colony: Israeli colonies, sometimes called Jewish colonies,
are Israeli built-up areas in the West Bank and Gaza Strip.  They are often
referred to as “settlements.”  However, the word “colony” more clearly
identifies that the Israelis living in the West Bank and Gaza are living on
someone else’s land.

Israeli:  A citizen of the State of Israel.

Jew:  A person born of a Jewish mother or who converted to the Jewish
faith.

Jihad:  An Arabic word that literally means “struggle.”  It is sometimes
interpreted “holy war”, but in fact it means any struggle against evil in
society or within the individual.  In Islam, the “inner Jihad”, the struggle
against ones own evil, is said to be the most important struggle.

Messianic Jew: A Jew who accepts Yeshua (Jesus) as their Messiah and
continues to observe Jewish customs and traditions.

Oslo Accords: Peace accords signed between Israel and the Palestinian
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Authority after secret negotiations in Oslo, Norway.  Oslo I was signed on
May 4, 1993 and returned Jericho and most of the Gaza Strip to the
Palestinians.  Oslo II was signed September 28, 1995 and divided the West
Bank into areas A, B, and C, with varying degrees of Palestinian control.
The accords have been central in defining the relationship between the
Palestinians and Israelis since their signing.

Palestine:  The Romans first applied the name Palestine to the area between
the Mediterranean Sea and the Jordan River.  Though the official borders
changed slightly from occupation to occupation, this sliver of land continued
to be called Palestine.  Today the word carries strong political connotations.
Generally Palestine refers to the 27,090 km2 political unit designated by the
British Mandate that took possession of the region from the Ottoman Empire
during the first World War.  In 1988, the Palestinian National Assembly
(Parliament in exile) adopted the two-state solution as a settlement of the
Palestinian-Israeli conflict with the purpose of establishing the State of
Palestine in the West Bank and Gaza Strip. Thereafter, “Palestine” started
to refer to the West Bank and Gaza.  But very few endorsed this definition.
With the advent of the Oslo agreements, the term “Palestinian Territories”
was added to the conflict’s lexicon. This term came to mean the areas in
which the Palestinian National Authority has jurisdiction; that is area A and
area B according to the Oslo Accords. In sum, “Mandate Palestine” refers
to the 27,090 km2 area, the “Palestinian State” refers to the West Bank and
Gaza areas as they were before the 1967 war, and the “Palestinian Territories”
refer to those areas over which the Palestinian National Authority exercises
some level of self-rule.

Palestinian Arab: An Arab native to Palestine or her/his descendants. This
includes Palestinians both inside and outside the Green Line.

Redeployment/Withdrawal:  Withdrawal refers to the pulling out of
military forces from portions of the West Bank and Gaza Strip.  The Israeli’s
prefer to call such action “redeployment” which implies that the troops
merely relocated their positions and may move back at any time, without a
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transfer of sovereignty

West Bank:  The territory west of the Jordan River, defended by Jordan in
the 1948 war and conquered by the Israelis in the 1967 war.  The West Bank
is home to about two million Palestinians.

Zionism:  The nationalistic philosophy that developed among the Jews in
Europe in the mid to late 19th century that aspires to create a homeland for
the Jewish people.

“Though, I cry, I’ve been wronged.  I get no response; though I call for help, there is no

justice.” Job 35:9

HP_Administrator
This is just taking God's name in vain.  Job was an innocent victim of unprovoked attack.  Not so the Palestinians.
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Palestinian cars, identified by different license plates,
are not allowed entry into Israel proper.  Palestinians
are  detained when caught trying to cross illegally.

HP_Administrator
Because they are a security risk.
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APPENDIX II

-Selections from International Law Relevant to the Arab-Israeli Conflict
-Universal Declaration of Human Rights of 1948

Article 17: No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his property.

UN General Assembly Resolution 194 of December 11, 1948
Paragraph 11: Resolves that the refugees wishing to return to their homes
and live at peace with their neighbors should be permitted to do so at the
earliest practicable date, and that compensation should be paid for the
property of those choosing not to return and for loss of or damage to property.

Fourth Geneva Convention Relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in
Time of War of 1949

Article 27: Protected persons... shall at all times be humanely treated, and
shall be protected especially against acts of violence.

Article 31:  No physical or moral coercion shall be exercised against
protected persons, in particular to obtain information from them or from
third parties.

Article 33: No protected person may be punished for an offence he or she
has not personally committed.  Collective penalties and likewise all means
of intimidation or of terrorism are prohibited.

Article 47: Protected persons who are in the occupied territory shall not be
deprived, in any case or in any manner whatsoever, of the benefits of the
present Convention by any change introduced, as the result of the occupation
of a territory, into the institutions or government of the said territory.

Article 49: Individual or mass forcible transfers, as well as deportations of
protected persons from occupied territory to the territory of the occupying

HP_Administrator
If it is lost due to aggression then one cannot appeal to this rule.
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Palestinians were unwilling to live at peace with Israel, so Israel has no obligation.
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This has to include Jewish refugees from Arab lands.
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Clearly they have to be neutral and not supporting the enemy.
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protected persons,
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Protected persons...
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This specifically condemns the Palestinian terrorism.
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Even defensive wars result in collective punishement, hence this provisio is null and void as a matter of logic.
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Israel should never submit to any rules not followed by its enemies.
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Protected persons
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Actual agressors or those who provide ideological support to the agressors actions are not protected persons.
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protected persons
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Never let your enemies write laws that favor their victory and your defeat.  Never agree without qualification.

HP_Administrator
Make No covenant of any type with enemies of Israel.



108Through the Eyes of the Victims

power or to that of any other country occupied or not, are prohibited,
regardless of their motive... The occupying power shall not deport or transfer
parts of its own civilian population into the territory it occupies.

Article 50: The Occupying Power shall, with the cooperation of the national
and local authorities, facilitate the proper working of all institutions devoted
to the care and education of children.

Article 53: Any destruction by the Occupying Power of real or personal
property belonging individually or collectively to private persons, to the
state, or to other public authorities, or to social or cooperative organizations,
is prohibited.

Article 56: To the fullest extent of the means available to it, the Occupying
Power has the duty of ensuring and maintaining... the medical and hospital
establishments and services, public health and hygiene in the occupied
territory... Medical personnel of all categories shall be allowed to carry out
their duties.

Article 58: The Occupying Power shall permit ministers of religion to give
spiritual assistance to the members of their religious communities.

Article 71: Accused persons who are prosecuted by the Occupying Power
shall be promptly informed in writing, in a language which they understand,
of the particulars of the charges preferred against them, and shall be brought
to trial as rapidly as possible.

Article 146: High Contracting Parties undertake to enact any legislation
necessary to provide effective penal sanctions for persons committing, or
ordering to be committed, any of the grave breaches of the present
Convention as defined in the following Article.

Article 147: Grave breaches... shall be those involving any of the following
acts, if committed against persons or property protected by the present

HP_Administrator
Active participants in a war, either by false religous or ideological support cannot be considred peace seeking civilians.
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This can only be agreed to as long as all parties involved are at peace with Israel.
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This does not apply to the West Bank or Gaza strip as no one else's sovereign territory is being occupied.
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Except when such persons are part of the enemy war effort.
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This applies only to parties at peace with Israel.
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But if religion is a cloak for the enemy then this does not apply.
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Only if this does not hinder the defense of Israel, and only as needed to establish the justness of the prosecution.
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Israel should withdraw from the convetion or oversight because of the prejudicial hostility of the other participants.
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Convention: willful killing, torture or inhuman treatment, including
biological experiments, willfully causing great suffering or serious injury
to body or health, unlawful deportation or transfer or unlawful confinement
of a protected person, compelling a protected person to serve in the forces
of a hostile power, or willfully depriving a protected person of the rights of
fair and regular trial prescribed in the present Convention, taking of hostages
and extensive destruction and appropriation of property, not justified by
military necessity and carried out unlawfully and wantonly.

Article 148: No High Contracting Party shall be allowed to absolve itself
or any other High Contracting Party of any liability incurred by itself or by
another High Contracting Party in respect of breaches referred to in the
preceding Article.

Both Israel and the US are High Contracting Parties to the Fourth Geneva
Convention.

Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949 'Protocol
1'
Article 79: Journalists engaged in dangerous professional missions in areas
of armed conflict shall be considered as civilians.

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights of 1966

Article 12: 1) Everyone lawfully within the territory of a State shall, within
that territory, have the right to liberty of movement and freedom to choose
his residence.  2) Everyone shall be free to leave any country, including his
own.

Article 19:  Everyone shall have the right to freedom of expression; this
rights shall include freedom to seek, receive and impart information and
ideas of all kinds, regardless of frontiers, either orally, in writing, or print,
in the form of art, or through any other media of his choice.



110Through the Eyes of the Victims

International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights of
1966

Article 1:  1) All peoples have the right of self-determination.  By virtue of
this right they freely determine their political status and freely pursue their
economic, social and cultural development.  2) All Peoples may, for their
own ends, freely dispose of their natural wealth and resources without
prejudice to any obligations arising out of international economic co-
operation, based on the principle of mutual benefit and international law. In
no case may a people be deprived of its own means of subsistence.

Article 6:  All State Parties to the present Convention recognize the right to
work, which includes the right of everyone to the opportunity to gain his
living by work which he freely chooses or accepts, and will take steps to
safeguard this right.

Article12:  The State Parties to the present Convention recognize the right
of everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of physical
and mental health.

Article 13: The State Parties to the present Convention recognize the right
of everyone to education.  They agree that education shall be directed to the
full development of the human personality and the sense of its dignity, and
shall strengthen the respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms.

UN Security Council Resolution 242 of November 22, 1967:

Emphasizing the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory by war and
the need to work for a just and lasting peace in which every state in the area
can live in security.

1.  Affirms that the fulfillment of Charter principles requires the establishment
of a just and lasting peace in the Middle East which should include the
application of both the following principles: (i) Withdraw of Israeli armed
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forces from the territories occupied in the recent conflict; (ii) Termination
of all claims or states of belligerency and respect for and acknowledgement
of the sovereignty, territorial integrity and political independence of every
State in the area and their right to live in peace within secure and recognized
boundaries free from threats or acts of force...

2. Affirms further the necessity... For achieving a just settlement of the refugee
problem.

UN Security Council Resolution 267 of July 3, 1969:

The Security Council... reaffirming the established principle that acquisition
of territory by military conquest is inadmissible... censures in the strongest
terms all measures taken to change the status of Jerusalem; confirms that all
legislative and administrative measures and actions taken by Israel which
purport to alter the status of Jerusalem, including expropriation of land and
properties thereon, are invalid and cannot change that status.

UN Security Council Resolution 338 of October 22, 1973:

2. Calls upon the parties concerned to start immediately after the cease-fire
the implementation of Security Council resolution 242 (1967) in all of its
parts;

3. Decides that, immediately and concurrently with the cease-fire,
negotiations shall start between the parties concerned under appropriate
auspices aimed at establishing a just and durable peace in the Middle East.

UN Security Council Resolution 465 of March 1, 1980:

Affirming once more that the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection
of Civilian Persons in Time of War, of 12 August 1949, is applicable to the
Arab territories occupied by Israel since 1967, including Jerusalem, Deploring
the decision of the Government of Israel officially to support Israeli
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settlements in Palestinian and other Arab territories occupied since 1967...
Taking into account the need to consider measures for the impartial
protection of private and public land property, and water resources, Bearing
in mind the specific status of Jerusalem and, in particular, the need to protect
and preserve the unique spiritual and religious dimension of the Holy Places
in the city, Drawing attention to the grave consequences, which the
settlements policy is bound to have on any attempt to reach a comprehensive,
just and lasting peace in the Middle East,

6. Strongly deplores the continuation and persistence of Israel in pursuing
those policies and practices and calls upon the Government and people of
Israel to rescind those measures, to dismantle the existing settlements and
in particular to cease, on an urgent basis, the establishment, construction
and planning of settlements in the Arab territories occupied since 1967,
including Jerusalem;

7. Calls upon all States not to provide Israel with any assistance to be used
specifically in connection with settlements in the occupied territories...

UN Security Council Resolution 681 of December 20, 1990:

Gravely concerned at the dangerous deterioration of the situation in all the
Palestinian territories occupied by Israel since 1967, including Jerusalem,
and at the violence and rising tension in Israel...

5. Calls on the High Contracting Parties to the Fourth Geneva Convention
of 1949 to insure respect by Israel, the occupying power, for its obligations
under the Fourth Geneva Convention...

HP_Administrator
The UN has ceased to obey its own charter principles concerning Israel and is now an illegal organization.
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Israel should withdraw from the UN.  Only God can secure the peace now.
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APPENDIX III

Bibliography for Further Reading

For Introduction:
Chacour, Elias.  Blood Brothers.  Tarrytown, NY: Chosen Books, 1984.

Flapan, Simha.  The Birth of Israel: Myths and Realities.  New York:
Pantheon Books, 1987.

Friedman, Thomas.  From Beirut to Jerusalem.  New York: Doubleday,
1990.

Holliday, Laurel.  Children of Israel, Children of Palestine: Our Own True
Stories.  New York: Pocket Books, 1998.

Khalidi, Walid.  Before Their Diaspora.  Washington, DC: The Institute for
Palestine Studies, 1991.

Murphy, Nancy.  Palestinians: Life Under Occupation.  Brattleboro, VT:
Brattleboro Printing, 1991.

Reuther, Rosemary Radford and Herman J.  The Wrath of Jonah: Crisis of
Religious Nationalism in the Israeli Palestinian Conflict.  New York: Harper
and Row, 1989.

United Nations.  The Question of Palestine.  New York, 1979.

For Further Reading:
Documents
Hirsh, Moshe and Ruth Lapidoth, ed.  The Arab-Israeli Conflict and its
Resolution: Selected Documents.  Dordrecht: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers,
1992.
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I have this book. Highly biased propaganda.
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The Founding of Israel
Flapan, Simha.  The Birth of Israel: Myths and Realities.  New York:
Pantheon Books, 1987.
Segev, Tom.  1949: The First Israelis.  New York: Free Press, 1986.

Israeli Politics/Society
Avnery, Uri.  My Friend, the Enemy.  Westport, CT: Lawrence Hill & Co.,
1986.

Beit-Hallahmi, Benjamin.  The Israeli Connection: Who Israel Arms and
Why. New York: Pantheon Books, 1987.

Segev, Tom.  The Seventh Million: Israel and the Holocaust.  New York:
Hill and Wang, 1993.

Ezrahi, Yaron.  Rubber Bullets: Power and Conscience in Modern Israel.
New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux, 1997.

A Palestinian couple  work on their tent after
the winter weather has wreaked havoc on it
(UNRWA 1951).
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The Israel-US relationship
Chomsky, Noam.  The Fateful Triangle: The United States, Israel and the
Palestinians.  Boston: South End Press, 1983.

Cockburn, Andrew and Leslie.  Dangerous Liaison: The Inside Story of the
US-Israeli Covert Relationship.  New York: Harper Perennial, 1991.

Green, Stephen.  Living by the Sword: America and Israel in the Middle
East 1968-87.  Brattleboro, VT: Amana Books, 1988.

Hersh, Seymour.  The Samson Option: Israel's Nuclear Arsenal and
American Foreign Policy.  New York: Summit Books, 1983.

Tivnan, Edward. The Lobby: Jewish Political Power and American Foreign
Policy. New York: Simon and Schuster, 1987.

Palestine and the Church
Ateek, Naim Stifan.  Justice and Only Justice: A Palestinian Theology of
Liberation.  Maryknoll, New York: Orbis Books, 1989.

Ateek, Naim S, Marc H. Ellis, Rosemary Radford Ruether, ed.  Faith and
the Intifada: Palestinian Christian Voices.  Maryknoll, New York: Orbis
Books, 1992.

Burge, Gary M.  Who are God's People in the Middle East?  Grand Rapids,
Michigan: Zondervan Publishing House, 1993.

Halsell, Grace.  Prophecy and Politics: Militant Evangelists On the Road
to Nuclear War.  Westport, CT: Lawrence Hill & Co., 1986.

The Palestinian Struggle
Ashrawi, Hanan.  This Side of Peace.  New York: Simon and Schuster, 1995.

Finkelstein, Norman G.  The Rise and Fall of Palestine: A Personal Account
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Totally leftist socialist American Jew.  The only thing good about him is his linguistic contributions.
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of the Intifada Years.  Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1996.

Said, Edward W.  The Politics of Dispossession: The Struggle for Palestinian
Self Determination 1969-1994.  New York: Pantheon Books, 1994.

Shehadeh, Raja.  Samed: A Journal of a West Bank Palestinian.  New York:
Adama Books, 1984.

The Refugees
Khalidi, Walid. All That Remains: The Palestinian Villages Occupied and
Depopulated by Israel in 1948.  Washington, DC: The Institute for Palestine
Studies, 1992.

Morris, Benny.  1948 and After: Israel and the Palestinians.  Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1994.
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APPENDIX IV
Resources for More Information
and Involvement
Alternative Information Center
www.alternativenews.org
aicmail@alt-info.org
Jerusalem and Bethlehem
Research, Advocacy

Applied Research Institute
www.arij.org
postmaster@arij.org
Bethlehem
Research, Environment

BADIL
www.badil.org
info@badil.org
Bethlehem
Refugees, Advocacy

Bethlehem Bible College and
The Shepard's Society
www.bethlehembiblecollege.edu
Bethbc@planet.edu
Bethlehem
Christian Education, Relief

B'tselem
www.btselem.org
mail@btselem.org
Jerusalem
Human Rights, Advocacy

The Center for Policy Analysis on
Palestine
www.palestinecenter.org
info@palestinecenter.org
Washington
Research, Public Policy

Christian Peacemaker Teams
www.prairienet.org/cpt
cpt@igc.org
Chicago
Nonviolent action, Advocacy, Delegations

Churches for Middle East Peace
www.cmep.org
cmepdc@aol.com
Washington
Advocacy, Ecumenical work, Public policy

Gush Shalom
www.gush-shalom.org
info@gush-shalom.org
Tel Aviv
Advocacy, Nonviolent action

Institute for Palestine Studies
www.ipsjps.org
ips@ipsjps.org
Washington
Research

LAW
www.lawsociety.org
law@lawsociety.org
Jerusalem
Human Rights; Environment

Palestinian Human Rights Monitoring Group
www.lebnet.com/phrmg
eid4hr@aquanet.co.il
Jerusalem
Human Rights

Peace Now
www.peacenow.org.il
peacenow@actcom.co.il
Jerusalem
Human Rights

Israel/Palestine Center for Research and
Information
www.ipcri.org
ipcri@ipcri.org
Jerusalem
Research

HP_Administrator
The volume of Palestinian Propganda is overwhealming, and often unwittingly presented by third parties.  Keep in mind that every statement these sources make could be a lie.
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Palestinian Academic Society for the
Studies of International Affairs
www.passia.org
passia@palnet.com
Jerusalem
Research

Not in My Name
www.nimn.org
info@notinmyname.org
Evanston, IL
Nonviolent Action, Advocacy

Jews United Against Zionism
www.netureikarta.org
rabbiweiss@netureikarta.org
New York, NY
Grassroots organizing, Public
Education

Jewish Unity for a Just Peace
www.junity.org
info@junity.org
Evanston, IL
Grassroots Organizing

Foundation for Middle East Peace
info@fmep.org
Washington, DC
Research, Public Policy

Union of Health Work Committees
www.gaza-health.org
Gaza City
Medical

Council for Palestinian Restitution and
Repatriation
www.rightofreturn.org/frames.html
info@rightofreturn.org
Washington, DC
Advocacy, refugees, relief

Holy Land Trust
www.holylandtrust.org
Palestine@holylandtrust.org
Bethlehem, Palestine
Education, Advocacy

INTERPAL
www.interpal.org
info@interpal.org
London
Relief, Development

The Palestine Children's Relief Fund
www.wolfnet.com/~pcrf
THEPCRF@AOL.COM
Relief among Palestinians
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