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All this is from God, who through Christ reconciled us to himself  
 and gave us the ministry of reconciliation;  
that is, in Christ God was reconciling the world to himself,  
 not counting their trespasses against them,  
 and entrusting to us the message of reconciliation.  
Therefore, we are ambassadors for Christ,  
 God making his appeal through us.  
We implore you on behalf of Christ, be reconciled to God.    
        2 Corinthians 5:18-20 

Document Summary 

At the last Provincial Synod of the Anglican Church of Southern Africa (September 
2019) a resolution was brought, and adopted unanimously, calling for an ACSA 
association with the Boycott Disinvestment and Sanctions (BDS) organisation, the 
Palestinian Kairos Document, SABEEL and the Ecumenical Accompaniment 
Programme in Palestine and Israel (EAPPI).  
What is the significance of this association and why should you be worried about it? 

The unanimous support for this resolution is a clear indication that the ACSA has 
forsaken its role as a reconciler, discarded the ministry of reconciliation, and chosen 
rather the route of demonising Israelis and promoting hatred of Israel among Anglicans 
in this province. Reaction from the Chief Rabbi  of South Africa and the Institute of 1

Race Relations  in the immediate aftermath of the news of the adoption of this 2

resolution underscores the negative impact this decision will have.  

The Full text of the Provincial Synod Resolution:  
   “Israel sanctions, anti-Semitism, Islamophobia” 
 
The full text of the resolution, which was adopted unanimously, follows: 
 
 This Synod noting that: 

1. This is the 10th year anniversary of the Palestine Kairos document, a document 
written by Palestinian Christians for our reflection and action 
(www.kairospalestine.ps); 

 https://www.sajr.co.za/news-and-articles/2019/10/10/chief-rabbi-slams-anglican-church-s-support-for-bds  1

  https://dailyfriend.co.za/news/does-the-anglican-church-really-support-bds-on-israel2

  Page  of 2 109

http://www.kairospalestine.ps
https://www.sajr.co.za/news-and-articles/2019/10/10/chief-rabbi-slams-anglican-church-s-support-for-bds
https://dailyfriend.co.za/news/does-the-anglican-church-really-support-bds-on-israel


Provincial Synod of the Anglican Church of Southern Africa  
Resolution: “Israel sanctions, anti-Semitism, Islamophobia” 
      A Response compiled by The Revd John Atkinson 
               
             

2. The South African government has withdrawn its ambassador from Tel Aviv; 

3.  It is reported that each year a few hundred Palestinian children are held in Israeli 
jails and there is evidence of human rights violation. 

4. Prime Minister Netanyahu has recently said that “Israel is not a state of all its 
citizens”, a statement which accurately reflects the nation-state law they adopted 
in 2018; 

5. There is considerable environmental damage through injustice in the access to and 
distribution of water, the uprooting of olive trees and home demolitions, which in 
turn has led to environmental displacement, adding to the already large number of 
refugees. 

Acknowledging that: 

 1. The situation in the Holy Land demands the attention of the Christian church 
precisely because that is the place where Jesus the Christ was born, nurtured, 
crucified and raised;  

2. The current political nation state of Israel and Israel in the Bible should not be 
confused with each other, and neither should the ideology of Zionism and the 
religion of Judaism be conflated;  

 3. Many Christian pilgrimages to the current state of Israel often ignore the 
Christians living in Palestine;  

4. Israel was one of the very few states that continued to support the Apartheid State 
in South Africa until the very end;  

5. There are possible similarities between Apartheid in South Africa and what is 
happening in Israel and Palestine and that in some respects the situation there can 
be described as worse than apartheid;  

6. Several NGO’s draw attention to the plight of those who suffer in Palestine and 
Israel, especially Kairos Southern Africa as well as the Ecumenical 
Accompaniment Programme in Palestine and Israel (EAPPI), for whose work we 
are grateful; 

7. Southern Africans have a special responsibility to stand by the oppressed in the 
same way that others in the international community stood with us during our 
own oppression.  

Affirming that 

1. Palestinians and Israelis both deserve to live in peace and harmony as this will 
contribute to peace not only in that region, but globally; 

2. Non-violent solutions underpinned by faith, hope and love, to the challenges 
there are the only solutions that the Church should actively pursue; 

3. Current efforts by the International community are not enough and new 
initiatives towards peace, justice and reconciliation should be pursued; 
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4. The presence of the Christian community in Palestine and Israel is something 
that we should strengthen; 

5. The military occupation of Palestine must end as soon as possible; 

6. All forms of anti-Semitism and Islamophobia should be condemned in the 
strongest terms; 

7. Jerusalem should be a place where all the nations are able to gather and it should 
not be for the exclusive use of one group over another. 

Resolves to: 

1. Encourage every Diocese within ACSA to pass this or a similar resolution at its 
next Synod and to work with the South African Council of Churches and its 
affiliates who have adopted resolutions on Palestine and Israel to seek ecumenical 
action towards maximum justice and peace for our sisters and brothers there; 

2. Educate and inform ourselves as much as possible on the daily reality of the 
situation and to encourage members of ACSA who travel in the Holy Land to 
choose an inclusive and balanced itinerary that includes establishing contact with 
Palestinian Christians; 

3. Support any non-violent action, especially well-directed Boycott, Divestment and 
Sanction actions against the Israeli state until they end their military occupation 
of Palestine. 

4. Pray the following prayer for Palestine: “God bless Palestine, Free all from 
oppression; and bring justice and peace. Amen.”; 

5. Respectfully request ACSA delegates to Lambeth 2020 to pass this resolution on 
to the Anglican Communion Office for possible consideration and inclusion in the 
Lambeth 2020 Agenda. 

6. To respectfully request ACSA to appoint a Palestinian Study Group to prepare and 
disseminate study material for use in parishes and dioceses and that will prepare 
a report on the progress of implementing this resolution at the next Provincial 
Synod; 

7. Pass this resolution on to the Ambassadors of Palestine and Israel who are based 
in Southern African countries as well as to the Palestinian church leaders, 
SABEEL and Kairos Palestine. 
 
Proposer: Bishop Luke Pato of Namibia 
Seconder: Bishop Charles May of the Highveld  
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Five Major Concerns 
Concern 1.  The Synod Process 

•     How is it possible that a resolution as controversial and poorly             
formulated as this is accepted unanimously by the Synod?  

•     Were the delegates fully informed?  
•     What expression was given to counter argument? 
• What steps did the Synod take to satisfy itself that the organisations 

recommended were truly representative of the broader Palestinian society? 

Concern 2. Tunnel Vision and the Syrian Elephant in the room 

•  How is it possible that the suffering of Palestinians  
 in the West Bank and Gaza completely eclipses the suffering of the   
 Christian community across the border in Syria? 

•  If the synod was so concerned about Palestinian suffering why did   
 they not mention the far more intense suffering and death of    
 Palestinians in the Syria conflict?   

•  Could it be that because they could not hold the Israelis responsible it was  
 not important enough to mention? 

Concern 3. The One-sided Perspective of the Resolution. 

• No mention is made of any Palestinian responsibility to seek a  
resolution to the impasse between them and the Israelis, despite the  
fact that the Palestinians have rejected every offer of settlement without 
offering any viable alternative,.  

•  No acknowledgement of failed Palestinian leadership and corruption.  
• Only Israel, not the Palestinians, is the cause of all suffering and is 

therefore Israel alone is held responsible for solving the situation.   

Concern 4.  Mixed Messages from Archbishop Thabo Makgoba 

•   Contradictions between statements and actions  
•   Condemning antisemitism on the one hand and aligning the ACSA with 

antisemitic organisations on the other is hypocritical.   
• Expressing concern about the rise of antisemitism but damaging relations 

with the Jewish community in South Africa by not engaging with them 
about this issue.  

  Concern 5.  Naivety or carelessness on the part of Synod delegates. 

• The resolution calls for the end to military occupation of the West Band 
(complete Israeli withdrawal took place in Gaza in August, 2005.) without 
any any idea of what would replace the vacuum created by this withdrawal. 
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• The resolution supports groups that demand what amounts to the 
dissolution of Israel and the creation of an uber Palestinian state in which 
Israeli Jews would be a minority in a muslim state. This is an impossible 
demand on a sovereign country and is therefore completely impractical.  
Why would the Provincial Synod support calls which lack any realistic 
chance of being implemented and serve only to fuel hatred of Israelis?    

The Resolution 

The resolution itself is based on such a biased view of the Palestinian/ Israeli 
conflict that it cannot claim to have any integrity at all. It is little wonder that the 
Chief Rabbi of South Africa condemned the resolution as “morally offensive, and 
based on a complete distortion of history”  

It is incredible that a Provincial Synod, the highest decision making body in the 
Anglican Church of Southern Africa, should give unanimous support to a 
resolution that is clearly tailor-made from a Palestinian perspective and 
completely negates any possibility that there may be an Israeli perspective that has 
any merit at all. No conflict is that neat and simple - there are always at least two 
narratives which need to be objectively judged. In this regard the Synod failed to 
faithfully exercise its mandate to carefully consider all sides of the issue before 
adopting a resolution. 

Among the many misleading aspects of this resolution are the following; 

1. Contradictions  
The stated aims of the the organisations recommended by the resolution 
contradict the affirmations in the resolution. How can the resolution 
recommend support for organisations that do not support the affirmations of 
the resolution unless the affirmations are insincere and mere window dressing 
for the resolution? I would suggest that this is the case in this particular 
resolution.  

2. Unqualified acceptance of a Liberation Theology perspective  
The Palestinian Kairos Document is accepted, without any qualification by the 
resolution, as the voice of Palestinian Christians. This is an exaggeration. Many 
Christians in the West Bank would not identify with a Liberationist Theology 
nor its abuse of the biblical text. The monopoly of Palestinian Christian opinion 
by the organisations mentioned in the document is a misrepresentation of the 
truth. (See the example of the Baptist Church in Bethlehem) 
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3. The Resolution gives five points that it notes. Not one of these notations 
reflects an acknowledgment of problems that reside in the Palestinian 
leadership and society. All the notations are focuses on issues outside of the 
Palestinian society which emphasises the narrative of victimhood and hides the 
very real problems of oppression and corruption that are so much a part of the 
Palestinian leadership. There is no acknowledgement of Muslim anti-Semitism 
and the suppression of dissent in any form.  

4. The Acknowledgements are no better. The Holy Land should be given special 
attention by Christians but the massacre of the Christian community less that 
100 kilometres away in Syria is completely ignored. This suggests that the 
suffering of the Palestinians is not the central issue for the authors of the 
resolution but rather it is their opportunity to demonise Israel and to promote 
a hatred of the Jewish state amongst less informed Anglicans. 

5. The wholesale supersessionism (replacement theology) of the resolution harks 
back to the  historic antisemitism of Europe. Jews were accused of being 
“Christ killers” and demonised and persecuted by Christians who believed that 
they had replaced Jews in God’s affection. Following this evil tradition the 
Israel of the Bible is divorced form Jews in the modern state of Israel by the 
resolution. The Chief Rabbi of South Africa, Dr Warren Goldstein responded to 
these statements as follows:  
 “This is beyond the pale. The audacity to make pronouncements on what   
 Judaism is and is not is beyond their right,” said the chief rabbi. “The modern 
 Zionist movement is a natural expression of the fact that, for 2 000 years, we  
 had a dream to return to the land of Israel. The connection to Israel and   
 Jerusalem is inseparable from Judaism. The Anglican Church has crossed  
 serious red lines with this.”  
The rabbi is correct. Denying Judaism identification with its forebears from 
biblical times is arrogance in the extreme. It is a denial of verifiable history and 
a distortion of the truth.  
Should we not expect greater integrity form a Provincial Synod? 

     END OF SUMMARY     
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A Response to the Provincial Synod Resolution 

All this is from God, who through Christ reconciled us to himself  
 and gave us the ministry of reconciliation;  
that is, in Christ God was reconciling the world to himself,  
 not counting their trespasses against them,  
 and entrusting to us the message of reconciliation.  
Therefore, we are ambassadors for Christ,  
 God making his appeal through us.  
We implore you on behalf of Christ, be reconciled to God.    
        2 Corinthians 5:18-20 

At the last Provincial Synod of the Anglican Church of Southern Africa (September 
2019) a resolution was brought, and adopted unanimously, calling for an ACSA 
association with the Boycott Disinvestment and Sanctions (BDS) organisation, the 
Palestinian Kairos Document, SABEEL and the Ecumenical Accompaniment 
Programme in Palestine and Israel (EAPPI).  
What is the significance of this association and why should you be worried about it? 

In this document I will attempt to lay out areas for concern about which every Anglican 
in Southern Africa should be informed. I will also provide some background information 
which is essential for understanding the agenda behind this resolution. There is nothing 
helpful or constructive in the resolution. It’s another poor attempt to hide anti-Jewish 
ideology behind the thin veil of anti-Zionism.’ 

Proportions: 
The Arab/Israel conflict is a conflict of staggering proportions.  

Proportion No: 1 The Land 
The State of Israel including the land areas of Gaza and the West Bank could almost fit 
into the Kruger National Park.   
 19,485 km²  Kruger National Park 
 22,072 km² Israel Total Area (Land 21,643 km² + Water 440 km²) 
    (Sea of Galilee: 164 km²; Dead Sea: 265 km² others 11 km²) 
 5,640 km²  West Bank, Land Area (a little smaller than Puerto Rico  
   (8,870 km²) and a little bigger than the Island of Bali (5,600 km²) 
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 360 km²  Gaza Strip, Area (about the same size as Mkuze Game Reserve   
   that forms part of the Greater St Lucia Wetland Park) 
 24.8 km²  East Jerusalem - (Belitto in KZN is 22.16 km²) 
Comparisons:  
 Lesotho   30,355  km² 
 Swaziland   17,363  km² 
 KaZulu Natal  94 361   km² (4.2 times bigger than Israel) 
Often the disputes are over areas are more appropriately measured in acres rather than 
kilometres. The argument over East Jerusalem is literally an argument over 
neighbourhoods not cities. 

Proportion 2.  Refugees and Aid.  
The significance of the amount of aid that the Palestinians have received should form 
part of our perspective.  After the Second World war Europe was rebuilt according to the 
provisions of the Marshall Plan. This plan provided the equivalent of $60 billion at 
today’s rate, which worked out to $272 per European in the main participating 
countries. By contrast, by the end of 2013, according to the World Bank, the Palestinians 
had received $4 billion since Oslo, which translates into $1,330 per Palestinian. In other 
words, the Palestinians have already received more than four times as much as the 
Europeans got from the Marshall Plan.  
The question that we should be asking is where has all the money gone? 

Perspective 3.   
An estimated 600 000 Syrians have been killed in the civil war which has been raging in 
that country since April 2011 when the Syrian Army was deployed to quell the uprising. 
No doubt the number of fatalities will increase dramatically before the conflict finally 
plays itself out. On this devastating war, and the suffering of Syrian Christians in 
particular, the Church response has remained muted.  The resolution is silent - surely 
this is a case of a disproportionate response.    

Perspective 4. Land for Peace?  
Since Israel withdrew from the Gaza Strip in 2005, militants in the Gaza Strip and 
Hezbollah in Lebanon fired over 20,000 rockets at Israeli civilians since the Israeli 
withdrawal from Gaza. The Israeli position in the conflict must be understood against 
this existential threat. If withdrawal from Gaza has meant ongoing conflict why should 
withdrawal from the West Bank mean peace?  
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Taking Sides   
Should the Church take sides in the Israeli / Palestinian conflict? In taking sides we run 
the risk of becoming part of the problem rather than part of the answer. We also run the 
risk of alienating ourselves from any meaningful engagement with the side we abandon. 
This is why the approach espoused by the BDS and Kairos of Boycott, Sanctions and 
Disinvestment is so problematic.  

From a psychological perspective the environment that is most conducive to change is 
one in which the parties do not feel threatened. Threat produces resistance to change 
and the reinforcement of existing positions. In the present Israel/Palestinian context 
what is needed is not the entrenchment of given positions and disagreements but an 
engagement which creates an environment for dialogue and adaption. What has been 
missing from the peace process so far is an ability to compromise. Taking the Israeli or 
Palestinian side does not produce this environment on the contrary it entrenches the 
parties in their particular standpoints.    

Taking sides does not help the Palestinians because it sends a message to the Palestinian 
political leaders that if they hold out a bit longer they will get an even better deal. If the 
movement to isolate Israel grows they will be in a stronger position at the negotiating 
table. This is the strategy that has made the negotiations so protracted and has often 
caused the failure of significant offers - as in the case of Yasser Arafat and Ehud Barak in 
the Camp David meetings. The Palestinians will not benefit from their canonisation by 
the Church as it is more likely to strengthen Israeli resistance.          

The Church should be aware that, from an Israeli point of view we are not seen as 
neutral. Israelis are aware of the the long history of Christian persecution of Jews and 
the failure of the Church during the Nazi holocaust. Why should they trust us to be 
honest brokers in the current situation? Why should they interpret the Church’s siding 
with the BDS as anything more that the familiar gospel of contempt and the church 
practice of Jewish persecution? 

It is not true to say that everyone who is anti-Israel is an antisemite; however, it is true 
that all antisemites will be anti-Israel. The Church needs to be very careful that it is not 
climbing into bed with people with whom we have little in common and whose views on 
human rights we would find abhorrent. Given the Church’s lamentable history in terms 
of antisemitism our leaders need to be very weary of encouraging church members to 
associate themselves with anti-Israel activists many of whom do not recognise the rights 
of women or the freedoms we have fought so hard to achieve. 
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For the reasons given above I urge Church leaders to work for peace and reconciliation 
in the Israeli / Palestinian context not by increasing the conflict but by engagement with 
both sides. Encourage those who are able to relate to both sides and work for peace. 
Pray regularly for both sides and resist the temptation to demonise one side of this 
conflict no matter which that side may be.  
Resist attempts to indoctrinate students in programmes like the so-called “Israel 
Apartheid Week” to hate Israelis.  
Resist the Islamic narrative of the negation of Israeli rights and the identity of the 
Jewish State. Israel is a reality that is here to stay and should enjoy the right to existence 
that any other sovereign nation enjoys. Calling Israel an illegitimate state is the 
language of genocide and it attempts to negate the human rights of 9.9 million Israeli 
Jews, Muslims and Christians all of whom enjoy a freedom unparalleled in the Middle 
East.   
The Church must surely disassociate itself from this kind of language and the 
movements that propagate it if it going to play a meaningful role in reconciliation.      
To quote the apostle Paul,  
 If it is possible, as far as it depends on you, live at peace with everyone.  

Jewish Israelis – along with many other non-Jewish Israelis such as Druze, Bahai, 
Bedouin, Christians and Muslims, live in one of the most culturally diversified societies 
and the only true democracy in the Middle East. Like South Africa, Israeli society is far 
from perfect, but let us deal honestly. By any yardstick you choose – educational 
opportunity, economic development, women and gay's rights, freedom of speech and 
assembly, legislative representation – Israel's minorities fare far better than any other 
country in the Middle East. 



Provincial Synod of the Anglican Church of Southern Africa 2019. 
Resolution: “Israel sanctions, anti-Semitism, Islamophobia”  
      A Response compiled by The Revd John Atkinson 
         

Concern 1. The Synod Process 
The fact that the resolution was adopted unanimously is particularly worrying because it 
suggests that the delegates were either uninformed, confused, neglectful in their duties 
as synod delegates or so prejudiced that they would only appreciate one side of the 
argument.  
There is probably no regional conflict in the last century that can rival the Israeli/
Palestinian for emotional investment and polarity. Very few people can speak about 
Israel or Palestine without being led away from the practicalities of finding peace and 
justice by their emotions. For Christians this is a particularly important challenge 
because it threatens not only the effectiveness of our involvement as peacemakers and 
reconcilers but it threatens our own unity as the Body of Christ.   
There is no doubt that Palestinians suffer because of the historic situation in which they 
find themselves. Often the pawns of Arab Nationalist interests, the Palestinians have 
been abandoned by their Arab neighbours both economically and politically over the 
years.  As long as the conflict between Israel and the Palestinians remains unresolved 
the Palestinians will continue to bear the major brunt of the conflict.  
This is a situation for which both the Israeli and Palestinian leadership should be held 
accountable. Neither side has the monopoly on this failure of leadership and political 
will. Consequently they must both share blame for the failure to reach resolution and 
they both owe it to their constituencies to make a just peace. 

For a body such as the Provincial Synod not to record one dissenting vote, or even one 
abstention, suggests that the process was flawed by an inadequate appreciation of the 
complexity of the situation. Where was the voice of the Israeli population in the Synod 
debate? Who spoke on behalf of the dissenting opinion? It seems no-one. 
In its headlong rush to gain approval of a particular faction (in this case the pro 
Palestinian and anti-Israeli groups) the Synod has aligned itself with many facist and 
antisemitic voices around the world. It is little wonder that the chief rabbi of South 
Africa, Dr Warren Goldstein, condemned the resolution as “morally offensive, and 
based on a complete distortion of history”.  3

 https://www.sajr.co.za/news-and-articles/2019/10/10/chief-rabbi-slams-anglican-church-s-support-for-bds   3

It should be noted that the Chief Rabbi holds a PhD. in Human Rights Law.
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Concern 2. Tunnel Vision and the Syrian Elephant in the room 
As I write this response to the Synod resolution the war in Syria continues unabated. 
Turkey has just invaded northern Syria with a muted response from the rest of the world. 
America has removed itself from the conflict and from any right to influence the post war 
scenario and simultaneously handed the region to Russian and Iranian domination.  
To date, approximately 600 000 people have died in the Syrian conflict. A Christian 
community that has been in Syria for almost 2000 years, more than half a millennium 
longer than Islam, has been decimated.  

 The persecution and murder of thousands of Christians who once made up 10% of 
Syria’s population continues. According to reports from the Christian charity The 
Barnabas Fund the targeting of Christian communities began with the rise of 
Islamist militant groups, and especially the emergence of Islamic State (IS) in 2014. 
This led to a violent wave of anti-Christian persecution. Believers have been 
kidnapped and murdered, especially church ministers. Half the population is 
displaced and nearly five million people have fled the country, including at least half 
a million Christians, but most Western governments continue to discriminate against 
Syrian Christian refugees, despite the European Parliament passing a resolution in 
2016 which recognised the systematic killing of Christians and other minorities by IS 
as genocide.   4

 According to many reports the worst massacre of Christians during the Syria war was 
between 21 and 28 October 2013. During the Battle of Sadad, rebels reportedly 
committed a massacre. The bodies of 46 civilians, including 15 women, were 
discovered in Sadad after the rebels pulled back. The opposition activist group the 
SOHR called it a massacre. 30 of the dead were reportedly found in two mass graves. 
Another 10 civilians remained missing.   5

Archbishop Selwanos Boutros Alnemeh, Syriac Orthodox Metropolitan of Homs and 
Hama reported: 
 What happened in Sadad is the most serious and biggest massacre of Christians in 

Syria in the past two years and a half… 45 innocent civilians were martyred for no 
reason, and among them several women and children, many thrown into mass 
graves. Other civilians were threatened and terrorized. 30 were wounded and 10 are 
still missing. For one week, 1,500 families were held as hostages and human shields. 
Among them children, the elderly, the young, men and women…. All the houses of 
Sadad were robbed and property looted. The churches are damaged and desecrated, 
deprived of old books and precious furniture… What happened in Sadad is the largest 

 https://barnabasfund.org/en/projects/syria4

 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_massacres_during_the_Syrian_Civil_War 5
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massacre of Christians in Syria and the second in the Middle East, after the one in the 
Church of Our Lady of Salvation in Iraq, in 2010.  6

The above mentioned massacre happened in 2013. This means that the Provincial Synod 
(which meets every three years) has had at least two opportunities to speak out against the 
atrocities perpetrated against Christian minorities in the Middle East.  
This it has failed to do - any reasonable person would have to ask, why not?  
The Holy Land where Jesus was “born, nurtured, crucified and raised” is located mostly in 
the Muslim dominated areas. The Archbishop of Canterbury, Most Rev. Justin Welby 
expressed said in 2018, “Christians Face Imminent Extinction” not by the hands of Israelis 
but by Arab Muslims. 
Writing at the time in the Telegraph, the Pope revealed that;  

“Christians face daily the threat of violence, murder, intimidation, prejudice and 
poverty. …..Many have left. Hundreds of thousands have been forced from their 
homes. Many have been killed, enslaved and persecuted or forcibly converted. Even 
those who remain ask the question, ‘Why stay? “…Across the region, Christian 
communities that were the foundation of the universal Church now face the threat 
of imminent extinction.” 

In the words of Archbishop Thabo Makgoba; 
“The people of Syria are living a nightmare of death, injury, illegal detention, rape, 
torture and displacement. Schools and hospitals have been targeted, children as 
young as eight have been used as human shields, and one in every three Syrian 
children has been injured or shot at. The conflict has already spilled over into 
neighbouring states, and poses a substantial threat to regional stability with 
ramifications that could last for decades. Yet while efforts to bring a halt to the 
conflict appear stalled, the humanitarian response to mitigate this crisis remains 
dramatically insufficient and under resourced.”  7

Laudable as the Archbishop’s sentiments may be, I cannot find a single reference to a 
Provincial Synod resolution expressing solidarity with, or containing a call to action for the 
persecuted Christians in Syria. It seems that as a denomination we actually care less about 
our brothers and sisters in Christ than we do about their persecutors. 
The persecution of Christians has continued unabated as the most recent reports 
demonstrate.  

Faruk Firat- (Editor Christian Affairs the Levant and the Middle East) -OCP 
News Service – 10/10/2019 

 https://www.indcatholicnews.com/news/235326

 Tuesday, 26 March 2013 Joint Letter of Appeal to BRICS Leaders on Syria.  7
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Istanbul- Turkey: As part of creating ‘Safe Zone’ the Turkish Army has 
bombed Christian Defense Group MFS in Northern Syria (Ter Cihan, Qabre, 
Hewore, etc.) and Christian Quarter Bashiria in al-Qamishli. Reports state 
that many are dead and several others are injured. 
The Syrian Christians founded their own defense group in Syria to protect 
themselves from various terrorist groups. They fought together with the 
Kurds against ISIS terrorists. These Christian groups have just been 
bombarded by the Turkish Military as part of their invasion in Northern 
Syria.  

What about the Palestinians in Syria? 
According to a Al Jazeera report;  
 "Palestinians are among those worst affected by the [Syrian] conflict," said UNRWA 

spokesperson Chris Gunness, explaining that 95 percent of 438,000 Palestinians in the 
war-torn country are "in critical need of sustained humanitarian assistance". 

 "The war in Syria has devastated lives with incalculable cruelty. In this situation, 
many of the services UNRWA provides are often literally life-saving," Gunness told Al 
Jazeera, referring to UNRWA's makeshift clinics, emergency assistance and teaching 
staff that educates 45,000 students a day. 

 Nearly 58 percent of Palestinians in Syria are internally displaced, with upwards of 
56,600 trapped in hard-to-reach or inaccessible parts of the war-ravaged country, he 
added. 

One would expect the UNRWA spokesman to exaggerate the needs of his constituency but 
even with this consideration in mind the plight of Palestinians in Syria is surely far worse 
than anything in Gaza or the West Bank.  
 
  
 Why would a Provincial Synod that claims to be concerned about the plight  
 of Palestinians forget to mention these Palestinian victims of Syrian cruelty?  
 Could it be because, in this instance, they cannot blame the Israelis?  
  
 The silence on the plight of Christians, particularly those in communities    
 dominated by Islam, is hard to fathom. Why would the Palestinian cause  
 be given preference to the exclusion of the thousands of Christians who are  
 murdered around the world every year?  8

 Over 245 million Christians living in places where they experience high levels of persecution 8

  4,305 Christians killed for their faith November 1, 2017- October 31, 2018 
  1,847 churches and other Christian buildings attacked. https://www.opendoorsusa.org/christian-persecution/ 

https://www.opendoorsusa.org/christian-persecution/
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Concern 3. The One-sided Perspective of the Resolution. 
• Why does the resolution present only one side as the sole perpetrator and the other 

side as the sole victim? No population, Palestinian nor Israeli, is that consistent. 
• Why is the responsibility for a just solution an Israeli responsibility with no call to 

Palestinians to co-operate with peace initiatives? 
• The church did not consult with any official organisation representing the majority 

of the Jewish community to test BDS’s claims. Why? 

The answer to these questions becomes apparent when noting the organisations that are 
mentioned in the resolution and with whom Anglicans in Southern Africa are being 
called to associate. 

The resolution mentions the following organisations: 
1.  Boycott Disinvestment and Sanctions (BDS) organisation,  
2.  The Palestinian Kairos Document,  
3.  SABEEL  
4.  The Ecumenical Accompaniment Programme in Palestine and Israel (EAPPI).  

From the same source. 
A closer look at these organisations is essential if you are to understand what is behind this 
resolution. Each of these organisations describe themselves in their literature and on their 
websites in terms that they believe are acceptable to the general public. However the 
utterances of their leaders in public statements tells a very different story - the real 
attitudes behind the public persona of their organisations. 

What unites all of these organisations is a strong anti-Israel bias. With the exception of the 
BDS the organisations all rely on a Liberation Theology paradigm to interpret and respond 
to the Palestinian situation. This involves taking Scripture out of context and 
reinterpreting it in order to use it as a justification for their position.  

Clearly, BDS has access to and sway over the church on a subject that at the very least is 
both fraught and contentious. The church did not consult with any official organisation 
representing the majority of the Jewish community to test BDS’s claims.  9

Examples of this kind of distortion of Scripture in Appendix 4. The Creative Exegesis of 
Palestine Liberation Theology on page 73  to this document. 

  Sara Gon is the head of strategic engagement at the Institute of Race Relations.  9

https://dailyfriend.co.za/news/does-the-anglican-church-really-support-bds-on-israel
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1. Boycott Disinvestment and Sanctions (BDS) organisation 
 BDS is not so much an organisation so much as a network of anti-Israel activists.  
 A leader of the BDS movement, Mazin Qumsiyeh, said that, rhetoric ‘is key to framing 

the conflict, … regardless of the truth behind the terms, what matters is how we invoke a 
response and convey our message.’ In other words when dealing with emotion and 
suffering, rhetoric becomes more important than fact.’ 

 BDS supporters on campus often behave like fascists by trampling on the freedom of 
those who do not agree with them. If you have attended any BDS sponsored “Israel 
Apartheid Week” on our university campuses you will have observed this at first hand.  

 The Boycott Divest and Sanction movement on university campuses in the past few 
years has tried to silence any voice but their own. From confrontations with lecturers, 
to vandalising advertisements of their opponents, to publication of a Nazi cartoons, 
to disruptions of speeches and demands for Zionists to get off campus, to demands for 
a new Intifada, to intimidation of Jewish students, to defacing pro-Israel posters, to 
seeking disqualification of pro-Israel students from student government, and so on. 

 The tactic amounts to the complete dehumanisation of Jewish students, and BDS gets 
support from some influential faculty members in such endeavours. 

 Prof. Norman Finkelstein, an outspoken critic of Israeli policy who lost his tenured 
position at DePaul University because of his views, has recently criticised the BDS 
approach. In an interview (Haaretz, April 5, 2012) on the occasion of the publication of 
his book Knowing Too Much: Why the American Jewish Romance with Israel Is 
Coming to an End, he stated: 
 "I've written a little book on Gandhi, and one of the significant insights of his is that 

it's important not only for your tactics to be perceived as moral, the public also has to 
see your goal as moral. And the problem with BDS is the ambiguity of the goal.  
Their official position is: 'We take no position on [the legitimacy of] Israel.' While 
BDS is a legitimate tactic to force Israel to accept the two-state solution, it has to have 
a just goal, which means it has to include recognition of Israel as a state. I received 
mostly hostile reactions from the BDS activists, and that's OK - I am not out there to 
please."  

Dr. Harold Brackman of the Simon Wiesenthal Center, a human rights 
organizationdedicated to confronting anti-Semitism, said the BDS movement,  

“...presents itself as a pro-peace initiative but in reality is a thinly-veiled, anti-Israel 
and anti-Semitic ‘poison pill,’ whose goal is the demonization, de-legitimization, and 
ultimate demise of the Jewish State. Taking a page from the late twentieth century 
worldwide campaign against the South African Apartheid regime, BDS casts a 
global anti-Israel net on campuses, among unions, entertainers, and Churches.” 

 In an interview, Omar Barghouti, a top B.D.S. spokesman, called the Israeli laws 
racist and exclusionary. A democratic state could still provide asylum for Jewish 
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refugees, showing “some sensitivity to the Jewish experience,” he said, “but it cannot 
be a racist law that says only Jews benefit.” Asked if that means Jews cannot have 
their own state, he said, “Not in Palestine.”  10

 By “Palestine,” Barghouti means all of Israel, not just the West Bank. Barghouti wrote 
back in December 2003 that his goal is a one-state solution, which he defines earlier 
in the same article as a unitary state in which “by definition, Jews will be a 
minority.”  11

 The two-state solution supported by the Palestinians speaks about a Palestinian state 
in the pre-1967 territories and a non-ethnic state called Israel that is not the nation-
state of the Jewish people (which does not exist, since, in their narrative, Judaism 
refers only to a religion and not to a people with their own nation).  

 Consistent with the views expressed above are the comments of BDS leaders. 

Ahmad Moor, a prominent BDS activist, admitted:  
“OK, fine. So BDS does mean the end of the Jewish state … BDS is not another 
step on the way to the final showdown; BDS is The Final Showdown.” 

As’ad Abu Khalil:  
“Justice and freedom for the Palestinians are incompatible with the existence of 
the State of Israel.” 

 “The real aim of BDS is to bring down the state of Israel….That should be stated 
as an unambiguous goal. There should not be any equivocation on the subject. 
Justice and freedom for the Palestinians are incompatible with the existence of 
the state of Israel.” 

Critics rightly say that the B.D.S. is actually counterproductive to resolving the 
conflict for the following reasons: 

 -  Because it rejects Israel’s right to exist in spite of settled international law;  

 -  Because it encourages Palestinians to insist on the right of return for all   
 refugees, which Israel is unlikely to ever accept in negotiations;  

 -  Because it pressures only one side to make concessions;  

 -  Because it discourages bridge-building efforts between Israelis and Palestinians  
 on the grounds that they “normalise” Israel.  

  https://www.nytimes.com/2019/07/27/world/middleeast/bds-israel-boycott-antisemitic.html 10

  Roger Cohen, “The B.D.S. Threat,” New York Times, 10 February 2013,  11

http://www.nytimes.com/2014/02/11/opinion/cohen-the-bds-threat.html?_r=0 
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 - Because its rejection of the Jewish state distracts from debate over how to end  
 the conflict and plays into the hands of right-wing Israeli opponents of a   
 Palestinian state.  12

 The South African leader of BDS  Mohammed Desai has direct links to the Popular 
Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP) which is a terrorist organisation 
designated as such by the US, Japan, Canada, Australia, and the EU. They actually 
pioneered aircraft-hijackings in the ’60s and ’70s, and do not recognize the State of 
Israel, opposing even negotiations with the Israeli government,. They favour a one-
state (i.e. no Jewish state) solution. 

 There are also serious questions about BDS South Africa funding. In 2017, the BDS 
board applied for donations and sent funding requests to multiple organisations 
including, for example, the Raith Foundation and the Karibu Foundation of Norway. 
According to information presented to potential donors by the board, BDS SA 
monthly expenses are R174 000, with total annual expenses of R2.08M. Despite this, 
their monthly income stands at a minimum of R95 000. BDS SA’s funding sources 
can be broken down into: an investment company established by BDS worth R7M 
which pays out R49K a month to the organisation, local fundraising which receives 
around R50 000 a month, merchandise sales that bring in about R5 000 a month and 
the occasional private donor. This translates to BDS SA expending twice their 
monthly budget every month, with no indication as to where the money is coming 
from.  

Canada’s Prime Minister Justin Trudeau has blasted the Boycott, Divestment and 
Sanctions (BDS) movement as anti-Semitic and contrary to “Canadian values,” and 
accused it of intimidating Jewish students on university campuses.  

 “It’s not right to discriminate or to make someone feel unsafe on campus 
because of their religion, and unfortunately the BDS movement is often linked 
to those kinds of frames.”  

Trudeau said that targeting the State of Israel was a form of anti-Semitism, quoting 
former Canadian justice minister Irwin Cotler’s characterisation as “the three D’s: 
demonization of Israel, a double standard around Israel and a delegitimisation of the 
State of Israel.”  13

 Among many examples for the sake of brevity I have chosen only a few that 
underscore the fact that many BDS supporters do not limit themselves to peaceful 
and non-violent action. 

  Ibid.12

   13
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• On Sunday, July 13, 2014 a Paris crowd of anti-Israel protesters surrounded and 
attacked a Synagogue full of worshippers, throwing rocks and attacking the 
building. The BDS banner, including the libel that Israel is an Apartheid State, was 
carried front and centre at the protest leading to the attack on the Synagogue. For 
all intents and purposes, on this occasion anti-Semitism, anti-Zionism and BDS 
merged in an exposure of the attitudes of adherents of this movement. 

• On Friday October 24, 2014 Dozens of anti-Israel activists raided a South African 
store (Woolworths) which sells products made in the Jewish State, massively 
damaging the premises. At the end of the riot, Pretoria police arrested 21 teens 
between the ages of 16 and 18. The store targeted in this boycott effort was in an 
industrial park named after Sammy Marks, a famous South African Jewish 
financier. The chain of stores has long been a target for boycott advocates, who in 
the past placed a decapitated pig's head at the entrance to a branch which sells 
kosher meat. 

• On Monday September 9, 2019 A group of BDS activists violently assaulted visitors 
at the Israeli Seret International film festival on Sunday in Berlin, causing injuries 
and disrupting a podium discussion, according to German police. The Green Party 
politician, Volker Beck, wrote on Twitter “When BDS violently attacks everything 
that is Israeli, it is time the rule of law shows where the borders are. That’s not 
criticism, that’s violence.” Beck urged Berlin’s police to take a more aggressive 
posture against BDS.  14

 A draft report from the United Nations Special Rapporteur on freedom of religion or 
belief to the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights entitled 
“Combatting Antisemitism to Eliminate Discrimination and Intolerance Based on 
Religion or Belief,” noted that regarding the BDS, while “legitimate speech” should 
be protected, “expression which draws upon antisemitic tropes or stereotypes, 
rejects the right of Israel to exist, or advocates discrimination against Jewish 
individuals because of their religion should be condemned.”  15

Promoting the BDS is illegal in France and Spain and earlier this year, the German 
Bundestag passed a motion defining the movement as antisemitic. 

On July 23, 2019, the U.S. House of Representatives overwhelmingly passed (with 398 in 
favour, 17 opposed) a bipartisan Resolution, "Opposing efforts to delegitimize the State of 
Israel and the Global Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions Movement targeting Israel.” 

 https://www.jpost.com/Diaspora/Violent-BDS-activists-assault-Israeli-film-festival-attendees-in-Berlin-60106514

 https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Religion/A_74_47921ADV.pdf15

  Page  of 20 109

https://www.jpost.com/Diaspora/Violent-BDS-activists-assault-Israeli-film-festival-attendees-in-Berlin-601065
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Religion/A_74_47921ADV.pdf


Provincial Synod of the Anglican Church of Southern Africa  
Resolution: “Israel sanctions, anti-Semitism, Islamophobia” 
      A Response compiled by The Revd John Atkinson 
               
             
As the Chief rabbi has pointed out, “BDS had been declared anti-Semitic by the United 
Nations (UN) and therefore the resolution’s support for BDS was anti-Semitic in terms of 
international law.” 

  

If major governments, and even the notoriously anti-Israel United Nations, have 
reservations about the BDS, we have to ask whether the Anglican Church in Southern 
Africa has become so morally bankrupt that it needs to associate itself with such 
people to have legitimacy. 
BDS’s raison d’être is not the end of the occupation of the West Bank; it is the 
dissolution of the Jewish state.  
Does the ACSA Provincial Synod support the same goal?  

BDS doesn’t seek a negotiated settlement over the Occupation as it states that only 
Israel has anything to give. This is wrong both in fact and in respect  
of the very notion of negotiations.  
Does the ACSA Provincial Synod support the same antisemitic agenda? 

                
2. The Palestinian Kairos document 
 Perhaps the Christian Palestinian movement found its ultimate expression in the Kairos 

Palestine Document. Published in 2009 and subtitled “A moment of truth: A word of 
faith, hope and love from the heart of Palestinian suffering,” the paper was a rehash of 
the 1967 Arab-Christian memorandum and based on the South African Kairos 
Document of 1985. 

 Notably, the Palestinian Kairos document  purports to speak on behalf of Christian 16

and Muslim Palestinians, who apparently share a “deeply rooted” history and a “natural 
right” to the land.  
In contrast, according to their view, Israel is an alien entity, and only exists because of 
Western guilt over the Holocaust. Not surprisingly, the document makes no mention of 
Muslim involvement in the Holocaust, Palestinian Muslim persecution of Christian 
Palestinians nor does it comment on the decades of Jewish immigration before Hitler’s 

  https://www.oikoumene.org/en/resources/documents/other-ecumenical-bodies/kairos-palestine-document16

https://www.oikoumene.org/en/resources/documents/other-ecumenical-bodies/kairos-palestine-document
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genocide and fails to mention the 856 000 Jewish refugees expelled from Arab Lands 
after the declaration of the State of Israel in 1948. 

  
The statistics of this mass displacement Jews from Arab countries, 1948-2005: 
Years footnoted  as follows: ; : : ; ; .17 18 19 20 21 22

 The Holocaust aside, the State of Israel is associated with the words “evil” and “sin” in 
the Kairos document. The extra-judicial executions of Palestinians in the streets of Gaza 
and the corruption of the Palestinian leadership is sanctioned by silence.  According to 
the text, the “occupation” is an affront to both humanity and the divine, and “distorts 
the image of God in the Israeli who has become an occupier.” The historical reason for 
the occupation is ignored. 

1948 17 1958 18 1968 19 1976 20 2001 21 2005 22

Aden 8,000 800 0 0 0 0

Algeria 140,000 130,000 3,000 1,000 0 0

Egypt 75,000 40,000 2,500 400 100 100

Iraq 135,000 6,000 2,500 350 100 6046

Lebanon 5,000 6,000 3,000 400 100 ~5047

Libya 38,000 3,750 500 40 0 0

Morocco 265,000 200,000 50,000 18,000 5,700 3,500

Syria 30,000 5,000 4,000 4,500 100 100

Tunisia 105,000 80,000 10,000 7,000 1,500 1,100

Yemen 55,000 3,500 500 500 200 200

TOTAL 856,000 475,000 76,000 32,190 7,800 5,110

  Data was derived from multiple sources, including: Trends and Characteristics of International Migration since 1950 17

 – Refugee Movements and Population Transfers” United Nations Department for Economic and Social Affairs: 
 Demographic Study No. 64 ST/ESA/Ser. A/64, 1978; Roumani, Maurice. The Jews from Arab Countries: A 

Neglected Issue. WOJAC, 1983. p.2; --- The Jewish Case Before The Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry, 1946.

 American Jewish Yearbook (AJY) v.58 American Jewish Committee.18

 AJY v.68; AJY v.7119

 AJY v.7820

 AJY v.10121

 AJY v.10522
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  The document criticises Christian Zionism as being “far from Christian teachings” and 

praises the first intifada, referring to it as a “peaceful struggle.” It should be noted that 
this “peaceful struggle” caused the deaths of Israelis and many more Palestinians. 

 The first intifada (1987 - 1993) was not peaceful, it was violent from the start. During 
the first four years of the uprising, more than 3,600 Molotov cocktail attacks, 100 hand 
grenade attacks and 600 assaults with guns or explosives were reported by the Israel 
Defence Forces. The violence was directed at soldiers and civilians alike. During this 
period, 16 Israeli civilians and 11 soldiers were killed by Palestinians in the territories; 
more than 1,400 Israeli civilians and 1,700 Israeli soldiers were injured. Approximately 
1,100 Palestinians were killed in clashes with Israeli troops.  23

 At the same time Jews were not the only victims of Palestinian violence. In fact, as the 
intifada waned around the time of the Gulf War in 1991, the number of Arabs killed for 
political and other reasons by Palestinian death squads exceeded the number killed in 
clashes with Israeli troops.  24

 PLO Chairman Yasir Arafat defended the killing of Arabs deemed to be “collaborating 
with Israel.” He delegated the authority to carry out executions to the intifada 
leadership. After the murders, the local PLO death squad sent the file on the case to the 
PLO. “We have studied the files of those who were executed, and found that only two of 
the 118 who were executed were innocent,” Arafat said. The innocent victims were 
declared "martyrs of the Palestinian revolution" by the PLO.  

         (AlMussawar, January 19, 1990). 
Terrorism, while not sanctioned, is excused on the grounds that Israel is ultimately 
responsible for Palestinian acts of violence against Jewish civilians.  

  No surprisingly, given its origins, the document calls for economic sanctions against 
Israel: “Palestinian civil organizations, as well as international organizations, NGOs 
and certain religious institutions call on individuals, companies and states to engage 
in divestment and in an economic and commercial boycott of everything produced by 
the occupation.” 

 This, according to the writers of the text, is an example of non-violent protest, despite 
the fact that there is nothing particularly praiseworthy about ruining Jewish businesses 
and putting Palestinians out of work.  

 Is Christian Zionism as being “far from Christian teachings” as the document suggest? 
 What is meant by Zionism and particularly Christian Zionism?  

From a Jewish perspective the longing of the Jewish people for their return to their own 

 https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/first-intifada23

  Lockman, Zachary; Beinin, Joel, eds. (1989). Intifada: The Palestinian Uprising Against Israeli Occupation. 24

Cambridge, MA: South End Press.

https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/first-intifada
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land of Eretz Israel and their love of the land and the city of Jerusalem - is indeed part 
and parcel of Biblical history and experience of the Jewish people.  

 "The Lord has chosen Zion ... " (Psalm 132:13)  
"The Lord loves the gates of Zion more than all the dwellings of Jacob." (Psalm 87:2). 
The word "Zion" (referring to the land of Israel, Jerusalem, or the people of Israel) 
occurs 161 times in the Bible. So at very least the identification with the land and a 
desire to return to it by Jewish people has a biblical basis.   

 The term Zionism has been used and abused by particularly by the supersessionists.  
If by the term Zionist you mean: 

1.  Standing with the Jewish people, as critical friends, after almost 2,000 years of 
Christian Anti-Semitism (some of it within the Anglican Church). 

2. Combating Anti-Semitism, including the unconscious variety which causes some 
people, in the name of justice, to be unjust in their criticism of Israel. 

3.  Thanking God that after all their suffering as the most persecuted people on the 
earth, culminating in the Holocaust, He has provided a safe homeland for the 
Jewish people. 

4.  Rejoicing in God's faithfulness to the Jewish people, preserving them as a people 
for His glory. 

5.  Believing the Church has not replaced the Jewish people in God’s economy. 
6.  Believing God still has a purpose for the Jewish People. 
7.  Taking a critical approach to the many criticisms of Israel, to ascertain whether 

they are true or false and defending Israel, where appropriate. 
8. Condemning Palestinian terrorism. 

Then I am pleased to be called a Zionist. 
  
However, if by Zionism you mean: 

1) Ignoring the plight and rights of Palestinians and Israeli Arabs. 
2) Believing the Palestinians and Israeli Arabs have no right to be in the Holy Land. 
2) Believing Israel is above criticism and can do no wrong. 
3) Ignoring the genuine examples of breaches of human rights and military over-

reactions by Israel. 
4) Ignoring the Biblical ethical demands, in terms of Israel's treatment of non-Jews, 

in that the Torah (Jewish Law) commands Jewish People to treat non-Jews as well 
as they treat fellow Jews. 

Then I definitely am not what you call Zionist.  
 Shortly before his death, Dr. King had the moral courage to confront the burgeoning 

Jew hatred of both extreme leftwing Black organisations, including the Black Panthers 
and the radicalised Student Non-violent Coordinating Committee, as well as the Black 
Muslims. For example, during a 1968 appearance at Harvard University, he stated 
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bluntly:  "When people criticise Zionists, they mean Jews,  
  You are talking anti-Semitism.” . 25

               

3. SABEEL  Sabeel, Ecumenical Liberation Theology Center 
One of the most vocal Christian Palestinianists is Naim Ateek, who was born in Beth 
She’an in what is now northern Israel.  He was ordained as a priest in the Anglican 
Church in 1967 and was (until recently) a cleric in St. George’s Anglican Cathedral, 
Jerusalem.   
In 1989, Ateek published Justice and Only Justice: A Palestinian Theology of 
Liberation, which drew much of its strength from South American liberation theology. 
Five years later, Ateek founded an organisation called Sabeel – the Palestinian 
Ecumenical Liberation Theology Center. 
Sabeel promotes what is known as Liberation Theology. Liberation theology is a method 
of defining Christian faith in the political context of political dissatisfaction, in a 
partisan spirit committed to action. It is not distinctive for wishing to apply Christian 
faith to social action - most forms of theology do this - but its use of a Marxist analysis of 
society and its ills is unique. Whereas Islamism takes the establishment of an “Islamic 
order” as its principal objective from which social justice and the advancement of the 
deprived may follow, the liberation theology considers the “liberation of the poor” as its 
point of departure; the Gospel is then reread and reinterpreted to achieve this 
fundamental goal. 

A previous archbishop of Cape Town, Bill Burnett, commented on the reductionism of 
Liberation Theology in response to the 1985 publication of the South African Kairos 
Document during the final years of the struggle against apartheid: 

If our social and political programmes fulfilled all righteousness so that they must 
be binding on us as holy and efficacious for all Christians, we would not need Jesus. 
The fact is, of course, that there is none righteous, no not one, for no man living is 
righteous before God, as King David knew and wrote for our instruction.  26

Bill Burnett was annunciating what many have said since. Liberation Theology does not go 
far enough. It concerns itself with the transformation of the structural elements of society 
without giving enough weight to the need for repentance and spiritual rebirth of the 
individual, both rich and poor. In seeking to be more it has become less. In focusing on 

  From "The Socialism of Fools: The Left, the Jews and Israel" by Seymour Martin Lipset; in Encounter magazine, 25

December 1969, p. 24.

  Burnett, B. B. 1997. The Rock that is Higher than I: The Autobiography of The Right Reverend Bill Bendyshe 26

Burnett. Grahamstown: Sheila Burnett. p 184. 
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human oppression it neglects divine requirement. The issues liberationists highlight are 
important but these issues are incomplete in terms of the biblical view of the Kingdom.  

Professor Richard Hays makes as similar point: 
One potential danger in the use of liberation as a focal image, however, is that it can 
easily be understood in a purely immanent sense as a political term, thus losing 
touch with the New Testament's emphasis on the power of God as the sole ground of 
hope and freedom. When this happens, the New Testament's ‘eschatological 
reservation’ (the ‘not yet’ of salvation) may slip from view, so that the delicate 
balance of the eschatological dialectic is lost. For the New Testament writers who 
use the term, liberation is not a political program that human beings can 
implement; rather, it is the promised eschatological action of God.  27

Professor John Levenson rightly points out: 
 The importance of liberation theology in recent decades has forced us to spend 
much of our time providing a negative answer: the exodus* as described in the 
biblical text is not an instance of liberation in the sense of a social revolution in 
pursuit of equality and solidarity, whatever one may wish to speculate about the 
Moses of history — and all reconstructions of the exodus are exceedingly speculative 
— the Moses of the text is not appropriately compared to Lenin and others in the 
Marxist revolutionary tradition. But this does not mean that the exodus is not about 
liberation. The liberation of which the exodus is the paradigmatic instance is a 
liberation from degrading bondage for the endless service of the God who 
remembers his Covenant*, redeems from exile and oppression, and gives 
commandments through which the chosen community is sanctified. Whether the life 
of obedience in Torah in which the exodus eventuates is genuine liberation is a 
question that goes beyond the scope of our inquiry. If the past is a sound guide to the 
future, there will continue to be Jews who, in word and deed, answer the question 
emphatically in the affirmative.  28

Contrast the above comments with Naim Ateek’s teaching from a liberationist perspective. 

  Hays, R. B. 1996. The Moral Vision of the New Testament: A Contemporary Introduction to New Testament Ethics. 27

Harpur: San Francisco. p 203.

 Levenson, J. D. 1993. The Hebrew Bible, The Old Testament and Historical Criticism: Jews and Christians in   28

Biblical Studies. Louisville Kentucky: John Knox Press. p 131. 
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Ateek, who believes the Torah is a “Zionist text,” uses the account of King Ahab and 
Naboth in 1 Kings 21 to underpin his replacement theology.  Ateek teaches how Israel’s 29

King Ahab and his queen Jezebel murdered Naboth for his land and how the Lord sent 
Elijah the prophet to them to pronounce judgment on them. Their eventual death provided 
the divine justice Naboth deserved. 
Ateek’s interpretation of 1 Kings 21 portrays King Ahab as the modern State of Israel, 
murdering Naboth and stealing Palestinian land. The Palestinians, of course, are cast as 
Naboth. According to Ateek, the day is coming when God will judge and punish Israel. The 
original context of the story, in which all the players were Jewish, is completely ignored.  

The version of liberation theology espoused by Ateek is that of Jesus as “a Palestinian 
living under an occupation.” In his 2001 Easter message, Ateek spoke of Jesus as “the 
powerless Palestinian humiliated at a checkpoint” and he used anti-Semitic language to 
evoke the image of Jews as Christ-killers: 

“In this season of Lent, it seems to many of us that Jesus is on the cross again with 
thousands of crucified Palestinians around him. It only takes people of insight to see 
the hundreds of thousands of crosses throughout the land, Palestinian men, women, 
and children being crucified. Palestine has become one huge Golgotha. The Israeli 
government crucifixion system is operating daily.” 

This statement is most disturbing because it resurrects the notion of Jews as accursed 
“Christ-killers” who deserve permanent exile. As with all antisemitic ideas, Christian 
Palestinianism is about resentment. It is a projection of a sense of inferiority onto an 
external scapegoat –the Jews. 
Egyptian Jewish writer Bat Ye’or believes that the concept of Jesus the Palestinian is 
symbolic of a growing religious trend – Palestinian replacement theology and the gradual 
Islamisation of Christianity. Christian Palestinianists, according to Ye’or interpret the 
Bible from an Islamic point of view and “do not admit to any historical or theological link 
between the biblical Israel, the Jewish people and the modern State of Israel.” 
Professor Amy-Jill Levine writes; 

  Replacement Theology also know as Supersessionism refers to various forms of the teaching that the Christian 29

Church is the fulfilment of Old Testament Judaism and has therefore superseded Israel as the ultimate object of 
God’s redemptive plan. An extreme form of this teaching is often referred to as ‘Replacement Theology.’ The word 
‘supersessionism’ comes from the Latin super (’on,’ ‘upon,’ or ‘above’) and sedere (’to sit’), as when one person sits 
on another person's chair, thereby displacing the other person. Christian theological supersessionism – as espoused, 
for example, by Augustine (5th century) and Martin Luther (16th century) – makes the claim that, following the 
resurrection of Jesus Christ, Christians replaced Jews in God's love and favour and in the divine plan of salvation. 
According to the supersessionism view, God repudiated the Jewish people for their rejection of Christ. As a result, 
God's Covenantal relationship with Israel was abrogated, to be taken up by the Church; and the Mosaic Law (Torah) 
was annulled, to be replaced by the law of Christ. Christians inherited all the promises of God to Israel in the Bible; 
Jews retained all the Bible's prophetic criticism and condemnation.  
See: Soulen, R. K. 1996. The God of Israel and Christian Theology.  Minneapolis: Fortress. pp 1–21. 
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Another case of divorcing Jesus from Judaism arises in the case of liberation theology
—that form of religious thought proclaiming that God has a "preferential option for 
the poor" and seeking to put biblical pronouncement in service to political and 
economic ends: Jesus is the pedagogue of the oppressed, the redeemer of the 
underclass, the hero of the masses. 
The problem is not the use of Jesus for political ends; the biblical material has always 
been (and should continue to be) used to promote a more just society. The problem is 
that the language of liberation all too often veers off into anti-Jewish rants. Jesus 
becomes the Palestinian martyr crucified once again by the Jews; he is the one killed 
by the "patriarchal god of Judaism"; he breaks down the barriers that "Judaism" 
erects between Jew and gentile, rich and poor, male and female, slave and free, and so 
he can liberate all today. The intent is well meaning, but the history is dreadful, and 
the impression given of Judaism is obscene.  
The poison is there in the founding documents of liberation theology. One of the fathers 
of the movement, Gustavo Gutiérrez, states in A Theology of Liberation (1973), an 
Orbis Books publication, that the "infidelities of the Jewish people made the Old 
Covenant invalid." Leonardo Boff writes in Passions of Christ, Passions of the World 
(1987), another Orbis publication: "In the world as Jesus found it, human beings 
were ... under the yoke of absolutization of religion, of tradition, and of the law. 
Religion was no longer the way in which human beings expressed their own openness 
to God. It had crystallized and stagnated in a world of its own, a world of rites and 
sacrifice. Pharisees had a morbid conception of their God."  
… These anti-Jewish obscenities are still produced by those who know better. The 
presses that publish such materials—the World Council of Churches press in Geneva; 
Fortress Press, which is connected to the Evangelical Lutheran Church of America; the 
Catholic (Maryknoll) Orbis Books and so on—are all affiliated with groups that have 
splendid statements on Jewish-Christian relations. But the evil of anti-Jewish biblical 
and theological interpretation is so pernicious, so omnipresent, that it affects even 
those who seek its eradication. Just as racism and sexism and the host of other human 
sins affect us all, so too anti-Judaism is promoted even by the best of institutions, the 
most progressive of theologians, and the most sensitive of those who work for justice 
and peace.  30

Sabeel also supports a “one state solution, two nations and three religions,” meaning that 
it advocates the dismantling of Israel as a Jewish state. “Indeed,” claims its publication 

  https://www.christiancentury.org/article/2006-12/misusing-jesus 30

 Amy-Jill Levine is University Professor of New Testament and Jewish Studies and Mary Jane Werthan   
 Professor of Jewish Studies at Vanderbilt (Divinity and A&S); she is also Affiliated Professor, Woolf Institute:  
 Centre for Jewish-Christian Relations, Cambridge.  
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Cornerstone, “the ideal and best solution has always been to envisage ultimately a bi-
national state in Palestine-Israel where people are free and equal…” 
While Sabeel masks itself as a pro-peace Christian group invested in the Palestinian cause, 
its publications, conferences, and group web site are actually platforms for espousing 
extremist anti-Israel views and the delegitimisation of the Jewish State - a state that was 
created by a resolution of the United Nations. In fact Israel is the only state created in the 
last century whose legitimacy was recognised by both the League of Nations and the 
United Nations. The League of Nations Mandate did not create the rights of the Jewish 
people to a national home in Palestine, but rather recognised a pre-existing right - for the 
links of the Jewish people to their historic land were well-known and accepted by world 
leaders in the previous century.  

Why would the Synod uncritically consider the analysis of the situation  
from a Liberation Theology perspective alone?  
Surely it is irresponsible to ignore other perspectives when deciding on such a 
controversial resolution? 

4.   The Ecumenical Accompaniment Programme in Palestine and Israel   
 (EAPPI). 
 Founded in 2002, Ecumenical Accompaniment Programme in Palestine and Israel 

(EAPPI) is the Geneva-based World Council of Churches’ (WCC) “flagship project” on 
the Arab-Israeli conflict. Despite marketing itself as a human rights and protection 
program, EAPPI places significant emphasis on political advocacy before, during, and 
after the trip. The EAPPI is blatantly pro-Palestinian and holds the Jewish state solely 
responsible for resolving the situation in the West Bank.  

 EAPPI sends volunteers to the West Bank to “witness life under occupation.” Upon 
completion of the program, the volunteers return to their home countries and churches 
where many engage in anti-Israel advocacy, including advocating for BDS campaigns in 
churches, comparing Israel to apartheid South Africa and Nazi Germany, and other 
delegitimisation strategies. 
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Perhaps the intellectual rigour that one expects from an Anglican Provincial 
Synod is absent in this case because the support for BDS and the related 
organisations is more a reflection of Anglicanism’s supersessionism 
(Replacement Theology) than its commitment to intellectual integrity. 

Supersessionism is the belief that Christianity is the fulfilment of Biblical 
Judaism and therefore Jews who deny that Jesus is the Jewish Messiah fall 
short of their calling as God's chosen people. 
Its more radical form maintains that the Jews are no longer considered to be 
God's chosen people in any sense. This position is generally termed 
‘replacement theology’, according to which the New Covenant has replaced or 
superseded the Mosaic covenant. 

Islam views itself as the final and most authentic expression of Abrahamic 
prophetic monotheism, superseding both Jewish and Christian teachings. The 
doctrine of tahrif teaches that earlier monotheistic scriptures or their 
interpretations have been corrupted, while the Quran presents a pure version of 
the divine message that they originally contained. 
BDS’s purpose may resonate with a secessionist position, but it is probably 
unlikely that a Muslim state in Palestine would be sympathetic to the church’s 
claims as a replacement for the Jews. 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Concern 4.  Mixed Messages from Archbishop Thabo Makgoba 

As the vote at the Provincial Synod was unanimous presumably the Archbishop supported 
the resolution. The resolution supports organisations that delegitimise Israel and deny its 
right to exist. When Israel's fundamental right to exist is denied - alone among all peoples 
in the world - this is antisemitism.  
By supporting this resolution the Archbishop has contributed to “the deeply disturbing 
rise of anti-semitism” that he laments. It is possible that, like Jeremy Corban of the British 
Labour Party, the Archbishop is unable see his actions as antisemitic but the Jewish 
community recognised it immediately. 
So when the Archbishop makes the following statement on Thursday, 10 October 2019 it is 
contradicted by the Provincial Synod and viewed with justifiable suspicion by the Jewish 
community.  

Archbishop Thabo Makgoba condemns anti-semitic attack on German synagogue 
Archbishop Thabo today condemned the attack on a synagogue in Halle, 
which took place on Yom Kippur: 
"Yesterday's attack on a synagogue in Halle comes as a triple shock to the 
conscience, and must be condemned with all the vigour we can muster. 
"Firstly, it reflects the deeply disturbing rise of anti-semitism and 
extremist nationalism to levels unprecedented in recent European history, 
moreover in a country responsible for the horrors of the Holocaust. 
"Secondly the attack is all the more shocking in that it was directed at a 
place of worship, and thirdly - compounding the evil - it was carried out on 
Yom Kippur, the holiest day of the year. 
"We grieve for the victims of the attack and pray for the survivors. We also 
pray for our Jewish sisters and brothers everywhere, for whom centuries of 
persecution make any such attack anywhere in the world profoundly 
worrying and distressing. 

It is noted with concern that in a public statement such as this the Archbishop is able to 
acknowledge the centuries of persecution the Jewish people have suffered but that this 
same suffering is completely ignored by the Provincial Synod. In this respect the ACSA 
is guilty of double-speak which compounds the mistrust in our sincerity.  
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Concern 5.  Naivety on the part of Synod delegates. 

• The resolution calls for the end to military occupation of the West Band 
(withdrawal has already taken place in Gaza in August, 2005.) without any idea of 
what would replace the power vacuum created by this withdrawal. 
Israel’s withdrawal from the Gaza Strip resulted in a violent confrontation between 
competing Palestinian groups namely the Palestinian Authority and Hamas. The 
Islamist Hamas movement took up arms to monopolise power in the Gaza Strip, 
resulting in extremely violent clashes between Hamas and Fatah. The feud 
between the two factions reached a new low. Since then, a more discreet but 
equally cruel confrontation has been playing out between the two warring sides. 
Fatah, which dominates the Palestinian Authority, remains in charge of the West 
Bank, while Hamas holds sway over the Gaza Strip.  
In late 2018, Human Rights Watch published a report entitled "Two Authorities, 
One Way, Zero Dissent”.   Human Rights Watch denounced what it called 31

“machineries of repression to crush dissent”. Arbitrary arrests, intimidation and 
even torture are commonplace, both in Gaza and the West Bank, where the 
Palestinian Authority – supported by almost the whole international community – 
is also discreetly silencing all opposing voices. None of these realities are reflected 
in the Provincial Synod resolution. 
In addition to the conflict between Fatah and Hamas Israel has been attacked by 
thousands of rockets fired into Israel from Gaza. Attacks began in 2001. Since then 
(August 2014 data), almost 20,000 rockets have hit southern Israel, all but a few 
thousand of them since Israel withdrew from the Gaza Strip in August 2005. 
Why would Israel repeat this scenario in the West bank without a thorough peace 
agreement? 

• The resolution supports groups that demand, what amounts to, the dissolution of 
Israel and the creation of an Uber Palestine in which 7 million Israeli Jews would 
be a minority in a muslim state. This is an impossible demand on a sovereign state 
and would remove any guarantee of security for the Jewish population. This call is 
therefore completely impractical. 

  https://www.hrw.org/report/2018/10/23/two-authorities-one-way-zero-dissent/arbitrary-arrest-and-torture-under31
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The Resolution  

The full text of the resolution, which was adopted unanimously, follows in blue: 

This Synod noting that: 

1. This is the 10th year anniversary of the Palestine Kairos document, a document written 
by Palestinian Christians for our reflection and action (www.kairospalestine.ps); 
 It is questionable whether this document truly reflects the theology and sentiments of 

the majority of Palestinian Christians. It is worth remembering that in the Palestinian 
territories there is no freedom of speech and that dissent is not tolerated. There is no 
free press as there is in Israel and the Palestinian Authority punishes Christians who 
do not toe the party line. Thism may be the reason that self criticism is absent for the 
Kairos Document, Sabeel’s publications and this resolution. 
A week after the Christ at the Checkpoint Conference at which Prime Minister Salam 
Fayyad told an audience of Evangelical Protestants from across the world that his 
government respected the rights of its Christian minorities, officials from the 
Palestinian Authority informed Bethlehem pastor Rev. Naim Khoury that his church 
lacked the authority to function as a religious institution under the PA. 

 The church can still gather to pray, for now, but the PA’s decision conveyed on 
Saturday will have a real impact on the members of First Baptist, which endured 
numerous bomb attacks during the First Intifada. 

 “They said that our legitimacy as a church from a governmental point of view is not 
approved,” said Khoury’s son, Steven, who serves as an assistant pastor at First 
Baptist. “They said they will not recognize any legal paper work from our church. 
That includes birth certificates, wedding certificates and death certificates. Children 
are not even considered to be legitimate if they don’t have recognised paperwork.” 
Clearly the Palestine Kairos document does not speak for the Rev. Naim Khoury and 
many other Christians in the territories.  

2. The South African government has withdrawn its ambassador from Tel Aviv; 
Why the noting of this action by the South African Government should be significant 
is truly baffling. Who can truly explain the foreign policy of the ANC government?  
The ANC government has defended the brutal military junta in Burma at the United 
Nations and they have supported some of the most tyrannical and vicious 
dictatorships and theocracies in the modern world. Their support has been complicit 
in the gross human rights violations in our neighbours Zimbabwe and Swaziland and 
we have had friendly relations with exemplars of oppressive regimes in places like 
Saudi Arabia, Iran, China, Sudan and Muammar Gaddafi in Libya. 

http://www.kairospalestine.ps/
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They have watched silently as tens of thousands of Syrians are butchered at the hands 
of Bashar al-Assad and Islamic forces in that country. Amidst our indifference to 
human suffering comes a new policy towards the Middle East, that of unbridled 
bashing of the only democratic country in the region - Israel.  
Pretoria, who has always seen itself as a referee in the Palestinian corner, failed to 
condemn Hamas' rocket attacks on Israel, the cross-border kidnapping of Shalit or 
the fact that Hamas used civilians as shields for their own forces. To Pretoria, Israel 
was merely exerting its force over the Palestinian enclave from which it withdrew in 
2005. Hamas' actions during that period were later labelled as war crimes by a 
United Nations Commission that singled out Hamas for its failure to neither 
investigate nor take any action against any of its forces guilty of such crimes. 
In March 2012 the South African government granted entry to renown Hamas 
terrorist Abdul Aziz Umar to visit the country.  Umar, was given seven life sentences 
for taking part in the Café Hillel suicide bombing attack in Jerusalem which killed 7 
people and injured 50 in a sidewalk cafe. Umar was released in the Gilad Shalit  
prisoner swap deal. 
Ironically, Umar whose organisation calls for the expulsion of Jews from the Middle 
East and for the establishment of a theocratic Muslim state in the current Israel, was 
dispatched to South Africa to promote the so-called Israel Apartheid Week.  
 
Why would the Synod find it noteworthy that a government with such double 
standards would bow to pressure from within its ranks to remove its 
ambassador from Israel?  
Why would a Synod supposedly committed to Christian values want to 
emulate the very government it criticised for refusing the Dalai Lama  
entry into South Africa for fear of offending the Chinese? 

3. It is reported that each year a few hundred Palestinian children are held in Israeli jails 
and there is evidence of human rights violation. 

UNICEF and other interested bodies liaise with the Israeli authorities on a regular 
basis.  
It should be kept in mind that the Palestinian resistance has consistently used young 
children in the front line of its confrontations with Israeli forces. That children are 
involved in the Palestinian resistance activities is a real problem and of course 
children in Israeli or Palestinian detention is a cause for concern. However, when 
school yards and hospital parking lots in Gaza are used to launch rockets against 
civilian communities in Israel the Palestinians armed militias must carry some 
responsibility.  
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For 25 years the PA has been teaching Palestinian children and youth that terrorist 
murderers are heroes; that Jews are "the most evil among creations," and Israel is 
"the enemy"; and that Israel has no right to exist.  
These intertwined messages have been used by the PA as a means to mobilise and 
recruit Palestinian children and youth to take an active part in acts of terrorism 
against Israeli civilians. Most recently these actions have taken the form of stabbing 
unarmed civilians in the streets of Jerusalem. 
While the PA rightly criticises Hamas when it uses these same messages to children 
to fuel the weekly violent confrontations on the Gaza border, the PA is itself guilty of 
the same crimes against Palestinian children.  
Ignoring the wider context, intentions, and actions of the Palestinian terrorists, the 
PA and its representatives, and Hamas, the UNHRC is set yet again to condemn 
Israel for the deaths of the Palestinian terrorists killed during these confrontations.  
If the UNHRC was sincere in its protection of children and human rights, it would 
condemn the PA and Hamas for indoctrinating entire Palestinian generations to hate 
Jews and Israel, and for recruiting Palestinian youth to carry out terrorist attacks.  

Criticizing Hamas’ use of Palestinian children in these events, Muwaffaq Matar, a 
Fatah Revolutionary Council member and regular columnist for the official PA daily 
wrote: 

“Our children are our national project for the future. Playing with their lives is 
treason and a crime... Escorting Palestinian children to the sites of confrontation 
with the occupation, allowing them to reach them, or transporting them to these 
dangerous sites must be viewed as indirect assistance to the crime against 
humanity... The protection of our children is a moral, human, and national 
obligation, which must not disappear from the consciences of those responsible 
for organizing the demonstrations, activities, and confrontations with the 
occupation forces... Martyrdom-death (Shahada) for nothing is not heroism." 

     [Official PA daily Al-Hayat Al-Jadida, Feb. 10, 2019] 
Calling to hold Hamas responsible for its abuse of children, an editorial in the official 
PA daily added: 

“There is no choice but to pursue those [i.e. Hamas] who are still placing our 
children’s lives in danger from the Israeli killing bullets through their populist 
displays. We must not be silent any longer about this matter. Palestine has the 
right that its children will learn and grow in order to be pillars of the future of 
freedom and independence, and the children in Palestine have the right to be 
protected and defended by it [Palestine] so that they will live their lives in 
happiness." 

     [Official PA daily Al-Hayat Al-Jadida, Feb. 11, 2019] 
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It should be noted that the Palestinian Authority has used the same tactics and 
continues to do so.  

Amnesty International, which is no friend of Israel, issued a report entitled Killing 
the Future: Children in the Line of Fire. The report details the way Palestinian and 
Israeli children have been targeted in an unprecedented manner since the intifada.  

“Children are increasingly bearing the brunt of this conflict. Both the Israeli 
Defense Force and Palestinian armed groups show an utter disregard for the lives 
of children and other civilians.”  

While I doid not agree with their suggestion of equivalence they are at least even 
handed enough to recognise that there is a problem on both sides - something which 
the resolution of the Provincial Synod fails to do at any point.  

4. Prime Minister Netanyahu has recently said that “Israel is not a state of all its citizens”, 
a statement which accurately reflects the nation-state law they adopted in 2018; 
 What the resolution does not make clear is that this Nation State law is going to be 

reviewed by the Israeli courts and its constitutionality has yet to be determined. 
 The bellicose statements of Middle Eastern politicians is hardly a basis on which our 

resolutions and policies should be made. Benjamin Netanyahu is a right wing 
politician seeking re-election - like our local politicians he makes foolish statements 
and the voters have shown their disdain by not giving him a majority in the recent 
election. However the situation is more complex that this quotation suggests.  

 A survey held in recent weeks by the Moshe Dayan Center for Middle Eastern Studies 
found that only 32 percent of Arab Israelis are certain they’ll vote in next week’s 
elections. The survey, which focused on how Israeli Arabs may vote, presented a 
surprising result, as 23% of its Arab respondents said they believed Benjamin 
Netanyahu was best suited for the position of prime minister  32

 The resolution statement does not accurately reflect the nation-state law of 2018 nor 
the enshrined rights of Arab Israelis. 

Here’s what the new law actually says; 
It’s worth breaking down the three parts of the law and examining each one 
individually to get a better sense of what the law actually says, and what it all means: 

1) “The right to exercise national self-determination in the State of Israel is unique to 
the Jewish people.” 

  https://www.timesofisrael.com/poll-25-of-arab-israelis-think-netanyahu-should-be-prime-minister/32
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 Those who oppose this law say that the declaration doesn’t just say that Israel is 
the historic homeland of Jews, which is a core part of Zionist ideology and the 
argument for the Jewish state’s existence in what’s now Israel. Instead, this goes 
further to unequivocally state that Jews — and only Jews — have the exclusive 
right to “self-determination” within Israel.  

 In other words, only Jews have the right to determine what kind of state and 
society they live under. Which means that by default, non-Jews — such as Arab 
citizens of Israel, some of whom are Muslim and some of whom are Christian — 
don’t have that same right.  

 Supporters of this declaration say that Jews have the right to a place of their own 
just like other people have, and that enshrining this principle in the law is 
necessary to ensure that Israel remains under Jewish control.  

 Critics, on the other hand, say this measure is undemocratic and essentially 
enshrines two separate classes of citizens: Jews, and everyone else. Some even 
liken it to the strict racial segregation in South Africa under apartheid, in which the 
indigenous black African population was ruled by a colonial regime based on white 
supremacy although this is an overstatement of the situation as the Jewish 
population, in this case, is the majority.  

2) “Hebrew is the language of the state,” while the Arabic language “has a special 
status in the state.” 

 For 70 years, both Hebrew and Arabic were designated as official languages in 
Israel. This law just changed that. 

 Arabic is widely spoken by Palestinians in Israel, as well as by some Jewish 
Israelis. Yet the assumption in Israel has long been that you need to know Hebrew 
to get a good education and job, and to be able to interact with official government 
bureaucracies, which largely conduct business only in Hebrew. Most people speak 
Hebrew fluently and English as well. 

 Arabic’s “special status” under the new law ensures that some things, like road 
signs, will remain in both languages.  

 But some Arab Israelis say that stripping Arabic of its official status is meant to 
erase their identities and histories. They also say it will put them at an economic 
disadvantage, because Hebrew is often not taught well in schools in Arab Israeli 
communities.  

3) The law mandates that the “state views Jewish settlement as a national value and 
will labour to encourage and promote its establishment and development,” without 
specifying where.  

 This clause, interestingly, has angered both the law’s supporters and its opponents. 
The former say it doesn’t go far enough because it doesn’t specify Jewish 
settlements in the West Bank.  
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 This is a fundamental issue for many religious and religious nationalist Israelis. 
They argue that the West Bank is part of Israel, both because Israel captured the 
land in 1967 from an aggressor and because it is part of the biblical Holy Land - 
Samaria and Judea. And since it belongs to Israel, the argument goes, Jewish 
Israelis are free to build settlements — small enclaves — in the West Bank. 

 Most of the international community, as well as Palestinians and more than a few 
Israelis, disagree. They say that the West Bank belongs to a future Palestinian 
state, and that Israel has been illegally occupying it since it seized the territory in 
1967. As such, Jewish settlements in the West Bank are said to be illegal under 
international law. So by not specifically mentioning the West Bank, this provision 
in the new law walks a fine line, enshrining “Jewish settlement as a national value” 
without explicitly saying where those settlements might be. 

 Even so, opponents of this measure say it’s damaging not just with respect to West 
Bank settlements but also for Arab Israelis, as the law appears to create a legal 
right to separate Arabs from living in Jewish communities.  33

5.  There is considerable environmental damage through injustice in the access to and 
distribution of water, the uprooting of olive trees and home demolitions, which in turn 
has led to environmental displacement, adding to the already large number of refugees. 

This claim which originates with Kairos Palestine blames Israel  for a “severe water 
crisis” in villages near Bethlehem. This ignores the reality in which the Palestinian 
Authority is responsible for and mismanages water distribution in Palestinian areas, 
and that Israel has been supplying the Palestinians with water above and beyond its 
legal obligations. 
Despite the existence of cooperation between Israelis, Palestinians, and Jordanians, 
water has also become a destructive weapon in the hands of political advocacy NGOs, 
which use allegations regarding water rights and availability as part of their 
delegitimisation and anti-normalisation campaigns against Israel.  
Many NGOs present a distorted narrative of the water issue, ignoring the negotiated 
agreements between Israel and the Palestinians (e.g. the 1995 interim agreement, 
“Oslo II”) that determine water arrangements, internal Palestinian dynamics, and 
other complexities – in order to falsely accuse Israel of violating international law 
relating to water rights, while in reality Israel’s supply of water to the Palestinians is 
actually “far beyond its [Israel’s] obligation in the Water Agreement.” 
In a tweet from 2019, Ali Abunimah (Electronic Intifada) accuses Israel of 
poisoning the Palestinians’ water supply, an accusation that dates back to the 

  https://www.vox.com/world/2018/7/31/17623978/israel-jewish-nation-state-law-bill-explained-apartheid-netanyahu-33

democracy
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antisemitic blood libel of the Middle Ages in which Jews were accused of poisoning 
the wells of Europe and were held responsible for the Black Plague.  34

Acknowledging that: 

1. The situation in the Holy Land demands the attention of the Christian church precisely 
because that is the place where Jesus the Christ was born, nurtured, crucified and 
raised; 

 This is a fairly crass attempt to add emotion rather than logic to the issue.  
By this argument we should surely include that fact that the land is “the Promised 
Land,” that God promised to Abraham Isaac and Jacob (Israel) and their offspring. This 
is the land of Joshua and Samuel, the land of the Jewish kings David and Solomon, the 
land of the Jewish prophets Isaiah and Jeremiah, the Land of Samaria and Judah - all of 
which pre-date Jesus and Palestine. These are characters from the Bible which is the 
received by Christians as their own.  

 It is the land of Jesus the Jew (Matthew 1:1) and his Jewish disciples and the first 
church which was Jewish.  And what about Syria - did Paul encounter Jesus on the road 
to Damascus?  

 As much the organisations mentioned in the resolution  attempt to hide the reality of 
persecution of Christians – or blame Israel –  it’s difficult to refute the truth and the 
facts on the ground. A sure barometer is the dwindling Christian population in the 
region. In the birthplace of Jesus, Bethlehem, once a predominantly Christian city 
where Christians formed an 86% majority, today that figure stands at fewer than 10% 
and it is still in decline. Why are the Muslims staying and Christians leaving? 

 The situation in Gaza is even more oppressive, of the thousands of Christians who used 
to live there only a few hundred remain under the constant threat of persecution.  with 
serious limitations on Christian ceremonies and holidays, and effectively without 
human rights. 

 While the future of Christians living under the  PA and in fact the entire Middle East is 
uncertain – even the Pope fears “Christians will disappear from the Middle East” 
lamenting “a Middle East without Christians would not be the Middle East” – the 
situation is different in Israel which not only allows but protects the life of all religious 
minorities. 

2. The current political nation state of Israel and Israel in the Bible should not be confused 
with each other, and neither should the ideology of Zionism and the religion of Judaism 
be conflated; 

  Ali Abunimah, twitter, https://bit.ly/2kzGYVA34
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 Two statements presented as fact. Both statements are false and misleading. 
The Chief Rabbi of South Africa, Dr Warren Goldstein responded to these statements as 
follows: 

“This is beyond the pale. The audacity to make pronouncements on what Judaism is 
and is not is beyond their right,” said the chief rabbi. “The modern Zionist movement 
is a natural expression of the fact that, for 2 000 years, we had a dream to return to 
the land of Israel. The connection to Israel and Jerusalem is inseparable from 
Judaism. The Anglican Church has crossed serious red lines with this.”  

 The rabbi is correct. Denying Judaism the identification with its forebears from biblical 
times is arrogance in the extreme. It is a denial of verifiable history and a distortion of 
the truth. Our bishops should know better than to peddle this kind of misinformation. 

3. Many Christian pilgrimages to the current state of Israel often ignore the Christians 
living in Palestine; 
 This is largely because most Christian pilgrimages are about Jesus and the Bible not 

the local politics. People who visit for seven or ten days are running where Jesus 
walked just to see the sites. They are not focused on politics, Israeli or Palestinian. 
Trying to politicise pilgrimages to the Holy Land is an abuse of people who travel in 
good faith to encounter the land of Jesus.  

4. Israel was one of the very few states that continued to support the Apartheid State in 
South Africa until the very end; 

Given that during the decades before 1994 the ANC was in bed with the IRA and the 
PLO this is hardly surprising. There is a Middle Eastern doctrine that states, “My 
enemy’s enemy is my friend.” This applies equally to the Palestinian resistance 
movements, who sided with Sadam Hussein and more recently Iran, as it does to 
Israel. The fact that Israel traded with South Africa does not mean that they agreed 
with South Africa’s racist policies anymore that it proves that the ANC agreed with 
the murder of the Israeli athletes by the PLO at the Munich Olympics.   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5. There are possible similarities between Apartheid in South Africa and what is happening 

in Israel and Palestine and that in some respects the situation there can be described as 
worse than apartheid; 

Desmond Tutu, has likened Zionism to racism and repeatedly referred to Israel as 
an “apartheid” state. Not shy about using hyperbole to get his message across he 
has often overstated issues.  He is also a supporter of boycotts. Tutu, who was a 
friend of Yasser Arafat and Hamas’s Ismail Haniyeh, accepted the role as patron of 
Sabeel International in 2003. It is perhaps no surprise that the Harvard Law 
Professor Alan Dershowitz has called Tutu a “racist and a bigot.”  
In a more conciliatory tone the Chief Rabbi wrote to Desmond Tutu about his 
apartheid accusation; 

“Archbishop, I believe you are making a terrible mistake. Without truth there 
can be no justice, and without justice there can be no peace. The Talmud 
says: “The world stands on three things: justice, truth and peace.” These three 
values are inseparable. Archbishop, I am convinced that the sanctions 
campaign against Israel is morally repugnant because it is based on horrific 
and grotesquely false accusations against the Jewish people. 
The truth, archbishop, is that Israel is simply not an apartheid state. In the 
State of Israel all citizens – Jew and Arab – are equal before the law. Israel 
has no Population Registration Act, no Group Areas Act, no Mixed Marriages 
and Immorality Act, no Separate Representation of Voters Act, no Separate 
Amenities Act, no pass laws or any of the myriad apartheid laws. 
Israel is a vibrant liberal democracy with a free press and independent 
judiciary, and accords full political, religious and other human rights to all its 
people, including its more than 1 million Arab citizens, many of whom hold 
positions of authority including that of cabinet minister, member of 
parliament and judge at every level, including that of the Supreme Court.  
All citizens vote on the same roll in regular, multiparty elections; there are 
Arab parties and Arab members of other parties in Israel’s parliament. Arabs 
and Jews share all public facilities, including hospitals and malls, buses, 
cinemas and parks. And, archbishop, that includes universities and opera 
houses.” 

 (See Appendix 6. Apartheid? Israel is a democracy in which Arabs vote) 

 The number of Christian organisations censuring the Jewish state is increasing. It is 
common for left-wing Christians to exonerate the Palestinians of any historical and 
contemporary accountability, thereby holding Israel solely responsible for ending the 
crisis. This is both unreasonable and impractical. 
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The Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions Movement (BDS SA).  
In partnership with many other influential, politically affiliated organisations, BDS 
SA has managed to cultivate a culture of anti-Israel hatred by manipulating the 
historical pain and devastation of apartheid to fit their narrative. Among the most 
widely promoted and published false narratives is that Israel has not made any 
meaningful attempts at making peace with the Palestinians. The truth is Israel has 
made over 30 attempts at reaching a comprehensive peace deal, only to be dismissed 
by the Palestinian leadership time and again.  
(See Appendix 1.) 

6. Several NGO’s draw attention to the plight of those who suffer in Palestine and Israel, 
especially Kairos Southern Africa as well as the Ecumenical Accompaniment 
Programme in Palestine and Israel (EAPPI), for whose work we are grateful; 

One of the givens of the Middle East peace process is that Palestinians are 
eager to be free of rule by Israel and to live in a state of their own. That's 
why a new poll of the Arabs of East Jerusalem is striking: It shows that 
more of those people actually would prefer to be citizens of Israel than of a 
Palestinian state. 
The awkward fact is that the 270,000 Arabs who live in East Jerusalem 
may not be very enthusiastic about joining Palestine. The survey, which 
was designed and supervised by former State Department Middle East 
researcher David Pollock, found that only 30 percent said they would 
prefer to be citizens of Palestine in a two-state solution, while 35 percent 
said they would choose Israeli citizenship. (The rest said they didn't know 
or refused to answer.) Forty percent said they would consider moving to 
another neighbourhood in order to become a citizen of Israel rather than 
Palestine, and 54 percent said that if their neighbourhood were assigned to 
Israel, they would not move to Palestine.  35

  http://www.pechterpolls.com/?s=East+jerusalem35
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7.  Southern Africans have a special responsibility to stand by the oppressed in the same 

way that others in the international community stood with us during our own 
oppression. 

  
 This may be true - but why with the Palestinians to the exclusion of everyone else? 
 Why are we not standing with the persecuted Nigerian Christians closer to home? 

The Anglican Church of Southern Africa set its sights northerly at the Holy Land, and 
they have bypassed their fellow Christians in Nigeria. 

 Note the following outcries in quotes: 
“It’s tough to tell Nigerian Christians this isn’t a religious conflict since what they 
see are Fulani fighters clad entirely in black, chanting ‘Allahu Akbar!’ and 
screaming ‘Death to Christians”,”  
  reported Sister Monica Chikwe to John. L. Allen Jr., Crux, August 4, 2019. 
“Hundreds of indigenous Numan Christians in Adamawa state were attacked and 
killed by jihadist Fulani herdsmen. When they tried to defend themselves, the Buhari 
government sent in the Airforce to bomb hundreds of them and protect the Fulani 
aggressors. Is this fair?!”  
  asks Femi Fani-Kayode, former Minister of Aviation in the Daily    
  Post (Nigeria), December 6, 2017. 
“Buhari is openly pursuing an anti-Christian agenda that has resulted in countless 
murders of Christians all over the nation and destruction of vulnerable Christian 
communities,”  
 said Bosun Emmanuel, the secretary of the National Christian Elders Forum, 2018. 

 Between 2011 and 2015, the jihadi group Boko Haram committed ISIS-type of atrocities 
even before ISIS came into being, terrorised and slaughtered thousands of Christians, 
mostly those living in the Muslim-majority north. When in 2015, Nigeria’s Muslims 
finally got what they wanted – a Muslim president in the person of Muhammadu 
Buhari, taking over from Goodluck Jonathan, a Christian, the violence did not subside 
but got worse. Muslim Fulani herdsmen – the ethnic tribe from which Buhari hails  – 
joined and even surpassed Boko Haram in their slaughter of Christians. 

 Reports reveal that between June 2017 and June 2018 alone, Muslim 
Fulani slaughtered approximately 9,000 Christians and destroyed at least a thousand 
churches. (It took three times longer for the Fulani to kill a fraction [1,484] of Christians 
under Jonathan’s presidency.)  

 In just the first six months of this year, 52 lethal terror attacks targeting Christian 
villages occurred. “Nearly every single day, I wake up with text messages from partners 
in Nigeria, such as this morning: ‘Herdsmen stab 49-year-old farmer to death in Ogan,” 
human rights lawyer Ann Buwalda said in July. 
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 As far as the Provincial Synod is concerned “South Africans have a special responsibility 
to stand by the oppressed in the same way that others in the international community 
stood with us during our own oppression, but this does not apply to the Nigerians or the 
Syrians whose situation is far worse than the Palestinians. 

Affirming that 

9. Palestinians and Israelis both deserve to live in peace and harmony as this will 
contribute to peace not only in that region, but globally; 

These affirmations are window dressing for a resolution aimed at empowering those 
who single out the Jewish state for censure among all the nations of the world, and 
propose actions that are targeted towards its demise and the harm of its people. 
The organisations mentioned in this resolution, and with whom Anglicans are called 
to associate, to not share this  affirmation. As has been demonstrated above, that by 
their own words, these organisations seek the end of the state of Israel which 
certainly will not bring peace and harmony to the region or the world. 
Very little of the 31 billion US Dollars donated by Western nations over the past 
twenty-one years, since the signing of the Oslo Accords, has been monitored, let alone 
accounted for to assure it was used to achieve the goals for which it was earmarked. 
A simple calculation, taking into account historic inflation rates, will show that 15 
times more money has been donated to the Palestinian Authority per capita, than all 
of the funds donated to Europe after World War II under the Marshall Plan for the 
complete reconstruction of the European economy.  
The question we should be asking is where is all this money?  
Surely Palestinians deserve better from their leaders? 

2. Non-violent solutions underpinned by faith, hope and love, to the challenges these are 
the only solutions that the Church should actively pursue; 

Once again, this affirmation is in contradiction to the stated aims of the various 
organisations mentioned in this resolution and with whom Anglicans are called to 
associate themselves. How can the demonisation and delegitimisation of a sovereign 
state created by the United Nations General Assembly be equated with faith hope and 
love? Once again this is window dressing to fool the unwary that the resolution is not 
nearly as diabolical as it really is.   

3. Current efforts by the International community are not enough and new initiatives 
towards peace, justice and reconciliation should be pursued; 

More window dressing. New initiatives towards peace, justice and reconciliation 
should be pursued. Reconciliation is not on the agenda of the organisations in this 
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mentioned in this resolution. In fact reconciliation between Israelis and Palestinians 
is the last thing they want to see because it would “normalise” Israel and undermine 
their demonisation and delegitimisation of the Jewish State.  
   

4. The presence of the Christian community in Palestine and Israel is something that we 
should strengthen; 

The Christian community in Israel is the only Christian community that is growing 
in the Middle East. In fact Israel is a haven for Christianity where its religious 
rights and independence are respected.  

5. The military occupation of Palestine must end as soon as possible; 
The Synod is naïve if it believes that peace will be the result of giving up the 
Occupation. Hamas, which runs Gaza, has as its core goal the destruction of the 
Jewish state. Ending the Occupation of the West Bank won’t change that.  
It is highly likely that Hamas (and/or Hezbollah) will wrest power from a 
weakened Fatah in the West Bank. This would put the safety of both Israeli and 
West Bank citizens at risk and the Christian community at even greater risk. A 
second Gaza would be a disaster for all concerned. 
For the occupation to end serious negotiations between both sides are essential. This 
cannot happen while a policy of discouraging bridge-building efforts between Israelis 
and Palestinians on the grounds that they “normalise” Israel is maintained.  

6. All forms of anti-Semitism and Islamophobia should be condemned in the strongest 
terms; 

This statement is a contradiction and a mystery. First of all, what has 
Islamophobia to do with this resolution? It seems that we are unable to use the 
term antisemitism without including the term Islamophobia - just who are we 
trying to placate?  
The statement is a contradiction in that the resolution calls for the support of   
organisations that contribute to the scourge of antisemitism. Actions speak louder 
than words and by adopting this resolution any statements about opposing 
antisemitism are rendered hollow and unconvincing. 
The return of anti-Semitism, after 60 years of Holocaust education, interfaith 
dialogue and anti-racist legislation is a major event in the history of the world. Far-
sighted historians like Bernard Lewis and Robert Wistrich had been sounding the 
warning since the 1980s. Already in the 1990s, Harvard literary scholar Ruth 
Wisse argued that antisemitism was the most successful ideology of the twentieth 
century. German fascism, she said, came and went. Soviet communism came and 
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went. Antisemitism came and stayed. 

The 3D Test of Antisemitism is a helpful set of criteria put forth by Natan 
Sharansky to distinguish legitimate criticism of Israel from antisemitism.  
The three Ds stand for:  
 Delegitimization of Israel,  
 Demonisation of Israel, and  
 Double standards - (subjecting Israel to)  
Each of these indicates antisemitism. The test is intended to draw the line between 
legitimate criticism towards the State of Israel, its actions and policies, and non-
legitimate criticism that becomes antisemitic. 

Irwin Cotler, Professor of Law at McGill University and a scholar of human rights, 
has identified nine aspects of what he considers to constitute the "new anti-
Semitism":   36

• Genocidal antisemitism: calling for the destruction of Israel and the Jewish 
people. 

• Political antisemitism: denial of the Jewish people's right to self-
determination, de-legitimization of Israel as a state, attributions to Israel of all 
the world's evils. 

• Ideological antisemitism: "Nazifying" Israel by comparing Zionism and racism. 
• Theological antisemitism: convergence of Islamic antisemitism and Christian  

"replacement" theology, drawing on the classical hatred of Jews. 
• Cultural antisemitism: the emergence of anti-Israel attitudes, sentiments, and  

discourse in "fashionable" salon intellectuals.[vague] 
• Economic antisemitism: BDS movements and the extraterritorial application 

of restrictive covenants against countries trading with Israel. 
• Holocaust denial. 
• Anti-Jewish racist terrorism. 
• International legal discrimination ("Denial to Israel of equality before the law 

in the international arena"). 
Cotler argues that classical antisemitism is discrimination against Jews as 
individuals whereas the new antisemitism, in contrast, "is anchored in 
discrimination against the Jews as a people – and the embodiment of that 
expression in Israel. 

  As the above tests demonstrate the resolution and the organisations it calls for   
 Anglicans to support fall well within the definition of antisemitism 

  https://archive.fo/20120629093938/http://frontpagemag.com/Articles/ReadArticle.asp?ID=1219136
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7. Jerusalem should be a place where all the nations are able to gather and it should not be 

for the exclusive use of one group over another. 
 Under Israeli control Jerusalem is unified and freer than it has ever been. Under 

Jordanian occupation 1948-1967 (and the Ottomans before them) Islam was given 
preference over Christianity and Judaism. Jewish residents of the Old City were 
expelled by the Jordanians and 57 synagogues were destroyed.  

Resolves to: 
1. Encourage every Diocese within ACSA to pass this or a similar resolution at its next 

Synod and to work with the South African Council of Churches and its affiliates who 
have adopted resolutions on Palestine and Israel to seek ecumenical action towards 
maximum justice and peace for our sisters and brothers there; 

  Hopefully local synods will be more thoughtful and sensitive to the negative   
 attitudes of this resolution and reject the call to further damage relationships with  
 the Jewish community. 

2. Educate and inform ourselves as much as possible on the daily reality of the situation 
and to encourage members of ACSA who travel in the Holy Land to choose an inclusive 
and balanced itinerary that includes establishing contact with Palestinian Christians; 

  Having taken tours to Israel and the disputed territories for over 20 years we have  
 always provided opportunities for our tour members to interact freely with   
 Palestinians without tour leader supervision.  
 Anglican delegations that have travelled to Israel under the auspices of the    
 organisations  mentioned in resolution return with a view of the situation  
 that by no stretch of the imagination could be described as inclusive and balanced.  
 Basically, what this resolution point is trying to achieve is discouragement  of any  
 tour that does not actively try to delegitimise and and demonise Israel. 
 The tours recommended by this resolution routinely take participants on field trips  
 to the “segregation wall,” the checkpoints, and the Palestinian areas of East   
 Jerusalem. They are not taken to Jewish neighbourhoods. They do not meet Jewish  
 victims of Palestinian terrorism. And they do not visit hospitals where Arabs and   
 Jews are treated alongside each other by Arab and Jewish doctors. 
  

3. Support any non-violent action, especially well-directed Boycott, Divestment and 
Sanction actions against the Israeli State until they end their military occupation of 
Palestine. 
The Synod probably was not told that the Anglican Diocese of Jerusalem itself is  
publicly opposed to a boycott of Israel.   
 Archbishop Suheil Dawani of the Episcopal Diocese of Jerusalem has urged the 
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Episcopal Church not to adopt a policy that would make it more difficult for him to 
manage his congregations and the more than 30 social service institutions throughout 
Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Syria and the Palestinian Territories. Those institutions 
include schools, hospitals, clinics and centres for people with disabilities and serve 
people of all faiths.    37

On May 17, 2019, the German parliament passed a precedent-setting resolution 
stating that the "argumentation patterns and methods of the BDS-Movement are 
antisemitic". The resolution urged Germany's Federal government as well as 
German states and municipalities not to support any event or project of the BDS 
movement or groups which actively supports its goal; it instructed institutions 
under parliamentary jurisdiction not to financially support any organisation which 
“question Israel’s right to exist.”  
The resolution points to the fact that the constant delegitimisation of Israel by way 
of constant call for boycott have the effect of "a stigmatisation of Israeli citizens 
and citizens of Jewish faith as a whole. This is unacceptable and must be most 
strongly condemned.”  In other words, as mentioned earlier, it recognises that the 
effect of continual attack on the Jewish State inevitably leads to a denigration of 
Jews as individuals. The resolution continues: The calls of the campaign to boycott 
Israeli artists as well as  
“Don’t buy” stickers on Israeli goods, which shall discourage from the purchase, 
remind us of the most terrible phase of German history. “Don’t buy’- stickers of the 
BDS-movement on Israeli products inevitably kindle memories of the Nazi (NS) 
parole “Kauft nicht bei Juden!” (Don’t buy from Jews).   38

Ending the military occupation of the West Bank has no guarantee of bringing 
peace or security to Christian Palestinians as the experience of the Israeli pull-out 
from Gaza has shown. Only a fully negotiated settlement with safeguards for the 
Christian minority has a hope of succeeding. For this to happen both Israel and the 
Palestinian Authority have to return to the negotiating table with the intention of 
reaching a just and mutually acceptable solution. 

4. Pray the following prayer for Palestine: “God bless Palestine, Free all from oppression; 
and bring justice and peace. Amen.” 

What’s wrong with this prayer?  
It is the equivalent to praying God bless “The White Republic of South Africa”. It 
focuses on a minority while ignoring the majority of people in the region. It ignores 
the existence of the State of Israel which surely would be party to the answer to this 

  https://www.episcopalnewsservice.org/2015/07/02/bishops-overwhelmingly-oppose-divestment-in-israel-palestine/37

  Bundestag Resolution 19/10191, https://bit.ly/2ZkA4qc; the full German original text https://bit.ly/2NzI4Ni 38

  unofficial translation to English https://bit.ly/2Laat9J 
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prayer. The prayer does what the resolution acknowledgements accuse others of 
doing, namely, “many Christian pilgrimages to the current state of Israel often 
ignore the Christians living in Palestine”. This prayer hypocritically does exactly the 
same in reverse by ignoring the majority of the population of the region.   

5. Respectfully request ACSA delegates to Lambeth 2020 to pass this resolution on to the 
Anglican Communion Office for possible consideration and inclusion in the Lambeth 
2020 Agenda. 

Hopefully the delegates to Lambeth 2020 will not be quite so intellectually dull.  
By then we must hope that sense will prevail and that the serious flaws in this 
resolution will be apparent to all.  

6. To respectfully request ACSA to appoint a Palestinian Study Group to prepare and 
disseminate study material for use in parishes and dioceses and that will prepare a 
report on the progress of implementing this resolution at the next Provincial Synod; 

This is a request to continue the dissemination of a one sided narrative that promotes 
Israel hatred and antisemitic material which is abhorrent to human decency. If a 
Study Group is to be formed it should surely be comprised of people of differing views 
so that some balance may be brought to the current myopic approach. 
The desire to infect parishes and dioceses with this hateful message is regrettable. 

7. Pass this resolution on to the Ambassadors of Palestine and Israel who are based in 
Southern African countries as well as to the Palestinian church leaders, SABEEL and 
Kairos Palestine. 

Proposer: Bishop Luke Pato of Namibia 
Seconder: Bishop Charles May of the Highveld 

That this proposal, with its myopic descriptions of the conflict, was brought by two 
bishops is a sad indictment of the state of the leadership in the ACSA. A young maverick 
priest, newly ordained and without much wisdom proposing this resolution would be 
forgivable. The fact that such a one-sided and antisemitic resolution should be brought 
by two bishops indicates the lack of insight, balance and wisdom at leadership level.  
Bishops are supposed to be the focus for unity in an episcopal system, it seems these 
bishops have lost sight of this aspect of their calling and carelessly promote hatred in 
the name of the cause they have espoused.  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 APPENDICES 
APPENDIX 1. The Quest For Peace 

In the present climate of mistrust and disengagement both sides don’t want to make the 
necessary sacrifices needed to compromise. The Palestinians are equally reluctant to 
seriously negotiate as much as the Israelis. In the present Israel/Palestinian context what 
is needed is not the entrenchment of given positions and disagreements but an 
engagement which creates an environment for dialogue and adaption. What has been 
missing from the peace process so far is an ability to compromise. Taking the Israeli or 
Palestinian side does not produce this environment on the contrary it entrenches the 
parties in their particular standpoints.    
Taking the side of one party against the other does not help the Palestinians because it 
sends a message to the Palestinian political leaders that if they hold out a bit longer they 
will get an even better deal. If the movement to isolate Israel grows they will be in a 
stronger position at the negotiating table. This is the strategy that has made the 
negotiations so protracted and has often caused the failure of significant offers - as in the 
case of Yasser Arafat and Ehud Barak in the Camp David meetings. The Palestinians will 
not benefit from their canonisation by the Church as it is more likely to strengthen Israeli 
resistance.          
The Church should be aware that, from an Israeli point of view we are not seen as neutral. 
Israelis are aware of the the long history of Christian persecution of Jews and the failure of 
the Church during the Nazi holocaust. Why should they trust us to be honest brokers in the 
current situation? Why should they interpret the Church’s siding with the BDS as anything 
more that the familiar gospel of contempt and the church practice of Jewish persecution? 

It is not true to say that everyone who is anti-Israel is an antisemite; however, it is true that 
all antisemites will be anti-Israel. The Church needs to be very careful that it is not 
climbing into bed with people with whom we have little in common and whose views on 
human rights we would find abhorrent. Given the Church’s lamentable history in terms of 
antisemitism our leaders need to be very weary of encouraging church members to 
associate themselves with anti-Israel activists many of whom do not recognise the rights of 
women or the freedoms we have fought so hard to achieve. 
It is also true that majority of the overtures for peace have come from Israeli initiatives. 
This is something that should be encouraged not opposed.  
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Israel’s Past Attempts for Peace  39

Beginning at the formation of the state of Israel, the 1947 UN partition plan and UN 
General Assembly’s Resolution 181 gave 55% of the British Mandate of Palestine to the 
Palestinian Jews and the other 45% would go to an Arab state west of the Jordan river. The 
Zionists accepted, the Arab leaders rejected the plan and decided to wage war against the 
new State of Israel. The result was that the West bank was occupied by Jordan and the 
Gaza Strip by Egypt. 
Barely in the aftermath of the Independence War, where Israel was simultaneously 
attacked by a coalition of Arab states, it once again attempted to reach an agreement in 
1949. The Rhodes Armistice Talks were a result of Israeli negotiators indicating that the 
newly conquered territory under its control, (far more than had been intended by the UN 
partition plan), was negotiable in exchange for recognition, negotiations without 
preconditions, and peace. The Arab representatives refused.    
In 1967 following Israel’s Six Day War victory, Abba Eban, Israel’s representative at the 
UN made his now-famous speech wherein he invited the Arab nations to join Israel at the 
peace table. Territories taken in the war, with the exception of Jerusalem, could be 
returned in exchange for formal recognition, bi-lateral negotiations and peace. The Arab 
representatives at the UN refused. Following the speech, it was poignantly observed by 
Lord Carendon, the UK representative at the UN, that never in the history of warfare did 
the victor sue for peace – and the vanquish refused.  
Following this, the leaders of 8 Arab states met in Sudan for The Khartoum Resolutions, 
which called for the continued struggle against Israel, and adopted an ideology of no peace 
with Israel, no recognition of Israel and no negotiation with Israel, (the 3 no’s). This is still 
the underlying policy of most Arab states in conflict with Israel.  
A glimpse of hope 
Egypt’s President Sadat, President Carter and Israeli PM Begin at the signing of the Peace 
treaty in 1979. Moving on to the First Camp David Accords in 1978, and following the 
devastation of the Yom Kippur War 5 years earlier where Israel was attacked by Egypt and 
Syria on the holiest day of the Jewish calendar, two agreements were signed at the White 
House. The first dealt with the future of the Sinai and peace between Israel and Egypt. The 
second was a framework agreement establishing a format to conduct negotiations for the 
establishment of an autonomous regime in the West Bank and Gaza and to fully implement 
the UN’s binding Security Council Resolution 242. The accords recognised the “legitimate 
rights of the Palestinian people,” with implementation of those rights and full autonomy 
within five years, and the withdrawal of Israeli troops from the West Bank and Gaza after 
the democratic election of a self-governing authority to replace Israel’s military 
government. Yasser Arafat, president of the PLO, refused. 
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Hope destroyed 
In 1993, after several other failed attempts at peace, the Oslo Accords were signed. The 
accords, which to this day form the basis of peace negotiations between the Israelis and 
Palestinians in principle, saw Israel recognizing the PLO (renamed the Palestinian 
Authority) as the legitimate representatives of the Palestinian people. Arafat was brought 
out of his Tunisian exile to lead the PA, with its capital in Ramallah. In exchange, Arafat 
agreed to eschew terror, end incitement, disarm and dismantle the terrorist groups under 
his control, create a democratic Palestinian government, educate the next generation for 
peace, and settle all differences by negotiation, per his personal letter to Israeli PM Yitzhak 
Rabin. Arafat subsequently violated every one of the Oslo Accords and began a terror war 
against Israel with the  first suicide bombing on April 6, 1994 and culminating with the 
second Intifada in 2000. 

In 2000, and once again following more failed attempts at formalising peace following 
Oslo, the Camp David II talks were held. In what is widely considered the best ever 
opportunity to establish Palestinian statehood, Prime Minister Ehud Barak made a historic 
offer wherein Arafat would receive 97% of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip and 3% of 
Israeli land with a PA capital in East Jerusalem. The then Saudi Crown Prince Bandar bin 
Sultan called it the best offer Arafat could possibly expect. All that was required of Arafat 
was that he end hostilities. He rejected every proposal, and no counter offer was made. 
Following the summit, President Clinton unambiguously laid the entire failure of Camp 
David II on Arafat. Clinton said, "I regret that in 2000 Arafat missed the opportunity to 
bring that nation into being and pray for the day when the dreams of the Palestinian 
people for a state and a better life will be realised in a just and lasting peace."  The Second 
Intifada broke out 2 months later. 
A misguided South Africa 
The following overture of peace made by Israel has particular relevance to South Africa 
with respect to the false and misleading narratives and historical revisionism taking place. 
On April 4th 2018, the South African Department of International Relations and 
Cooperation (DIRCO) called on Israel to withdraw from Gaza. While many people around 
the world seem to be echoing this same strategy, the fact is that Israel unilaterally 
withdrew from Gaza in the summer of 2005. Despite the contentiousness of the decision, 
Israel evacuated, removing several thousand of its citizen-residents of Gaza with them. It 
was hoped that the PA would ensure a smooth transition to full Palestinian control, and 
that many structures in the former settlements – including extensive greenhouses – would 
be used to benefit the Palestinians. However, in the immediate aftermath of the 
withdrawal, Palestinians entered the former Israeli settlements and burned buildings – 
including synagogues – and materials from buildings and greenhouses were looted. 
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Ultimately, Hamas took control of Gaza in a bloody 2-year campaign against the PA, 
relegating Mahmoud Abbas and the PA to the West Bank. 

While these may be among the most significant and salient examples of attempts at peace 
made by Israel, it should be reiterated that this list is but a snapshot of the efforts made 
over the years. This is inexplicably absent from any discussion of the conflict. Where 
entities such as BDS SA and its partners are concerned, the reality of Israel’s formation 
and its struggle for survival are utterly, and intentionally, ignored in favour of continuing 
the cycle of hatred, mistrust and misunderstanding. 

              



Provincial Synod of the Anglican Church of Southern Africa 2019. 
Resolution: “Israel sanctions, anti-Semitism, Islamophobia”  

APPENDIX 2.  
  Anti-zionism as an Expression of Anti-Semitism in Recent Years 
   Robert Wistrich 
         

Anti-zionism as an Expression of Anti-Semitism in Recent Years 
Robert Wistrich 

Robert Wistrich (April 7, 1945 – May 19, 2015) was the Erich Neuberger Professor of 
European and Jewish history at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, and the head of the 
University's Vidal Sassoon International Center for the Study of Antisemitism. Wistrich 
was one of the world's best-known scholars of antisemitism. 
               
This is a translation of a lecture held on 10 December, 1984 at Study Circle on World Jewry 
in the home of the President of  Israel 
  
I have set out to trace some of the links between anti-Zionism and classical anti-Semitism 
as they have found expression in recent times. This task is all the more urgent as it has 
become increasingly apparent since the early 1970s that there has been an orchestrated 
campaign against the Jewish State, Zionism and the Jewish people as a whole, a campaign 
whose impact constitutes a serious threat to our status in the world and ultimately to our 
very existence. This campaign has now acquired such a global dimension and resonance 
that I believe it can be compared to the threat posed to Jews by Nazism in the period of its 
upsurge – before it assumed governmental power; this in spite of the very considerable 
differences in the status of the Jews and attitudes towards them in the non-Jewish world 
which existed then and which obtain now. In spite of all the positive changes which 
occurred in the wake of the Holocaust, the last decade with its cumulative anti-Zionism has 
led to a dangerous regression which calls into question the over-optimistic assumptions of 
the 1950s and 1960s. Then it was still believed that Israel would constitute a completely 
new beginning and by its very existence lead to the gradual disappearance of anti-Semitism 
in the gentile world. In fact, the opposite has happened. Not only have anti-Zionism and 
anti-Semitism, historically distinct and even antithetical ideologies, become interrelated: 
Israel itself is today the prime cause and pretext of a partly novel form of anti-Semitism, as 
puzzling as it is disturbing. 

I will focus on two aspects only, of this phenomenon, both of which are interconnected and 
which have assumed particular importance in the last four or five years:  
 the attempt to stigmatize Israel as a “Nazi” state, and the parallel campaign by some anti-
Zionist circle to rewrite the history of the Holocaust as a Zionist conspiracy or as a 
collaboration between Nazis and Zionists to murder the Jewish masses in Europe.  
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The very extremism of such claims makes it tempting to dismiss them as the sick product 
of a lunatic fringe which no sane person could possibly take seriously and which could 
never hope to influence public opinion. Unfortunately, this is not quite the case and bitter 
experience has taught us that such paranoid distortions of reality can reach a wide 
audience and exercise a fateful impact on the future. Moreover, it is precisely the equation 
of Zionism with Nazism which is in my opinion the most characteristic mode of the new 
anti-Semitic anti-Zionism in the early 1980s, one which inverts all our assumptions and 
therefore deserves special attention and consideration. 

This is not an easy subject to discuss for emotional reasons on which I do not need to 
elaborate in this forum. But there are also methodological and intellectual difficulties. How 
can we be sure that anti-Zionism, even of the more extreme kind that I shall be discussing, 
is not perhaps the case that even the most vehement anti-Zionism is not really inspired by 
hatred of Jews? We all know that in the 19th century Jews themselves were among the 
leading opponents of Zionism and to this day ultra-Orthodox Judaism sharply denounces 
the Zionist “heresy” and the State of Israel. Many left-wing and liberal Jews in the 
Diaspora who oppose Zionism would forcefully deny that they are anti-Semitic and yet 
some of these Jews openly compare Zionism with Nazism. This fact has provided an 
effective smokescreen for Soviet, Arab and neo-Nazi antisemites to claim that they are 
“only” against Israel even as they openly discriminate against, threaten or attack Diaspora 
Jews. 

Anti-Zionism has undoubtedly provided a wonderful alibi for anti-Semitism in deeds to 
cover itself with a theoretical halo of virginal purity and good intentions. It has also 
permitted anti-Semitic stereotypes to enter areas of the world, particularly in Asia and 
Africa, where there was previously no tradition or cultural substructure of Judeophobia. 
While at the same time in the post-war Western democracies anti-Zionism has provided a 
vehicle for the re-emergence of anti-Jewish attitudes which were for some twenty to 
twenty-five years partially submerged. This does not appear to me to be an accidental 
connection or mere coincidence of events. On the other hand, our analytic understanding 
is complicated by the fact that today nobody wishes to declare himself openly as an anti-
Semite. Even neo-Nazis in the West are careful to wrap their racist mania in the 
appropriate “anti-Zionist” terminology, while on the Left those who shout loudes against 
“Nazi” Israel are usually self-proclaimed militant anti-racist. 
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So today we are seemingly confronted by an anti-Semitism which springs to the defense of 
all victims of racial oppression except the Jews – the paradigmatic example of such victims 
- who are now transformed into perpetrators and prototypes of racism! The Zionism is 
Nazism libel has built on this inversion of images which goes much deeper than is often 
realized here in Israel. Perhaps only people like myself, who have lived most of their lives 
in the Diaspora and witnessed the transformation that occurred in the 1970s (in my own 
case in England), can really grasp the full significance of this change. This does not mean 
that we should therefore stick the label of anti-Semitism on all forms of anti-Zionism, let 
alone on all criticisms of the Sate of Israel and its policies. We have enemies enough 
without unnecessarily extending their number by unwarranted accusations. Moreover, 
even if it were not anti-Jewish, the contemporary forms of anti-Zionism would be 
dangerous enough in their own right to demand a searching analysis and effort to develop 
an antidote. 

But it appears to me that there is a basic continuity between classical anti-Semitism and 
contemporary anti-Zionism which can and should guide us in our search. Both ideologies 
seek in practice to deprive the Jew of his right to an equal place in the world; to limit his 
activity and freedom of movement; his human civic and political rights, and even his very 
right to exist – at least in the more radical formulation. Both anti-Semitism and anti-
Zionism imply that the Jews have no claim to be a free independent people like other 
peoples, to define themselves according to universally acceptable criteria of self-
determination, to enjoy the fruits of individual or collective emancipation. Thus both 
ideologies are built on the negation of Jewish rights and seek to drive the Jews back into a 
ghetto – whether it is physical or symbolic. The Jews must be confined to the status of a 
pariah nation. In a word, they do not belong. 

For the European antisemites of the 19th century, Jews did not belong to European 
Christian culture. They were “Semites” or “Asiatics”, Eternally alien to Christian, “Aryan”, 
society. For contemporary anti-Zionist, in particular for most of our Arab neighbours, 
Israel is ironically enough an alien Western implant in the Middle East, without roots in 
the region or any right to a legitimate, equal and autonomous presence as a sovereign 
state. The goal of Arab anti-Zionism is ultimately to reduce Israel (or the Jews as a 
collectivity) to their age-old humiliated status under Islam, as dhimmis “protected” by 
Moslem “tolerance” and living on grace rather than by right in its midst. This type of anti-
Zionism seeks to de-emancipate the Jews as an independent nation just as modern secular 
European anti-Semitism insistently sought to de-emancipate the Jews as free and equal 
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individuals in civil society and as an integral part of the body politic of the nation-state. 
Anti-Zionsim continues the discriminatory theory and practice of classical anti-Semitism, 
transferring it to an international plane. It wishes to re-ghettoisze the Jewish nation, just 
as post-emancipation antisemites sought to return the Jewish community to the pre-
modern ghetto. 

In both cases, we witness a conscious effort to delegitimise Jewish self-definition and to 
undermine the dominant mode of Jewish group existence. In the Middle Ages the main 
thrust of this delegitimization was anti-Judaism – directed by the Christian church against 
the religion by which Jews as a whole defined themselves; in the era of emancipation, it 
took the secular “scientific” form of anti-Semitism – Jews are an inferior race and 
therefore don not deserve civil equality or else they are dangerous parasites and must be 
excluded from human society. 

In the post-war era of the Jewish State, delegitimization is no longer primarily racial or 
religious but ideological and political. There are several reasons for this change. In the first 
place, racial delegitimization in the post-1945 world, which has been decolonized and 
where “racism” is officially considered by the Third World as the original sin of humanity, 
is an ineffective weapon. Religious bigotry is also widely considered as a reactionary 
phenomenon – especially in the West – though much less so in the Islamic world where it 
continues to play a very significant role in Arab anti-Zionism. On the other hand, 
ideological opposition, particularly when it employs the fashionable “progressive” 
terminology of anti-Imperialism, is generally acceptable. 

The second major reason is that Israel has become the main embodiment in Jewish and 
non-Jewish eyes of the modern Jewish group identity and is therefore the obvious target 
for anti-Semitic invective. Delegitimization of Israel and its ideological basis – Zionism- is 
the most direct way in our time to damage Jewish interests and prepare the way for the 
destruction of Jewish identity. This is clear enough to the Soviet Union, the Arab and 
Moslem states and the Jews-baiters all over the world. It is not apparently clear to many 
Jews and non-Jewish liberals who still lend their hand, often unconsciously and without 
always understanding the logical consequences, to the enemies of Israel. 

The Soviet Union has played a special role in the world-wide campaign of delegitimization 
of Zionism, Judaism and Israel since the late 1960s. It has taken over in practice the 
heritage of Nazi anti-Semitism and already in Stalin’s last years, the paranoid theory of the 
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world Jewish conspiracy in Marxist-Leninist disguise, acquired an “anti-Zionist”. tinge. In 
the past 15 years, it has also been the Soviet Union which has stood in the forefront of the 
global campaign to equate Zionism with Nazism, just as it orchestrated the infamous 
Zionism is Racism resolution at the U.N. in November 1975 in conjunction with the Arab 
states. The slander that Israel is a “Nazi” state should be seen as an escalation of the earlier 
campaign, one which in the early 1980s has moreover achieved some resonance in the 
West, especially after the violence and destruction in Lebanon. The Arab role in the 
propagation of the Zionist-Nazi equation is today no less significant, but in the past it was 
not so evident- possibly for the reason that many Arab nationalists in the early post-war 
period still identified with Hitler and Nazism. Their only regret was that the Germans had 
failed to truly complete the “Final Solution” and as a result the State of Israel had emerged. 
For the Arabs and above all the Palestinian leadership, the Holocaust was never really 
absorbed in its horrific dimensions of inhumanity, and the real collaboration of certain 
Arab leaders (beginning with Grand Mufti of Jerusalem with the Nazis was repressed.  

Instead the Nazi Holocaust was perceived mainly as a political tool in the hands of Zionist. 
To counteract this weapon, the Palestinian tragedy had to be inflated into a new and even 
more horrific Holocaust instigated by Israel itself. Zionism was allegedly responsible for 
this terrible and unique crime; hence Ahmed Shukeiry (the first leader of the PLO) could 
declare in a U.N. speech of 4 December 1961: “Zionism was nastier than Fascism, uglier 
than Nazism, more hateful than imperialism, more dangerous than imperialism. Zionism 
was a combination of all these traits.” 

In the late 1960s the PLO began to grasp the utility of projecting the Nazi horror directly 
onto Israel and utilizing the prestige of the European anti-Nazi resistance for their own 
cause. For Western consumption, PLO propaganda now stressed the similarities between 
the Palestinians’ condition in the Middle East (as a result of Israeli “oppression”) and that 
of the Jews of Europe under Hitler’s rule. Were not they, too (that is, the Palestine Arabs), 
a homeless, persecuted people evicted from their lands, defenseless, stateless, refugees 
deprived of independence and basic human dignity? One can recognize the factual 
elements in this presentation without necessarily sharing the extremely one-sided and 
demonological view of Zionism as the sole or even main culprit, responsible for this state 
of affairs. 

What is more important for our purpose tonight is the real impact of this inversion of 
traditional images of persecutors and victims on Western public opinion since 1967. It was 
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a major propaganda coup for the PLO that it partly succeeded in adapting “Zionist” 
terminology for its won purposes – turning the symbolism of the “return “ of an exiled 
people to its homeland against Israel itself. This campaign is implicitly anti-Jewish in a 
subtle and insidious sense, deliberately playing on the guilt feelings and sensibilities of 
Europeans regarding the Holocaust. By destroying or driving the Jew out of Europe, it is 
argued, Zionism led to an even greater “crime” – the expulsion of Palestinian Arabs by 
Israeli Jews. Therefore it is the moral responsibility of the West to unconditionally support 
the Palestinians. How often one has heard this Arab argument repeated by European 
statesmen and intellectuals in the past fifteen years pro-Arab policies generally adopted for 
quite different and very cynical reasons of self-interest. 
At the same time, Arab propaganda has deliberately sought to strip the Nazi Holocaust of 
its unique and Jewish content- that is, when Arab money is not actually financing the 
publication of so-called “revisionist” literature, which denies that the murder of six million 
Jews ever took place! These efforts did not achieve much resonance in the West until the 
Lebanon war. Suddenly a significant section of the Western press – by no means “anti-
Zionist” in an ideological sense – began to draw startling parallels between Lebanon and 
Lidice, Israelis and Nazis, the Star of David and the Swastika, the Palestinians and the 
embattled Jews of the Warsaw Ghetto. Was this anti-Semitism, latent or manifest, old or 
new, or simply media sensationalism and the desire to package a great human tragedy in 
black and white terms, with the Israelis as the natural villains? 

Perhaps anti-Semitism is not quite the right word, though as the former editor of the 
London Observer, Conor Cruise O’Brien, pointed out in that newspaper, June 1982. For 
the people in question, to quote this astute observer, were even extravagantly philo-Semitic 
these days, in their feelings for the Arabic-speaking branch of the Semitic linguistic 
family”. O’Brien suggested a new term, “anti-Jewism” – “it’s an ugly word, so it fits nicely”. 
He proposed “a pragmatic test, for possible “anti-Jewism” in discussion of Israel” – namely 
“if your interlocutor can’t keep Hitler out of the conversation, if he is… feverishly turning 
Jews into Nazis and Arabs into Jews – why then I think you may be talking to a anti-
Jewist.” 

The O’Brien litmus test is certainly a useful guide for identifying a major component of 
contemporary anti-Semitic anti-Zionism in both Eat and Wet. In the Communist world, 
this type of “anti-Jewish” dates back at least 30 years to the period of the Slansky trial in 
Czechoslovakia and the so called “Doctors’ Plot” orchestrated by the dying Stalin. But it 
only attained full force after the massive Arab defeat in June 1967, when the USSR, to 
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revive its own damaged prestige, embarked on a systematic campaign to totally discredit 
Israel, Zionism and Judaism, One of its most widely used weapons was the remorseless 
repetition of the legend that the Zionist had already sought in the 1930s to create a “pro-
Nazi” state in the Middle East, that they had actively participated with the Germans in the 
mass destruction of European Jewry, that they had sabotaged Jewish resistance in the 
ghettos and served as a “fifth column” for the Wehrmacht in the conquered territories of 
Europe. Both Nazis and Zionist supposedly signed secret agreements which condemned 
the Jews of Europe the gas chambers in return for German support for Jewish “fascist” 
aims in Palestine! 

The interesting fact is that in recent years these grotesque Soviet blood-libels have been 
taken up by a part of the radical Left – especially the Trotskyists – in Western Europe and 
America. This trend is most striking in Great Britain, of which I have the greatest first-
hand experience – a country which in the last decade has proved increasingly receptive to 
the most varied kinds of anti-Zionist rhetoric. The willingness of supposedly anti-Soviet 
radical leftists to swallow these made in Russia fabrications, provides food for thought. Are 
they in fact nothing but puppets of His Master’s Voice in Moscow or bought lackeys of Arab 
petro-dollars? Perhaps in some cases, this is indeed the reason. But the truth, I think, is 
more disturbing than that. Anti-Zionism has in the past fifteen to twenty years, gradually 
become an integral part of the cultural code of many Leftist and some liberal circles – an 
enemy on a par with Imperialism, racism and militarism – and invariably identified with 
these evils. 

Precisely because it sees itself as “anti-fascist”, this Western radical culture is militantly 
anti-Zionist and can very easily slide into the ultimate step of equating Nazism with 
Zionism, the Third Reich with Israel, the Wehrmacht with Zahal. Unlike the radical Right, 
it does not desire the rehabilitation of Nazism, it does not deny the Holocaust and at least 
in theory it believes that anti-Semitism is a reactionary, racist doctrine to be fought no less 
strongly than Zionism itself. Nevertheless, I would claim that the falsifiers of the anti-
Israeli Left who now rewrite the history of the Holocaust as a story of Nazi-Zionist 
“collaboration” are no less dangerous than the neo-Nazi “revisionists” and possible more 
effective. Unlike their Soviet models, they may actually believe the libels they propagate 
and this gives them a certain credibility - especially when they are Jews. Their emergence 
was made possible by the general climate of anti-Zionist opinion in the West, greatly 
stimulated by the turn to the Right in Israel after 1977 and the Lebanon war, which 
provided the opportunity and the opening. Recent works by Lenni Brenner, such Zionism 
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in the Age of  the Dictators, or Tony  Greenstein, Zionism – Antisemitism’s Twin in Jewish 
Garb – both written by Jewish Leftists (one American, the other British) – are increasingly 
symptomatic of the times we live in. 

Much more disturbing was the way that the Lebanon war provoked an orgy of media 
denunciation directed at Israel’s so-called “genocide”, a fantastic legend briefly given 
credence even in the so-called quality press in the West. Suddenly, ideological opinions on 
the “fascist” or “Nazi” nature of Zionism which had belonged to the margins of Western 
society, were taken seriously and acquired a new respectability. Yitzhak Shamir’s past as an 
underground terrorist was, for example, scrutinized with extraordinary intensity when he 
became Prime Minister in 1983 and his alleged contacts with the Nazis were inflated into 
wild accusations about the historically rooted “fascist” character of Zionism. It was not 
only the radical Trotskyist fringe of the Labor and Left-wing press in Britain and other 
Western countries that indulged in such analogies. They could also draw sustenance; it 
should be pointed out, from irresponsible voices in Israel itself who are frequently quoted 
in anti-Zionist literature abroad to provide cover against charges of anti-Semitic bias and 
prejudice. 

The anti-Zionist mood intensified across the political spectrum in the West and thus a 
revision of the past and present with regard to Zionism began to take place, for the first 
time reflecting motifs long familiar from Soviet propaganda. For example, it was now 
alleged that Zionism had   always allied itself with reactionary forces and rabid antisemites 
in order to achieve its “criminal” goals. It was not only detrimental to Diaspora Jewish 
interests, but it had deliberately and callously abandoned the Jews during the Holocaust to 
their fate. It was, moreover, a cruel racist doctrine of chosenness, which had inevitably and 
logically led to the “genocidal” policies of Israel in Lebanon. In the radical Leftist and neo-
Nazi press, and also in writings by ultra-Orthodox Jewish fanatics, Hitler and the Nazi 
mass murder seemed to pale into insignificance alongside the new Israeli “fascism” in the 
Middle East –depicted as a threat to humanity as a whole. 

Wild rhetoric on this scale was fairly novel in the West, but in Soviet Russia it had been 
official Orwellian Newspeak since June 1967 when Soviet Ambassador Fedorenko 
denounced the Israeli “war criminals” in the UN for pursuing Hitlerite  policies in the Wet 
Bank, while the war was still in progress. Brezhnev himself at that time gave the signal to 
the Soviet media by stating that the Israeli “invaders” were seeking to imitate the actions of 
the Hitlerites. The Soviets did not wait for the advent of Mr. Begin or Mr. Sharon to brand 
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Israel’s leaders as fascist executioners. The late Moshe Dayan and Golda Meir, leaders of 
the Israeli Labor government, were favorite targets in the Soviet disinformation effort of 
the early 1970s, accused of ruthlessly pursuing the Nazi derma of Lebensraum, of ruling 
hapless Arabs in the spirit of a masterace (Herrenvolk), of establishing concentration 
camps and even of sterilizing the local population. 

At that time, however, there were few people in the West ready to credit such obvious 
falsehoods. The Nazi-Zionist equation only gradually infiltrated the Western world, partly 
through the channel o the communist parties and the growing influence of Arab money 
and diplomacy after the oil crisis of 1973 In addition, there were local causes, at least in 
Western Europe, which helped prepare the ground. Rising anti-Americanism (and the 
perception of Israel as an American stooge) was one factor; neutralist tendencies and the 
growing strength of the peace movements, the policy of appeasement (towards Russian 
and the Arabs) and the Third Worldism of many European politicians and intellectuals, 
exacerbated the process. 

At the same time, a subtle revision of the Hitler era took place in popular works, films and 
even books by serious historians which perhaps indirectly lent itself to the irresponsible 
comparisons that have been drawn in the early 1980s between Nazism and more current 
phenomena. The result of all these trends which were to culminate ingrossly 
disproportionate Western reactions t the Lebanon war, was the definitive end of the brief 
era of European “philosemitism” and pro-Israel ism, which under the impact of the 
Holocaust had in fact sentimentalized the Jews as model victims. In their place came new 
victims, above all the Palestinians – themselves sacrificed, so it was suggested by the anti-
Zionists, to make way for the creation of a Jewish State in which they were fated to be 
objects of racist discrimination. 

These symbolic post-1967 reversals of image had their origins in the subculture of the new 
Left in the late 1960s, which peaked just when the Six-Day War had sent shock waves 
through the world and had transformed the European and Western perception of Israel 
and the Jews. Though the New Left quickly faded as a political force, its influence 
penetrated intro new and more lasting trends such as the “Green” (Ecological) and Peace 
movements, Feminism, a new immigrant and ethnic militancy, the impact of Arab and 
Third World elements and causes at Western universities, etc. The anti-Israel and anti-
Zionist ideological bias of the radical Left was considerably strengthened by these 
developments and it also spread onto the media – especially television- where it began to 
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exert amass influence. By no means all of this anti-Israelism was anti-Semitic in intent and 
much of the reporting of Israel and the Middle East was no doubt motivated by sympathy 
for Palestinians more than by hatred of Jews. Nevertheless, the overall, cumulative effect 
was to create a very negative picture of the Jewish State. 

It is this background along with a significant generation change which has ultimately made 
possible the current fashion of drawing the Zionist-Nazi parallel even in the Western 
democracies, The political , cultural and moral damage to Israel and the Jewish people of 
this process of delegitimization has been considerable, though it is not necessarily 
irreversible. 

Images are notoriously volatile and Western public reaction to the Middle East in the long 
term is difficult to predict. One cannot say that the Arab cause has made tremendous gains 
in Western opinion, but the erosion of Israel’s standing and good name over the past 
decade is certainly palpable. Many gentiles in the West and the Third World who in former 
times were sympathetic to the Jewish State clearly feel let down and disappointed. 
Sometimes this disappointment can lead to hatred. On the other hand, there are also many 
influential people in Western politics and cultural life who have not allowed themselves to 
be swept along by the anti-Israel hysteria. Moreover, in the United States, where the 
situation is fundamentally different in many ways from Europe, the image of   Israel and 
Zionism, while somewhat dented, still remains largely positive. 

But if the picture is not entirely dark , there are many troubling points of concern. It must 
be realised that there is a new generation in the West which has now entered politics and is 
also acquiring influence in cultural life. Many of the new generation have been nourished 
on extremely negative ideas concerning Israel and Zionism. The image of the ugly Israeli, 
which they have acquired through various channels, has undoubtedly shaped their outlook 
on international politics. In place of the money-grubbing Jew or the subversive Jewish 
revolutionary of anti-Semitic mythology, they have been exposed to new and more up-to –
date stereotypes – those of the militarist, racist and now even the “Nazi” Jews seeking to 
dominate the world by force. An image of lust for power and reckless militarism can 
already be added to the rich armory of anti-Semitic type-casting nourished over 
generations by Christian, Moslem, Marxist and right-wing demonology. A reflex anti-
Zionism which may not always have been anti-Jewish in origin and intention, today all too 
easily falls into the established groove of an endemic antisemitism that has been a central 
feature of civilisation for more than two millennia. This development is particularly 
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dangerous for the future of Israel and the Jewish  people because through anti-Zionism, a 
revival of all the latent murderous potential of antisemitism is in fact already taking place. 
Those responsible for decision-making in Israel have, in my opinion, been too slow to 
appreciate this fact and its negative political significance. 

The Jews of Israel have perhaps tended in the past to dismiss the seriousness of the 
ideological and political enmity that has built up in the outside world towards them. 
Unfortunately, as recent development have shown, what the gentiles think and say can be 
as important as what the Jews actually do   -   words do have political consequences! The 
power of propaganda, of the media and images can often be as decisive as winning wars –a 
fact that was once very well understood by the Zionist leadership, but has tended to be 
forgotten in more recent years. The negative consequences of anti-Zionism have been most 
palpable and obvious for Israel in the international sphere – in its standing in the United 
Nations and its diplomatic isolation. 

But the internal dangers should also not be forgotten – for example, the growth of 
isolationist and extreme nationalist currents in Israel and even the seeds of an 
Arabophobic tendency which in the past was much less significant. These trends need to be 
uprooted while they are still only potential dangers, if the anti-Zionist propaganda 
offensive from without is not one day to become a self-fulfilling prophecy. Israeli society is 
still far from corresponding to the diabolic fantasy-image constructed by those who seek to 
destroy it. But it is also no more immunised than any other democracy from disintegrative 
trends, from extremism, racism and intolerance which may tear it apart from within. 

There is no less serious danger contained in the anti-Zionist drive of recent years when we 
come to consider Diaspora Jews. In my opinion, one of the objectives of the anti-Israel 
campaign has been to drive a wedge between the Jewish State and its exposed Diaspora 
hinterland. The more wicked and diabolical the State of Israel seems in the eyes of gentile 
public opinion, the less likely Diaspora Jews are to support such a State – this is surely the 
calculation of our enemies. How could World Jewry back a “Nazi” State after what 
happened during the Holocaust? How can it support and subsidise racial discrimination in 
Israel? There has, in fact, been a growing chorus of gentile voices even in the West in 
recent years suggesting that the Diaspora Jewry dissociate from this so-called “racist” 
aggressive Israel or else it can expect to pay the price in terms of a justified (?) revival of 
antisemitism. For, as accomplices in Israeli “crimes” through their financial and political 
support, Diaspora Jews are ultimately no less guilty. Clearly this type of moral and political 
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blackmail may have its impact on Jews outside Israel and the long-term consequences are 
unpredictable. 

It may well be, of course, that if anti-Zionism continues to assume an extremist and 
antisemitic character, then Diaspora Jews will be obliged to organise themselves, and to 
strengthen their ties with Israel and Zionism. To some extent, the “Zionism is Racism” 
campaign did eventually have this effect. On the other hand, an opposite result is no less 
likely. For it is, after all, easier for the Diaspora Jew to lower his profile in Israeli-related 
affairs when the temperature of anti-Zionism rises or even to join in the anti-Israel 
consensus, than it is to swim against the current. Only time can tell whether Diaspora 
Jewry will wilt under the pressures of a hostile non-Jewish environment. 

One thing should, however, be clear from this necessarily brief overview of the current 
situation. Anti-Zionism of the type I have tried to describe is a poisonous flower which has 
deliberately encouraged a process of alienation between Israel and the nations, between 
Israel and the Diaspora, as well as a sense of self-alienation within Israeli society itself.  
It has thereby created the danger of irrational reactions on all sides in order to overcome 
concrete political and moral problems by violent means.  
Hence the urgent necessity to analyse and struggle against this phenomenon. 

              



Provincial Synod of the Anglican Church of Southern Africa  
Resolution: “Israel sanctions, anti-Semitism, Islamophobia”  

APPENDIX 3.          An ABC to the art of slaughter 
    By Kay Wilson  
    Past CMJ Tour Guide and a survivor of Palestinian Terror 
         

An ABC to the art of slaughter 
By Kay Wilson - a survivor of Palestinian Terror 

Kristine Luken, [CMJ Office worker from CMJ UK] of blessed memory, bravely fought, 
writhed and wriggled to dodge the foot-long serrated steel blade. In vain. I watched the 
terrorist chop her up in front of my eyes. I am no longer stunned by the blows that 
shattered my own bones; I am stunned by the banality with which two men who were once 
little boys could repeatedly and nonchalantly hack at two defenseless women. 

In court, they exhibited no remorse. Giggling through the hearing, the sons of evil were 
unable or unwilling to perceive that their unabated savagery was anything more serious 
than parking on the sidewalk. 

It takes a devilish soul to slaughter someone with bare hands, in cold blood. A bullet 
through the head at least provides the perpetrator with an "empathy barrier" behind which 
he may hide his consciousness. Butchers wielding meat cleavers are a species in their own 
right. They have no ears to hear the squeals of the slaughtered and no eyes to see the life-
blood that stains their hands. 

It is incitement that enables human beings to hack others to death without so much 
blinking an eye. The blood of the murdered and future blood of innocent victims cry out 
from the ground to pressure the Palestinian Authority to put a stop to it. For years, and to 
no effect, Israel has demanded that the PA cease its institutional hatred, from which 
thousands graduate in the cult of death. 

Incitement is a term so flatly used and thrown around that observers, like the perpetrators, 
are desensitised to its poison. Incitement has also lost its critical meaning to the likes of 
the U.K. Jewish group Yachad and its American counterpart, J Street, groups that claim to 
be "pro-Israel and pro-peace," yet unreasonably hold Israel entirely accountable for the 
violence and unfathomably refuse to lobby their own governments to demand the cessation 
of provocative hatred in the PA. 

I too am "pro-Israel and pro-peace." But actually achieving peace is not the abracadabra 
process that they would have us believe. Incitement needs to be dissected in order to break 
down hatred and work for peace. Incitement needs to be spelled out as an "idiots' guide to 
murder." Here is my "ABC to the art of slaughter." 
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ABBAS -- Leader of the Palestinian Authority. The person entirely culpable for the 
violence, the breakdown of the peace talks and the death of innocent people living in the 
State of Israel and the areas assigned to the PA. 

BULLYING -- The use of strength or power to harm or intimidate those who are weaker. 
During the peace talks, the director-general of the Palestinian Human Rights Monitoring 
Group criticised his own government, declaring, "There is no freedom of expression in our 
areas." A Palestinian blogger was arrested by the PA for starting a Facebook campaign 
called "The People Want an End to Corruption." A West Bank university lecturer was 
arrested for criticising Mahmoud Abbas on Facebook. The former information minister 
was shot after calling for reforms in the PA. This bullying and intimidation is intended to 
deepen the frustration and hatred in Palestinian consciousness and provoke hostility 
toward the Jewish people. 

CHRONICLE -- A factual written account of important or historical events in the order of 
their occurrence. During the peace talks the PA religious affairs minister declared, 
"History proves the Arab, Islamic and Palestinian rights to this land and disproves the 
Israeli claim that they have historical and religious rights to this land." The PA director of 
the Archaeological Institute claimed, "The archaeological treasures in Jerusalem refute 
Israeli claims that it's a Jewish city." The chief religious justice said, "Since 1967, Israel 
has been excavating unsuccessfully in search of their fictitious history."  
These perjurious chronicles are incitement intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian 
consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

DOUBLESPEAK -- Deliberately euphemistic, ambiguous, or obscure language. During the 
peace talks, Abbas addressed the international community in a language of tolerance and 
peace. He declared, "I am committed to peace, but not forever. I don't mean that I will 
turn to violence -- never. In my life I will never do it." Yet at the same time his TV station 
broadcast a song that demanded violence and jihad against Jews and that grenades be 
thrown in the Israeli cities of Lod and Ramle. This ambiguous incitement is intended to 
deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish 
people. 

EDUCATION -- The process of receiving or giving systematic instruction. Illiteracy runs 
high in the areas of the PA. Unlike education systems in Israel, children are deprived the 
study of history, foreign literature or any of the classics. Instead, they are fed an Islamist 
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education void of any critique of the Quran and raised on a revisionist, subjective history 
bereft of the trials and sufferings of any other people group but their own. This systematic 
incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness and provoke 
hostility toward the Jewish people. 

FREEDOM FIGHTERS -- People who take part in a violent struggle to achieve a political 
goal. Once-upon-a-world-ago, people who murdered innocent civilians for political gain 
were called "terrorists." The dumbing down of this terminology is rhetorical justification of 
heinous crimes and is incitement intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian 
consciousness and hostility toward the Jewish people. 

GRANTS -- Sums of money given by an organisation for a particular purpose. During the 
peace talks and ever since, money was paid by the PA to the families of cold-blooded 
murderers sitting in Israeli jails. This financial incitement is intended to deepen the hatred 
in Palestinian consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

HATE SPEECH -- Speech that attacks a person or group on the basis of race, religion, 
ethnicity, gender, or sexual orientation. During the peace talks and ever since, the PA 
religious affairs minister maintained that the conflict with Israel is religious and not 
territorial. In a sermon, he proclaimed, "Allah has preordained for us 'ribat' (religious 
war). ... This is not merely a struggle over a piece of land here or there, not at all." This 
religious incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness and 
provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

INDOCTRINATION -- A process in which a person or group is taught to accept a set of 
beliefs uncritically. From the age of kindergarten, children are subjected to indoctrination 
through television, summer camps and the education curriculum. They are primed to hate 
and are taught that the most noble cause is to be a martyr. Footage of innocent children 
strapped to suicide belts are frequent in the PA media. This child abuse is incitement that 
is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness and provoke hostility toward 
the Jewish people. 

JUDENFREI -- A Nazi term used during the Holocaust denoting an area to be “free of 
Jews.” The PA has adopted the same goal, intending for a future Palestinian state to be 
"Judenfrei." In the PA, selling land to Jews is a crime punishable by death. This fascist 
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incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness and provoke 
hostility toward the Jewish people. 

KILLING -- The premature ending of a person's life. In contrast, "murder" is the unlawful, 
premeditated act of taking the life of another human being without justification or excuse. 
People who are intentionally hacked to death with meat cleavers are "murdered." 
Terrorists who are shot at to prevent them taking another innocent life are "killed." 
Western media and foreign politicians perversely deemed both the fate of the terrorists 
and the Har Nof rabbis as "killed," putting a sinister moral equivalence on their deaths. 
This semantic incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness 
and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

LIES -- Untruths. During the peace talks and ever since, lies have been an integral part of 
the narrative of the PA. Jews killed Arafat, spread AIDS, set fire to Al-Aqsa mosque, steal 
the body parts of Palestinians, have a plan to rule the Middle East, control the banks, 
dominate the media, want to rule the world, are behind the Arab world crisis, are 
committing genocide against the Palestinians and are conducting a holocaust in Gaza. This 
libelous incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness and 
provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

MALEFACTOR -- Offender, criminal, villain, lawbreaker, evildoer. During the peace talks, 
a Bethlehem summer camp was named after Dalal Mughrabi, who murdered 38 Israeli 
civilians. A song was sung in her honour under the auspices of Abbas. This immoral 
incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness and provoke 
hostility toward the Jewish people. 

NEMESIS -- Adversary, foe, opponent, enemy. Within PA-controlled areas, Christians 
have had their churches bombed multiple times by Islamists. Riots against Christians have 
occurred in the Ramallah area and in Gaza the director of the Palestinian Bible Society was 
brutally murdered. This Islamist incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian 
Muslim consciousness and provoke hostility toward those of a different faith. 

OBITUARY -- A notice of a death, typically including a brief biography of the deceased 
person. During the peace talks Abbas mourned the death of one of the planners of the 
Munich Olympics massacre in 1972. In a eulogy, he called him "a wonderful brother" and 
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"companion." This is demagogic incitement intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian 
consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

POGROM -- An organised massacre of a group of Jews. During the peace talks and ever 
since, the Palestinian Broadcasting Corporation sent ideological messages via television 
encouraging people to seek death, kill Jews and redeem Palestine through the blood of the 
martyrs. This ethnic incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian 
consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

QURAN -- The Islamic sacred book. During the peace talks, the PA religious affairs 
minister declared, "This conflict is explicit in the Quran and our obligation with regard to 
it is clarified by the Quran." This theocratic incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in 
Palestinian consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

REFUSAL -- Nonacceptance, dissent, demurral, negation, turndown. During the peace 
talks and ever since, the PA refused to unequivocally recognize Israel’s right to exist. The 
PA denotes its most important cities (aside from Jerusalem) as Haifa, Jaffa, Ashdod, 
Ashkelon, Tiberias, Eilat and Acre. These are Israeli cities that lie within the 1949 armistice 
lines. Israel is erased from the school sign of the PA Education Ministry. Fatah’s youth 
movement also continues to use a logo that erases Israel. The websites of the Agriculture, 
Youth and Sport, and Planning ministries also have maps of a Palestine without the State 
of Israel. This antagonistic incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian 
consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

STEREOTYPE -- A widely held but fixed and oversimplified image or idea of a particular 
type of person. During the peace talks and ever since, Palestinian newspapers and websites 
depicted Jews as greedy, ugly, rats and pigs. Many of the motifs are taken directly from 
Nazi propaganda and the fabricated anti-Semitic document "The Protocols of the Elders of 
Zion." This racial incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness 
and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

TERRORIST -- A person who murder innocents in the pursuit of political aims. During the 
peace talks, the PA prisoner affairs minister honoured a terrorist because her four sons are 
serving 18 life sentences for killing Jews. He also participated in a Bethlehem ceremony 
honouring 73 terrorists serving life sentences in Israeli jails by unveiling a Tree of Freedom 
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of Palestine. This murderous incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian 
consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

UNRWA -- United Nations Relief and Works Agency. Rather than provide "relief," this 
organization cooperates with the Palestinian leadership and in the name of human rights 
exploits and perpetuates their refugee status, exacerbates incitement and facilities the 
deliberate murder of innocent Israelis and inadvertently causes the deaths of innocent 
Gazans. This political incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian 
consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

VIOLATION -- The breaking or failing to comply with a rule or formal agreement. 
According to human rights groups, the PA is one of the biggest violators of human rights 
on record. A member of the Palestinian Independent Commission for Human Rights and a 
British circuit judge reported that the violation of human rights includes honor killings, 
torture, incarceration without trial, cross-amputations and executions. This injurious 
incitement is intended to deepen the frustrations and hatred in Palestinian consciousness 
and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

WESTERN MEDIA -- Agencies of communication via television, radio, newspapers, and 
the Internet originating from civilised, democratic societies. All media have considerable 
influence and moral responsibility. Rather than condemn incitement and violence, the 
Western media tends to justify it and seek to blame exclusively the State of Israel. This 
manipulative incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness and 
provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

XENOPHOBIA -- Intense or irrational dislike or fear of people from other people groups. 
During the peace talks, a theme that was used by the PA was the symbol of a person 
disposing of garbage in a trash can. The remake of this image included a Palestinian flag 
superimposed over the figure, who was throwing a Star of David into the garbage. The 
added text read, "Keep your flag clean." The poster was broadcast on PA TV by the 
Palestinian Red Crescent organisation. This xenophobic incitement is intended to deepen 
the hatred in Palestinian consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

YAHUD -- Arabic for "Jew." Yahud is a term that the PA prefers over "Israeli." With 
increasing frequency, it is preceded by the word "slaughter," and used by terrorists before 
they blow up, hack at or run over Israeli citizens regardless of whether they are Jewish, 
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Muslim, Christian or Druze. This nationalistic incitement is intended to deepen the hatred 
in Palestinian consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 

ZIONISM -- A movement for the re-establishment, development and protection of a 
Jewish nation in what is now the State of Israel. Zionism was also an ideology that was 
embraced by Christian Europe in the 19th century. Western democracies saw themselves 
as facilitating self-determination for the Jewish people in their homeland. Today these 
same countries deem Zionism as racism and accuse Israel of colonialism. This hypocritical 
incitement is intended to deepen the hatred in Palestinian consciousness and provoke 
hostility toward the Jewish people. 
Any individual or group truly "pro-Israel and pro-peace" will possess the integrity to call 
the PA's incitement what it is: intimidating, perjurious, ambiguous, systematic, rhetorical, 
financial, religious, abusive, fascist, semantic, libelous, immoral, Islamist, demagogic, 
ethnic, theocratic, antagonistic, racial, murderous, political, injurious, manipulative, 
xenophobic, nationalistic and hypocritical, and intended to deepen the hatred in 
Palestinian consciousness and provoke hostility toward the Jewish people. 
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The Creative Exegesis of Palestine Liberation Theology 
Most Christians have little awareness that the history of the Church’s relationship with the 
Jews is so bad as to be a complete negation of the Gospel. In medieval Europe, the Catholic 
Church used blood libels to incite the population against the Jews, converted them at 
knifepoint, and murdered them in great number. On Good Friday groups of Christians 
would go out to avenge the death of Christ.  
These pogroms were driven by a particular demonology called replacement theology or, 
also known as supersessionism. Going back to the early Christian father Origen (182–254 
C.E.), this idea holds that, because the Jews denied the divinity of Jesus, all the promises 
God had made to them have been cancelled and transferred to the Christians. Despite that 
fact that God reiterates the everlasting nature of the covenant with Abraham.  
Exiled from God’s love, the Jews had become in Christian eyes worse than pagans. 

After Auschwitz, this vicious theology unsurprisingly disappeared from view. In fact the 
Roman catholic Church in its publication Nostra Atarte corrected supersessionist 
teaching.  
In 1965 the Roman Catholic Church issued the document which brought significant change 
to Roman Catholic doctrine and practice. Nostra Aetate, Latin for ‘In Our Time,’ is a 
document that revolutionised the Catholic Church's approach to Jews and Judaism: 

As holy Scripture testifies, Jerusalem did not recognize God's moment when it 
came (see Luke 19:44). Jews for the most part did not accept the gospel; on the 
contrary, many opposed its spread (see Romans 11:28). Even so, the apostle 
Paul maintains that the Jews remain very dear to God, for the sake of the 
patriarchs, since God does not take back the gifts he bestowed or the choice he 
made. It is true that the church is the new people of God, yet the Jews should 
not be spoken of as rejected or accursed as if this followed from holy 
Scripture.’  40

But it turns out that it only went underground. For now it has returned with a fresh 
geopolitical impetus furnished by “Palestinian liberation theology,” itself a fusion of 
Palestinian political aspirations and Christian supersessionism. 
The Old Testament scholar Walter Brueggemann writes: 

There can be little doubt that the developmental scheme [of historical criticism] 
is informed by Christian supersessionism,* and that it fostered anti–Jewish 
sentiment, saturated with ignorance about the ongoing vitality of the believing 
Jewish community ... Thus I have no doubt that a theological supersessionism* 

  Nostra Aetate. Declaration on the Relationship of the Church to non Christian Religions. Second Vatican Council. 40

October 28, 1965.
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which breeds practical anti–Jewishness, which is rooted in the absolutist claims 
of Christian theology, must be re–examined.  41

It is a variant of liberation theology, the doctrine propounded in the 1960s to suggest that 
socialist revolution was the proper fulfilment of the Christian duty to the poor. In this 
iteration, Jesus becomes a Palestinian persecuted by the Jews while Jesus’s descendants—
who knew he had any?—become today’s Palestinians, crucified in the very land that was 
promised to them. Their liberation would, of course, require the dissolution of the Jewish 
state. 
Palestinian Christians to churches in the West, are rooted in an audacious strategy adopted 
by the Palestinian Authority to deny Israel’s right to exist by changing Jewish history to 
suit its own end. Part of this strategy involves denying that Jesus was a Jew from Judea 
and turning him into a Palestinian who preached Islam. 

Clearly, this is a tall order since Rome didn’t change the name of Judea to Palestine until 
136 C.E., a century after Jesus; and Islam first surfaced in the seventh century C.E. 
Nevertheless, the Palestinian leadership repeatedly claims that Jesus was a Palestinian. 

In his Christmas message last year, the Palestinian Authority president, Mahmoud Abbas, 
described Jesus as a “Palestinian messenger.” In the same month, the PA’s chief 
negotiator, Saeb Erekat, who had described Jesus as “Palestine’s first martyr,” said that 
Jesus was “the first Palestinian after the Canaanite Palestinians.” 

A Fatah adviser who publishes under the name Adel Abd al-Rahman wrote: 
Jesus, may he rest in peace, is a Canaanite Palestinian. His resurrection, three days 
after being crucified and killed by the Jews…reflects the Palestinian narrative, 
which struggles against the descendants of modern Zionist Judaism, in its new 
colonialist form, that conspires with the Western capitalists who claim to belong to 
Christianity. 

While Jesus is represented as a Palestinian Arab, the Jewish people of today are apparently 
not Jews at all. As Mitri Raheb, a Lutheran pastor in Bethlehem, said in 2010:  

“I’m sure if we were to do a DNA test between David, who was a Bethlehemite, and 
Jesus, born in Bethlehem, and Mitri, born just across the street from where Jesus was 
born, I’m sure the DNA will show that there is a trace. While, if you put King David, 

  Brueggemann, W. 1997. Theology of the Old Testament: Testimony, Dispute, Advocacy. Minneapolis: Fortress 41

Press. pp 107–112.
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Jesus, and Netanyahu [together], you will get nothing, because Netanyahu comes from 
an East European tribe [the Khazars] who converted to Judaism in the Middle Ages.” 

Accordingly, the true inheritors of Israel are not the Jews but the Arabs. As the former 
Anglican bishop of Jerusalem, Riah Abu el-Assal, claimed of Palestinian Christians: 

We are the true Israel…No one can deny me the right to inherit the promises, and after 
all the promises were first given to Abraham and Abraham is never spoken of in the 
Bible as a Jew…He is the father of the faithful. 

Such fantastic claims come from interpreting the Bible as a Palestinian supersessionist 
manifesto. The crucible of these claims is the Sabeel Ecumenical Liberation Theology 
Center, located in East Jerusalem and founded in the early 1990s by Father Naim Ateek. A 
major resource used by Anglican clergy, aid agencies, and companies that bring Christian 
pilgrims to tour the Holy Land, this centre produces systematic, theologically based lies 
and libels about Israel. 

Ateek, who is a close friend of many senior Anglican bishops, has redirected at Israel the 
ancient charge of deicide. In December 2000, he wrote that Palestinian Christmas 
celebrations were “marred by the destructive powers of the modern-day ‘Herods’ in the 
Israeli government.”  
In his 2001 Easter message, he wrote: “The Israeli government crucifixion system is 
operating daily. Palestine has become the place of the skull.”  
In a sermon in February of the same year, he likened the Israeli occupation to the boulder 
sealing Christ’s tomb.  
With these three images, Ateek has figuratively blamed Israel for trying to kill the infant 
Jesus, crucifying him, and attempting to prevent his resurrection.  
Ateek’s book Justice and Only Justice inverts history, defames the Jews, and sanitizes Arab 
violence. Modern anti-Semitism is addressed in one paragraph; Zionism is portrayed as an 
aggressive colonial adventure. Courageous Jews are those who confess to “moral suicide” 
and believe Judaism should survive without a state. 

In a similar vein, Jewish statelessness has been turned into a theological imperative by 
those using the Bible to delegitimise Israel. In 1967, a group of Arab Christians issued a 
memorandum entitled “What is Required of the Christian Faith Concerning the Palestine 
Problem.” As the Christian analyst Dexter Van Zile has observed, this document suggested 
that Jewish statelessness was a necessary precursor to the salvation of humanity. Stating 
that “the vocation of the Jewish people is universal not particularist,” the document goes 
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on: “It is clear from this that the creation of an exclusively Jewish state of Israel goes 
directly against God’s plan for the Jewish people and the World.” The end of the Jewish 
people as a political entity was a sign of the first coming of the Son of Man and the advent 
of the Kingdom of God. 
In 2009, a group of Palestinian Arab Christians published the Kairos Document—a 
manifesto named for a Christian resistance statement published in South Africa in 1985, 
with the clear purpose of likening Israel to the apartheid regime. While purporting to be a 
momentous solution to the Middle East impasse, the Kairos Document simultaneously 
claimed that Jewish sovereignty was an affront to God’s plan for humanity, this time based 
on secular notions of human rights. 

Increasingly, such claims are making inroads into Western churches, whose hostility 
toward Israel has long been fuelled by their relationship with churches in Arab countries. 
This hostility has been heavily influenced by the World Council of Churches (WCC), which 
was founded in 1948, within months of Israel’s own founding. The Middle Eastern 
churches that belonged to the WCC had learned to adapt their message over the years to 
placate the Islamic rulers of the Arab countries where they were situated. As a result, the 
WCC hardly ever mentions the persecution of Christians around the world. Instead, it 
displays an institutionalised obsession with demonising Israel. A WCC insider told Paul 
Merkley, professor emeritus of history at Carleton University, Ottawa, and a noted 
authority on Christian attitudes to Israel, that in general “the critique of some Israeli sin 
would be severe, while Arab countries were spared any kind of condemnation in order 
not to jeopardize Christian missionary interests there.” 

The WCC played a key role in bringing about the UN Conference on Racism, Racial 
Discrimination, Xenophobia, and Related Intolerance—the anti-Israel, anti-Jewish 
meeting convened in Durban, South Africa, a few days before 9/11. WCC representatives 
demanded that the UN denounce Israel for “systematic perpetration of racist crimes 
including war crimes, acts of genocide, and ethnic cleansing.” Merkley observes: 

This Durban Declaration was achieved in large part by the active lobbying of the 
World Council of Churches serving as brokers between the Muslim states and 
Western opinion in August 2001. Today, the Durban Declaration serves as the 
source of the mottoes with which respectable people in our part of the world shape 
their campaigns to deprive Israel of her right-to-life. WCC statements on this theme 
are parroted by the official journals and newsletters of the major Protestant 
denominations in the United States and elsewhere around the world. 
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The WCC is particularly influential over progressive Western churches, which subscribe to 
its advocacy for the world’s poor and dispossessed and which have therefore also absorbed 
its narrative about Israel. As Van Zile has observed, for many years now a group of five 
American Protestant churches—the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.), the United Church of 
Christ, the United Methodist Church, the Episcopal Church, and the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church in America—have legitimised the increasingly virulent anti-Israel movement in the 
United States. The general narrative presented by these churches is that Israel could 
unilaterally bring an end to the Arab–Israeli conflict but chooses not to because of flaws in 
its national character. 

Some of their adherents have protested their attacks on Israel. At the Episcopal Church’s 
General Convention in June 2006, three bishops tabled a resolution calling on the church 
to apologise for its “consistently unbalanced approach to the conflict in the Middle East.” 
An explanation accompanying the resolution stated that “virtually all General Convention 
resolutions concerning the Middle East—and all public policy statements by Episcopal 
agencies—have relentlessly criticised the State of Israel, portraying the Jewish state as 
an oppressor nation and the Palestinian people as victims of Israeli oppression.” 

In July 2005, the General Synod of the United Church of Christ passed a “Tear Down the 
Wall” resolution that called on Israel to take down its security barrier but did not call upon 
the Palestinians to stop the terror attacks that prompted its construction. 
That same year, the Church-wide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America 
passed a resolution affirming a “Peace Not Walls” campaign. While exhibiting less animus 
toward Israel than other Protestant churches, it still placed the onus for ending the Arab–
Israeli conflict on Israel. 

There have been repeated attempts to get these churches to withdraw their investments 
from companies connected to Israel. In 2005, the Virginia and New England conferences 
of the United Methodist Church passed resolutions calling for divestment. In 2004, a 
divestment resolution singling out Israel as a target was passed by the general assembly of 
the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.). That resolution also claimed that Israel’s “occupation” 
had “proven to be at the root of evil acts committed against innocent people on both sides 
of the conflict.” 

Although the Presbyterians subsequently rescinded their policy of singling out Israel as a 
target for divestment, in 2012 they voted for boycotting products manufactured in the 
West Bank. 
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This June, the PC(U.S.A.) biennial general assembly will feature yet another attempt to 
divest from Israel in the wake of a document called Zionism Unsettled, a “study guide” 
published earlier this year by the Israel-Palestine mission of the Church. It attacks “the 
theological and ethical exceptionalism of Jewish and Christian Zionism, which have been 
sheltered from open debate despite the intolerable human-rights abuses rooted in their 
core beliefs.” Zionism, it suggests, has destroyed both indigenous Palestinian lives and 
Jewish communities across the globe in a supremacist misinterpretation of God’s word on 
par with “Christian exceptionalist beliefs [that] contributed to the Nazi Holocaust, the 
genocide of Native Americans, and countless other instances of tragic brutality.” 

As for the Church of England, Canon Andrew White, formerly the Archbishop of 
Canterbury’s envoy to the Middle East and now the vicar of Baghdad, is a Christian Zionist. 
According to White,  

Palestinian-influenced replacement theology has now gone viral within the 
Church of England. The biblical God is viewed as the God of the oppressed; the 
Palestinians are the oppressed; and the Church must therefore fight for justice 
against their oppressor, the Jews, so the Palestinians can enter their promised 
land.  

This analysis, says White, in which politics and theology thus became inextricably 
intertwined, has influenced entire denominations, the majority of Christian-
pilgrimage companies, and many of the major mission and aid organisations. 

The British theologian Colin Chapman’s highly influential 2002 book, Whose Promised 
Land? sets out the theological delegitimisation of Israel. Chapman wrote: “The coming of 
the kingdom of God through Jesus the messiah has transformed and reinterpreted all the 
promises and prophecies in the Old Testament.” Jews and Christians had become, in his 
phraseology, one “new man” made of both Jew and Christian, and so this new category of 
person therefore did not warrant a Jewish state. 

“Christian Palestinianism” is spearheaded in the UK by Stephen Sizer, the vicar of Christ 
Church, Virginia Water, in Surrey. Sizer’s book Christian Zionism: Road-Map to 
Armageddon? has been endorsed by many leading British and American bishops and 
theologians. In it Sizer wrote:  

“To suggest therefore that the Jewish people continue to have a special relationship 
with God, apart from faith in Jesus or have exclusive rights to land, a city, and 
temple is, in the words of John Stott [a leading British evangelical], ‘biblically 
anathema.’” 
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Church of England bishops and archbishops systematically present Israel as brutal 
oppressors and the Palestinians as their victims.  
In June 2005, a report by the Anglican Peace and Justice Network—which underpinned a 
short-lived divestiture move—compared Israel’s security barrier to “the barbed-wire fence 
of the Buchenwald camp.” In 2012, the General Synod of the Church of England voted 
overwhelmingly to strengthen ties with the Ecumenical Accompaniment Programme in 
Palestine and Israel (EAPPI), a group that supports the boycott, divestment, and sanctions 
campaign against Israel and brings people to the West Bank to experience what EAPPI 
calls “life under occupation.” 

The chief Christmastime decoration this year at St. James’s Church, Piccadilly, in the heart 
of central London, was in front of the building: a wall 24 feet tall and 100 feet long. This, 
the church informed the public, was a replica of the Israeli wall that surrounds Bethlehem. 
But there is no wall that surrounds Bethlehem. Israel’s security barrier, much of which is a 
simple chain-link fence, takes the form of a wall merely along the area where the risk of 
terrorist infiltration into Jerusalem is very high. Indeed, the sole purpose of the security 
barrier is to prevent terrorist attacks on Israelis. The wall is credited with having 
significantly reduced attacks while attempts to perpetrate them remain persistent. 

Yet this key consideration was all but obliterated by St. James’s Church, whose wall was 
the centrepiece of a two-week-long presentation about Israeli oppression of the 
Palestinians called Bethlehem Unwrapped. The progressive churches have turned 
Bethlehem, that iconic Christian town, into a symbol of Palestinian suffering at the hands 
of Israel. 

This shows breathtaking disregard for the facts. Located a few minutes’ drive down the 
road from Jerusalem, Bethlehem was once predominantly Christian. In 1948, some 80 
percent of its population was Christian; now, it is estimated at between 20 and 40 percent. 
According to Justus Weiner, a legal scholar at the Jerusalem Center for Public Affairs, the 
number of Christians in Bethlehem declined precipitously under Jordanian occupation 
from 1949 to 1967, when thousands of Muslims were settled in the town. 

“Christian Arabs have been victims of frequent human-rights abuses by Muslims,” 
Weiner has written. “There are many examples of intimidation, beatings, land theft, 
firebombing of churches and other Christian institutions, denial of employment, 
economic boycotts, torture, kidnapping, forced marriage, sexual harassment, and 
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extortion. Palestinian Authority (PA) officials are directly responsible for many of the 
human-rights violations. The situation of these Christians has become grim.” 

Naim Khoury is the pastor of Bethlehem’s First Baptist Church. He and his family have 
been systematically harassed and attacked by Muslims. The church has been firebombed 
14 times, and Khoury has been shot at several times in the last decade. Bethlehem’s 
Christians believe this hostility has worsened in recent years. “People are always telling 
them, ‘Convert to Islam. Convert to Islam,’” Khoury has said. “’It’s the true and right 
religion.’” 

The one place in the Middle East where Christians are safe and are thriving is Israel. 
According to Merkley, the Christian population of Israel rose sixfold from about 34,000 in 
1948 to nearly 180,000 in 1998. It is the only country in the Middle East where, over the 
last half century, the number of Christians has grown in absolute numbers and has 
remained stable as a proportion of the whole population. Everywhere else Christian 
populations are in decline, in many cases precipitously. 
And yet, astoundingly, the churches blame Israel for this decline. Shortly before Christmas 
2006, the then archbishop of Canterbury, Rowan Williams, assigned responsibility for the 
flight of Palestinian Christians from Bethlehem to Israeli policies and the security barrier. 
He asked rhetorically: “I would like to know how much it matters to the Israeli 
government to have Christian communities in the Holy Land. Are they an 
embarrassment or are they part of a solution? That’s a question.” 

This scapegoating of Israel is all the more astonishing considering the persecution of 
Christians at the hands of Islam.  
According to Open Doors, a nondenominational Christian group, about 100 million 
Christians are currently being persecuted around the world in more than 65 countries. Of 
the top 10 countries on the list—North Korea, Saudi Arabia, Afghanistan, Iraq, Somalia, 
Maldives, Mali, Iran, Yemen, and Eritrea—eight are majority-Muslim states threatened by 
what Open Doors called Islamic extremism. 

In Egypt, Coptic Christians have been attacked, murdered, and driven out. In Syria, whole 
towns have been emptied of their Christian populations. In December 2013, at least 1,000 
Christians were killed in clashes with Muslims in the Central African Republic. “They are 
slaughtering us like chickens,” one Christian said. In the same year, seven Christian 
churches were torched by Muslims in Russia. 

  Page  of 80 109



Provincial Synod of the Anglican Church of Southern Africa  
Resolution: “Israel sanctions, anti-Semitism, Islamophobia”  

 APPENDIX 4. The Creative Exegesis of Palestine Liberation Theology                              
        Melanie Phillips 
              

In February 2014, jihadists bombed churches in Zanzibar for being “dens of non-
believers.” In March 2014, members of Somalia’s Al-Shabaab militia publicly beheaded a 
mother of two girls and her cousin after discovering they were Christians. The same month 
in Nigeria, more than 150 Christians were butchered in a massacre in Kaduna, one of 
innumerable attacks on Christians there. In Sudan, Christians have been hacked to death 
for refusing to convert to Islam or burned alive inside their churches. In Eritrea, more than 
3,000 Christians are in jail. There are innumerable similar instances. Yet on all this 
carnage among their own flock, the churches are almost totally silent. 

There are two main reasons that progressive Protestant churches have adopted an anti-
Israel narrative. The first is the hemorrhaging of their base.  
Churches that were once in the forefront of social reform in both America and Britain have 
seen their influence dwindle along with their congregations. Championing the “poor and 
oppressed” Palestinians seems to offer a significant role in the national conversation. 

The second reason is the eclipse of faith among the progressive clergy.  
Increasingly unwilling or unable to preach the literal truth of scripture, they have turned 
themselves into campaigners for the poor and oppressed. As a result, the sociological and 
theological positions struck by the WCC penetrated the Western churches and became 
their orthodoxy, too. This was the context that allowed both Palestinian and Western 
Christians to fuse the political and the theological and revive the murderous calumny of 
deicide against the Jews, with Jesus resurrected as the ultimate suffering Palestinian. 

Now there is an even more alarming development. The latest Christians to succumb to this 
delegitimisation of Israel and the return of replacement theology are among the 
evangelicals, the very bedrock of Christian Zionism. This is all the more devastating 
precisely because these Christians take scripture very seriously. Whereas the progressive 
churches have absorbed the Palestinian theological calumny against the Jews almost as an 
afterthought, some evangelicals are rewriting the theology that inspires their every action. 
They are not just anti-Zionists. They are religiously inspired, anti-Jewish supersessionists. 

An early harbinger of this change was a meeting in London in 1986 hosted by John Stott. 
The Lausanne Congress of World Evangelization set up a group called Evangelicals for 
Middle East Understanding to oppose the view that Israel was the fulfillment of biblical 
prophecy. Such people subscribe to a movement that the Christian analyst Paul R. 
Wilkinson has termed “Christian Palestinianism.” 
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In his book Who are God’s People in the Middle East?, Gary Burge recounted how he 
converted from Christian Zionism after being told by Father George Makhlour of St. 
George’s Greek Orthodox Church in Ramallah: “The Church has inherited the promises of 
Israel. The Church is actually the new Israel.” Burge came to believe that “followers of 
Jesus were the new people of God. And they would inherit the history and the promises 
known throughout the Old Testament…Whatever the ‘land’ meant in the Old Testament, 
whatever the promise contained, this now belonged to Christians.” 

In March this year, some 600 or so evangelical Christians attended a four-day event in 
Bethlehem called Christ at the Checkpoint. The subtext of this conference was a fusion of 
theologically based Christian Jew-hatred, Palestinian victimology, and a wholesale 
rewriting of history. One witness, Brian Schrauger, wrote: “Except for explicit calls to 
violence, every part, every aspect of rhetoric by Islamic Fatah and Hamas was 
brilliantly, horrifically ‘Christianized.’ In the aftermath of attendance, I find myself 
nauseous, shocked, and soiled in my soul.” 

This was the third high-profile conference under the title of Christ at the Checkpoint (or 
CatC, as the organizers call it). These gatherings bring together evangelical Christians from 
around the world, according to its manifesto, to “reclaim the prophetic role in bringing 
peace, justice, and reconciliation in Palestine and Israel.” 

What this actually means is that participants tell each other about the “brutal Israeli 
occupation” and “oppression” of the Palestinians, which they cast as a living reenactment 
of the suffering of Jesus at the hands of none other than the forerunners of those very same 
Israeli oppressors, the Jews. They then return home and spread the word among 
evangelical churches. Some dismayed observers have dubbed this the “evangelical 
intifada.” 

For many Christians, both evangelical and progressive, this particular demonisation of 
Israel is irresistible. Through the suffering Palestinians, they can live Jesus’s story in the 
modern world. They don’t need to believe in God. They merely need to see the Palestinians 
as suffering as Jesus suffered. 
And of course the geography is crucial. Those promoting Palestinian liberation theology 
play on the fact that the “Holy Land” is the most important place in the world for 
Christians. As Van Zile says: 
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They bring Christians in to walk the Via Dolorosa; they feel they are walking in the 
path trodden by Jesus as a suffering Christian. The Palestinians fawn over them, 
but the Christians feel they are living the Gospel. They get off on Palestinian 
suffering and Jewish misdeeds. Even though Israel is the one country in the Middle 
East where Christians are increasing, they find Israel intolerable because the Jews 
are supposed to have been wiped off the moral map. So they have to turn them into 
Nazis. 

For the young evangelicals lapping up the lies at the CatC conference, there is an additional 
dynamic. They hate being tarred with the same uncool brush as their parents’ generation. 
In their book UnChristian: What a New Generation Really Thinks About Christianity, 
David Kinnaman and Gabe Lyons conclude that young evangelicals, just like their secular 
peers, find conservative Christianity to be too anti-homosexual, too judgmental, and too 
political. Like John Lennon, they imagine a world with no barriers to peace and love. They 
don’t think of themselves as anti-Israel, because to be “anti-” is not very loving. They tell 
themselves they are instead pro-Palestinian, pro-peace, and pro-love. 

According to Robert W. Nicholson, a young Christian who has written bravely about the 
turn among evangelicals: “Love now trumps all amongst the millennials at CatC. The 
young don’t want to be seen in the same hateful light as their parents. They say in 
relation to same-sex marriage, I just love everyone. So, at CatC Israel is represented as a 
killing machine. It’s such an easy jump to make. Jewish wrongdoing played a big role in 
the early Christian story—so if you give people a sense they are targets of Jewish 
wrongdoing, they feel like Jesus.” 

The young CatC participants are taken on field trips to the “segregation wall,” the 
checkpoints, and the Palestinian areas of East Jerusalem. They are not taken to Jewish 
neighbourhoods. They do not meet Jewish victims of Palestinian terrorism. And they do 
not visit hospitals where Arabs and Jews are treated alongside each other by Arab and 
Jewish doctors. 

The CatC conferences are run by the Bethlehem Bible College and Holy Land Trust (HLT). 
Sami Awad, founder and executive director of HLT, has said the trust has “done training 
in nonviolence for Hamas leaders and other militant groups” and that nonviolent 
demonstrations are “not a substitute for the armed struggle.”In an interview with 
Nicholson, Awad’s uncle Alex, pastor of the East Jerusalem Baptist Church, a professor at 
the Bethlehem Bible College, and a prime CatC organizer, said: 
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The message of Christianity is a universal one that is not interested in ethnicity or 
territory. The new covenant ushered in by the coming of the messiah made the old 
covenant obsolete…What happened in 1948 and 1967 was not moral, and I 
personally don’t believe it had any divine significance. Anyway, there doesn’t 
necessarily need to be a “state” of Israel for the re-gathering of the Jews to be 
fulfilled… I am not anti-Semitic whatsoever. God saved me from that long ago. The 
Jews are still special to God… But so are all people. 

Sweeping Jews out of the land of Israel also means sweeping them out of their own history. 

According to Nicholson, there were claims at this year’s CatC conference that the “first 
naqba” was in 587 B.C.E. when “Palestinians” were “exiled to Babylon,” and the “first 
intifada” was in 70 C.E. when Titus destroyed the Temple. But, of course, it was the Jews 
who were exiled from the land of Israel in those years. He says he also heard claims that 
the Jews of today were really all Khazars, and that it was morally and theologically wrong 
to say Israel was a Jewish state. 
Nicholson was distressed by the reaction of the conference participants to these 
absurdities. “You look around and you see well-meaning Americans nodding along,” he 
said. “They don’t know what did happen in history, they don’t know what it means so 
they just go along with it.” When someone linked terrorism with either Yasir Arafat or 
Israel’s security barrier, people started booing. 

What so deeply alarms close observers such as Nicholson and Van Zile is the insidious, 
mind-bending manipulation of this approach and the bizarre and poisonous beliefs that 
are being swallowed as a result. Prejudice against the Jews, a negation of Jewish suffering, 
and the demonisation of Israel are carefully disguised by a mantra of peace ’n’ love. This, 
the idealistic, naive, and ignorant CatC participants are told, is what Christianity is all 
about. 
Hand in hand with Christian Palestinianism has come the steady Islamisation of the 
Church. Increasingly ignoring its Jewish roots, the Church has reached out instead to 
Islam. In a paper published in 2007, Margaret Brearley, a British scholar of interfaith 
relations and former adviser to the archbishop of Canterbury, wrote that Anglicanism as a 
whole seemed to be gradually uprooting itself from its Judaic heritage. It was no longer 
normative for Anglican clergy to know Hebrew, and, if clergy studied another religion at 
theological college, it was now more likely to be Islam than Judaism. 
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The Church, she wrote, had taken major steps to affirm Islam as a fellow “Abrahamic 
faith.” The most important of these initiatives was a Christian-Muslim seminar called 
Building Bridges, convened by the archbishop of Canterbury in January 2002. The 
proceedings of the inaugural meeting stressed “the shared journey of Christians and 
Muslims” and the “importance of deepening our dialogue and understanding,” especially 
following 9/11. Papers presented by some Muslim and Christian scholars suggested 
equivalence, even unity, between Islam and Christianity. Bishop Kenneth Cragg, for 
example, stated that the “Magnificat and Allahu akbar are the sure doxologies with which 
our two faiths begin” and that “in the mystery of our created human trust…two faiths are 
one,” while Professor David Kerr explained radical Islam “as a form of liberation 
theology.” Brearley wrote: “The rapprochement of Anglicanism and Islam has 
encouraged a process in which any critique of Islamic nationalism or Islamism is either 
extremely muted or completely absent.” 

The essential problem, says Canon Andrew White, is the lack of will in the church to face 
the difference between Judaism and Islam. “They don’t want to recognize that their faith 
comes from Judaism,” he said. “They talk instead of the ‘children of Abraham’ as if we are 
all in it together. The reality is, however, that although Islam and Judaism have a lot in 
common in terms of customs, they are as far apart as Christianity is from heathenism.” 

As a result, the Church of England is conniving at an obnoxious historical revisionism. 
Muslims claim not only that they inhabited the land of Israel before the Jews but also that 
Islam was somehow the real Judaism before the Jews corrupted their own religion. The 
Koran says Islam came before Judaism and Christianity, and was the faith practiced by 
Abraham, who was a Muslim (3:67–68). It refers to Islam as the religion of Abraham many 
times (2:130, 135; 3:95; 4:125; 6:161). Islamic tradition teaches that it is Ishmael, not Isaac, 
whom God orders Abraham to sacrifice. It teaches that Jews and Christians corrupted their 
scriptures, so Allah sent a fresh revelation through Mohammed. This cancelled out 
Judaism and Christianity and brought people back to the one true religion of Islam that 
Abraham had practiced. 

The existence of Israel as a Jewish state is thus anathema because Islam teaches that the 
Muslims are in fact the real, authentic Jews. As Osama bin Laden declared in his “Letter to 
the American People”: 

It is the Muslims who are the inheritors of Moses (peace be upon him) and the 
inheritors of the real Torah that has not been changed. Muslims believe in all of the 
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Prophets, including Abraham, Moses, Jesus, and Muhammad, peace and blessings 
of Allah be upon them all. If the followers of Moses have been promised a right to 
Palestine in the Torah, then the Muslims are the most worthy nation of this. 

Christians would seem increasingly to agree. 

The really difficult problem is that supersessionism is not some fringe theology but is 
deeply rooted in Christian thinking. At the most basic level, the Church believes that 
Christianity superseded Judaism. The Holocaust caused Western churches to rethink this, 
although those in Eastern countries remained unmoved. But whereas in the 1965 Papal 
encyclical Nostra Aetate, the Catholics tried openly to face up to and repudiate their own 
anti-Jewish thinking, the Protestant churches quietly brushed supersessionism under the 
carpet. 
This failure to address the theological roots of Christian anti-Jewish prejudice left the 
Protestant churches open to the politically opportunistic and revisionist Palestinian 
application of the doctrine and its use as a weapon against the State of Israel. 

In all the uproar over the boycott, divestment, and sanctions movement and the campaign 
to delegitimise Israel, the role of Protestant churches has received scant attention. This is a 
terrible mistake. The return of replacement theology is of the greatest possible significance 
to the way Israel is regarded in the West. The Church still has great influence over Western 
culture. Even in Britain, people think Christian clerics embody integrity, conscience, and 
truth-telling; when they assert that Israel is a racist, oppressive, aggressive state, they are 
believed. And in the United States, such is the centrality of Christianity and the Hebrew 
Bible that if this theological and political slide into untruth and hatred is not stopped, there 
will be drastic consequences—not just for support of Israel but for American society. 

As Christians are murdered by Islamists across the world, some of their churches are 
directing their passions elsewhere. They are busily rewriting history, constructing a 
theology out of gross political distortion and lining up once again with historic forces of 
unfathomable darkness. It is not just the State of Israel that is being threatened as a result. 
Stamping upon its parent, the Church is embracing its own assassin—and the West’s 
potential nemesis. 

Melanie Phillips is a British journalist and author. She is best known for her controversial column about 
political and social issues which currently appears in the Daily Mail. Awarded the Orwell Prize for 
journalism in 1996, she is the author of All Must Have Prizes, an acclaimed study of Britain's educational 
and moral crisis, which provoked the fury of educationists and the delight and relief of parents.  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The Beleaguered Christians Of The Palestinian-Controlled Areas 
By David Raab 

David Raab is a strategy consultant who writes frequently on the Middle East. He is the 
author of "Understanding American Christian Attitudes Regarding Jerusalem," 
Jerusalem Viewpoints #484, (August 15, 2002). 

The Christian community in the areas administered by the Palestinian Authority (PA) is a 
small but symbolically important one. About 35,000 Christians live in the West Bank and 
3,000 in Gaza,  representing about 1.3 percent of Palestinians. In addition, 12,500 42

Christians reside in eastern Jerusalem.  
This population is rapidly dwindling, however, and not solely as a result of the difficult 
military and economic situation of the past two years. Rather, there are numerous 
indications that the Christian population is beleaguered due to its Christianity. Taken in 
context of the condition of Christians in other Middle Eastern countries, this picture is 
especially credible and troubling. 

A Second-Class People 
Under Islam, Christians are considered dhimmi, a tolerated but second class who are 
afforded protection by Islam. Dhimmitude is integral to Islam; it is a "protection pact" that 
suspends "the [Muslim] conqueror's initial right to kill or enslave [Jews and Christians], 
provided they submitted themselves to pay tribute."  43

However, the reality of Christianity under Islam has often been difficult. "Over the 
centuries, political Islam has not been too kind to the native Christian communities living 
under its rule. Anecdotes of tolerance aside, the systematic treatment of Christians...is 
abusive and discriminatory by any standard....Under Islam, the targeted dhimmi 
community and each individual in it are made to live in a state of perpetual humiliation in 
the eyes of the ruling community."  As described by a Christian Lebanese president, 44

 Daphne Tsimhoni, "The Christians in Israel, the West Bank and the Gaza Strip," Middle East Quarterly, Winter 200142

 Bat Ye'or, Islam and Dhimmitude: Where Civilizations Collide (Teaneck, NJ: Fairleigh Dickenson University Press, 43

2002), p. 41.

 Habib C. Malik, "Christians in the Land Called Holy," First Things: A Journal of Religion and Public Life, January 44

1999.
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Bashir Gemayil: "a Christian...is not a full citizen and cannot exercise political rights in 
any of the countries which were once conquered by Islam."  45

Palestinian Christians have suffered as dhimmis for centuries. An English traveler in the 
Holy Land in 1816, for example, remarked that Christians were not permitted to ride on 
horseback without express permission from the Muslim Pasha.  
Other European travellers to the Holy Land mentioned the practice whereby "a dhimmi 
must not come face to face with a Muslim in the street but pass him to the left, the impure 
side," and described how Christians were humiliated and insulted in the streets of 
Jerusalem until the mid-1800s.  The British consul in Jerusalem wrote that in the Holy 46

Land, particularly in Jerusalem until 1839, Christians were pushed into the gutter by any 
Muslim who would swear: "turn to my left, thou dog." They were forbidden to ride on a 
mount in town or to wear bright clothes.  47

In the early 1900s, sporadic attacks on Christians by bands of Muslims occurred in many 
Palestinian towns.  During the Palestinian Arab revolt in the late 1930s, which involved 48

very few Christians, if Christian villagers refused to supply the terrorist bands with 
weapons and provisions, their vines were uprooted and their women raped. The rebels 
forced the Christian population to observe the weekly day of rest on Friday instead of 
Sunday and to replace the tarboosh with the kaffiyeh for men, whereas women were forced 
to wear the veil. In 1936, Muslims marched through the Christian village of Bir Zayt near 
Ramallah chanting: "We are going to kill the Christians."  49

In the early 1900s, with the Jewish return to the area, Palestinian Christians began to band 
with the Muslims to oppose Jewish immigration, at least in part as a way to deflect Muslim 
hostility away from themselves. As Sir John Chancellor, British High Commissioner in 
Palestine, put it in 1931: "Christian Arab leaders, moreover, have admitted to me that in 
establishing close relations with the [Palestinian] Moslems the Christians have not been 
uninfluenced by fears of the treatment they might suffer at the hands of the Moslem 
majority in certain eventualities."  50

 Bashir Gemayel, Liberte et Securite (Beirut, 1983), pp. 37-38, cited in Bat Ye'or, p. 248.45

 James Silk Buckingham, Travels in Palestine (London, 1821), cited in Bat Ye'or, p. 98.46

 James Finn, as cited in Bat Ye'or, p. 100 and n. 65.47

 Yehoshua Porath, The Palestinian Arab National Movement, 1929-1939: From Riots to Rebellion (London, 1977), p. 48

109, cited in Bat Ye'or, pp. 160-161.

 Porath, pp. 268-70.49

 Yehoshua Porath, The Emergence of the Palestinian Arab National Movement, 1918-1929 (London, 1974), p. 303, 50

cited in Bat Ye'or, p. 160.
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From 1953 until 1967, Jordan undertook to Islamize the Christian quarter in the Old City 
of Jerusalem by laws forbidding Christians to buy land and houses....It ordered the 
compulsory closure of schools on Muslim holidays and authorised mosques to be built 
near churches, thus preventing any possibility of enlargement.  51

Regional Repression of Christians 
The current Christian reality in many Middle Eastern countries is also difficult. In Egypt, 
"Muslim, but not Christian, schools receive state funding....It is nearly impossible to 
restore or build new churches....Christians are frequently ostracised or insulted in public, 
and laws prohibit Muslim conversions to Christianity....Islamic radicals have frequently 
launched physical attacks on [Christian] Copts."  52

Saudi Arabia "is one of the most oppressive countries for Christians. There are no churches 
in the whole country. Foreign workers make up one-third of the population, many of whom 
are Christians. For their entire stay, which may be years, they are forbidden to display any 
Christian symbols or Bibles, or even meet together publicly to worship and pray. Some 
have watched their personal Bibles put through a shredder when they entered the 
country."  53

An official Saudi cleric, Sheik Saad Al-Buraik, pronounced in a Riyadh government 
mosque, "People should know that...the battle that we are going through is...also with 
those who believe that Allah is a third in a Trinity, and those who said that Jesus is the 
son of Allah, and Allah is Jesus, the son of Mary."  54

In Iran, "the printing of Christian literature is illegal, converts from Islam are liable to be 
killed, and most evangelical churches must function underground."  Christians are not 55

allowed to testify in an Islamic court when a Muslim is involved and they are discriminated 
against in employment. A 1992 UN report cites cases of imprisonment and torture of 
Muslims who converted to Christianity and of Armenian and Assyrian pastors, the 
dissolution of the Iranian Bible Society, the closure of Christian libraries, and the 

 Bat Ye'or, p. 235.51

 Jonathan Adelman and Aggie Kuperman, Rocky Mountain News, December 22, 2001.52

 "Muslim Countries Becoming Bolder in Persecuting Christians," Battle Cry Magazine, September/ October 2001.53

 Saudi Telethon Host Calls for Enslaving Jewish Women," from the Saudi Information Service, as reported in the 54

National Review Online, April 26, 2002.

 Adelman and Kuperman.55
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confiscation of all Christian books, including 20,000 copies of the New Testament in 
Farsi.  56

In Israel, too, Muslim fundamentalists seek to assert dominance over Christian Arabs. 
"Attacks against and condemnation of Christians are also often heard in mosques, in 
sermons and in publications of the Muslim Movement."  In Nazareth, a significant clash 57

developed in recent years when Muslims sought to build a grand mosque next to the 
Basilica of the Annunciation, the dominant Christian landmark in the town.   58

Official PA Domination of Christians 
Islam is the official religion of the Palestinian Authority.  In addition, fundamentalist 59

Hamas and Islamic Jihad have promoted Islamic influence on Palestinian society. 
Officially, the PA claims to treat Palestinian Christians equally and pointedly seeks to 
display this publicly. Christmas is an official holiday. Arafat has stated as his mission "the 
protection of the Christian and Muslim holy places,"  and several Christians have held 60

prominent PA positions. 
Occasionally, however, contrary messages slip through. In a Friday sermon on October 13, 
2000, broadcast live on official Palestinian Authority television from a Gaza mosque, Dr. 
Ahmad Abu Halabiya proclaimed: "Allah the almighty has called upon us not to ally with 
the Jews or the Christians, not to like them, not to become their partners, not to support 
them, and not to sign agreements with them."  61

In addition, no PA law protects religious freedom.  While asserting that all Palestinians' 62

"liberty and freedom to worship and to practice their religious beliefs are protected," a 
PA Information Ministry statement also stresses that: "The Palestinian people are also 
governed by [Islamic] Shari'a law...with regard to issues pertaining to religious matters. 
According to Shari'a Law, applicable throughout the Muslim world, any Muslim who 
[converts] or declares becoming an unbeliever is committing a major sin punishable by 

 Bat Ye'or, p. 225.56

 Raphael Israeli, Green Crescent Over Nazareth: The Displacement of Christians by Muslims in the Holy Land (Frank 57

Cass: London, 2002), p. 60.

 Serge Schmemann, "Israelis Bar Mosque on Site in Nazareth," International Herald Tribune, March 4, 2002.58

 Tsimhoni.59

 Ibid.60

 MEMRI Special Dispatch No. 138, October 13, 2000.61

 U.S. Department of State, International Religious Freedom Report: Israel and the Occupied Territories, October 26, 62

2001.
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capital punishment...the [Palestinian Authority] cannot take a different position on this 
matter."  63

In attempting to assuage Christians, the statement goes on to say that capital punishment 
for conversion "has never happened, nor is it likely to happen" in the Palestinian 
territories, but that "norms and tradition will take care of such situations should they 
occur." 
The PA's judicial system also does not ensure equal protection to Christians. For example, 
an Israeli government report noted the failure of the judicial system in Bethlehem to 
provide protection to Christian land-owners.  
The Comtsieh family (a Christian family) has a plot of land with a building that serves as a 
business centre in the city. Several years ago a Moslem family from Hebron took 
possession of the building and started to use it without permission. The Comtsieh family 
filed a claim with the judicial system and after long and arduous court hearings, the court 
ruled in the claimant's favour. 
However, the verdict was never enforced by the police and representatives of the family 
from Hebron later appeared with a new court verdict (signed by the same judge who ruled 
in the claimants' favour previously), canceling the previous verdict and ratifying the 
Hebron family's ownership of the property.  64

An Israeli government report in 1997 asserted more direct harassment of Christians by the 
PA.  
In August 1997, Palestinian policemen in Beit Sahur opened fire on a crowd of Christian 
Arabs, wounding six. The Palestinian Authority is attempting to cover up the incident and 
has warned against publicizing the story. The local commander of the Palestinian police 
instructed journalists not to report on the incident.... 
In late June 1997, a Palestinian convert to Christianity in the northern West Bank was 
arrested by agents of the Palestinian Authority's Preventive Security Service. He had been 
regularly attending church and prayer meetings and was distributing Bibles. The 
Palestinian Authority ordered his arrest.... 
The pastor of a church in Ramallah was recently warned by Palestinian Authority security 
agents that they were monitoring his evangelistic activities in the area and wanted him to 
come in for questioning for spreading Christianity.  

 Palestinian Authority Ministry of Information, December 1997, as reported in http://www.lawsociety.org/Reports/63

reports/1998/crz4.html.

 Danny Naveh (Israeli Minister of Parliamentary Affairs), The Involvement of Arafat, PA Senior Officials and 64

Apparatuses in Terrorism against Israel, Corruption and Crime, 2002, http://www.mfa.gov.il/mfa/go.asp?
MFAH0lom0.
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A Palestinian convert to Christianity living in a village near Nablus was recently arrested 
by the Palestinian police. A Muslim preacher was brought in by the police, and he 
attempted to convince the convert to return to Islam. When the convert refused, he was 
brought before a Palestinian court and sentenced to prison for insulting the religious 
leader....  
A Palestinian convert to Christianity in Ramallah was recently visited by Palestinian 
policemen at his home and warned that if he continued to preach Christianity, he would be 
arrested and charged with being an Israeli spy.   65

Another report in 2002, based on Israeli intelligence gathered during Israel's Defensive 
Shield operation, asserts that "The Fatah and Arafat's intelligence network intimidated and 
maltreated the Christian population in Bethlehem. They extorted money from them, 
confiscated land and property and left them to the mercy of street gangs and other criminal 
activity, with no protection."  66

Similar findings were reported in the Washington Times following the PA takeover of the 
Church of the Nativity in Bethlehem in April 2002.  
Residents of this biblical city are expressing relief at the exile to Cyprus last week of 13 
hard-core Palestinian militants, who they said had imposed a two-year reign of terror that 
included rape, extortion and executions. The 13 sent to Cyprus, as well as 26 others sent to 
the Gaza Strip, had taken shelter in the Church of the Nativity, triggering a 39-day siege 
that ended Friday. 
Palestinians who live near the church described the group as a criminal gang that preyed 
especially on Palestinian Christians, demanding "protection money" from the main 
businesses, which make and sell religious artifacts. 
"Finally the Christians can breathe freely," said Helen, 50, a Christian mother of four. "We 
are so delighted that these criminals who have intimidated us for such a long time are 
now going away."   67

Adding insult to injury, during this reign of terror, the PA's Al Aqsa Martyrs Brigades 
(declared a terrorist organization by the United States) sent a letter to the Bethlehem 
municipality "requesting" aid in the form of monetary contributions for military 
operations. Cynically adding a symbol of Christianity to their extortion demand, the letter 

 The Palestinian Authority's Treatment of Christians in the Autonomous Areas, Israeli Government, October 1997, 65

translated to English by IMRA.

 Naveh.66

 Sayed Anwar, "Exiled Palestinian Militants Ran Two-Year Reign of Terror," Washington Times, May 13, 2002.67
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was signed "Fatah/Al Aqsa Martyrs (and Church of) Nativity Brigades" [emphasis 
added].   68

PA Disrespect for Christian Holy Sites 
The PA has shown contempt for certain Christian holy sites, and there has been significant 
desecration as well. For example, without prior consent of the church, Yasser Arafat 
decided to turn the Greek Orthodox monastery near the Church of the Nativity in 
Bethlehem into his domicile during his visits to the city.  On July 5, 1997, the PLO seized 69

Abraham's Oak Russian Holy Trinity Monastery in Hebron, violently evicting monks and 
nuns.  70

After the outbreak of Palestinian violence in September 2000, the PA's Tanzim militia 
chose the Christian town of Beit Jala to shoot at Jerusalem over other locations from which 
they could have similarly targeted communities built on land captured in 1967. They 
specifically positioned themselves in or near Christian homes, hotels, churches (e.g., St. 
Nicholas), and the Greek Orthodox club, knowing that a slight deviation in Israeli return 
fire would harm Christian institutions or homes.  71

At one point, Andreas Reinecke, head of the German Liaison office to the PA, protested:  
I would like to draw your attention in this letter to a number of incidents which occurred at 
"Talitakoumi" school in Beit Jala...which is funded mainly by the Protestant Church in 
Berlin. Over the last few days the school staff noticed attempts on the part of several armed 
Palestinians to use the school premises and some of its gardens for their activities. If they 
succeed in doing this, an Israeli reaction will be inevitable. This will have a negative impact 
on the continuation of the functioning of the school, in which no less than 1,000 
[Christian] Palestinians study....You cannot imagine the kind of upheaval which will be 
provoked among the supporters of this school [in Germany] should they discover that the 
school premises are used as a battle ground.  72

The most glaring example of PA disregard for the holiness of Christian shrines, however, 
was the April 2002 takeover of the Church of the Nativity in Bethlehem by PA forces and 
their taking over 40 Christian clergy and nuns as hostages. As confirmed by a senior 
Tanzim commander, Abdullah Abu-Hadid, "The idea was to enter the church in order to 

 Naveh.68

 The Palestinian Authority's Treatment of Christians in the Autonomous Areas.69

 Associated Press, as reported in Yoram Ettinger, "The Islamization of Bethlehem by Arafat," Jerusalem Cloakroom 70

#117, Ariel Center for Policy Research, December 25, 2001.

 Ibid.71

 Letter from Andreas Reinecke to Colonel Jibril Rajoub, Head of the PA Preventive Security Apparatus in the West 72

Bank, May 5, 2002, from IDF Spokesperson, May 12, 2002.
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create international pressure on Israel....We knew beforehand that there was two years' 
worth of food for 50 monks. Oil, beans, rice, olives. Good bathrooms and the largest wells 
in old Bethlehem. You didn't need electricity because there were candles. In the yard they 
planted vegetables. Everything was there."  73

The PA Takeover of the Church of the Nativity 
On April 2, 2002, as Israel implemented its Defensive Shield operation to combat the 
Palestinian terrorist infrastructure, in Bethlehem "a number of terrorists took over St. 
Mary's Church grounds and...held the priest and a number of nuns there against their will. 
The terrorists used the Church as a firing position, from which they shot at IDF soldiers in 
the area. The soldiers did not return fire toward the church when fired upon [emphasis 
added]. An IDF force, under the command of the Bethlehem area regional commander, 
entered the Church grounds today without battle, in coordination with its leaders, and 
evacuated the priest and nuns."  74

That same day, "More than 100 Palestinian gunmen...[including] soldiers and policemen, 
entered the Church of the Nativity on Tuesday, as Israeli troops swept into Bethlehem in 
an attempt to quell violence by Palestinian suicide bombers and militias."  The actual 75

number of terrorists was between 150 and 180, among them prominent members of the 
Fatah Tanzim. As the New York Times put it, "Palestinian gunmen have frequently used 
the area around the church as a refuge, with the expectation that Israel would try to avoid 
fighting near the shrine" [emphasis added].  76

And in fact this was the case. The commander of the Israeli forces in the area asserted that 
the IDF would not break into the church itself and would not harm this site holy to 
Christianity. Israel also deployed more mature and more reserved reserve-duty soldiers in 
this sensitive situation that militarily called for more agile, standing-army soldiers.  77

 Yediot Ahronot on May 24 as reported in Daily Alert, Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish 73

Organizations, May 30, 2002.

 IDF Spokesperson, April 3, 2002.74

 Serge Schmemann, "Israeli Military Sends Tanks into Largest West Bank City," New York Times, April 3, 2002.75

 "Sharon Proposes Arafat's Exile While Israeli Forces Shell His Compound," New York Times, April 2, 2002.76

  Amos Harel, "IDF Declares: We Won't Forcefully Enter the Church of the Nativity Holy to Christians," Haaretz, 77

April 5, 2002.
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On the other hand, the Palestinians did not treat it the same way. Not only did they take 
their weapons with them into the Church of the Nativity and fire, on occasion, from the 
church, but also reportedly booby-trapped the entrance to the church.  78

On April 7, "one of the few priests evacuated from the church told Israeli television 
yesterday that gunmen had shot their way in, and that the priests, monks and nuns were 
essentially hostages....The priest declined to call the clergy 'hostages,' but repeatedly said 
in fluent English: 'We have absolutely no choice. They have guns, we do not.'"  79

Christians clearly saw the takeover as a violation of the sanctity of the church. In an 
interview with CWNews, Archbishop Jean-Louis Tauran, the Vatican's Undersecretary of 
State and the top foreign-policy official, asserted that "The Palestinians have entered into 
bilateral agreements [with the Holy See] in which they undertake to maintain and respect 
the status quo regarding the Christian holy places and the rights of Christian 
communities. To explain the gravity of the current situation, let me begin with the fact 
that the occupation of the holy places by armed men is a violation of a long tradition of 
law that dates back to the Ottoman era. Never before have they been occupied - for such a 
lengthy time - by armed men."   80

On April 14, he reiterated his position in an interview on Vatican Radio.  81

On April 24, the Jerusalem Post reported on the damage that the PA forces were causing:  
Three Armenian monks, who had been held hostage by the Palestinian gunmen inside 
Bethlehem's Church of the Nativity, managed to flee the church area via a side gate 
yesterday morning. They immediately thanked the soldiers for rescuing them. 
They told army officers the gunmen had stolen gold and other property, including 
crucifixes and prayer books, and had caused damage.... 
One of the monks, Narkiss Korasian, later told reporters:  
"They stole everything, they opened the doors one by one and stole everything....They 
stole our prayer books and four crosses...they didn't leave anything. Thank you for your 
help, we will never forget it.” Israeli officials said the monks said the gunmen had also 
begun beating and attacking clergymen.  82

 Baruch Kra, "IDF Maintains Cautious Approach in Bethlehem," Haaretz, April 10, 2002.78

 Paul Martin, "Arafat Tells Gunmen to Refuse Deal," Washington Times, April 8, 2002.79

 "Top Vatican Official Speaks on Bethlehem Crisis," CWNews, April 10, 2002, http://www.catholicexchange.com/vm/80

index.asp?vm_id=31&art_id=13065.
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 Margot Dudkevitch, "Gunmen Stole Gold, Crucifixes, Escaped Monks Report," Jerusalem Post, April 24, 2002.82
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When the siege finally ended, the PA soldiers left the church in terrible condition:  
The Palestinian gunmen holed up in the Church of the Nativity seized church stockpiles of 
food and "ate like greedy monsters" until the food ran out, while more than 150 civilians 
went hungry. They also guzzled beer, wine, and Johnnie Walker scotch that they found in 
priests' quarters, undeterred by the Islamic ban on drinking alcohol. The indulgence lasted 
for about two weeks into the 39-day siege, when the food and drink ran out, according to 
an account by four Greek Orthodox priests who were trapped inside for the entire ordeal.... 
The Orthodox priests and a number of civilians have said the gunmen created a regime of 
fear. Even in the Roman Catholic areas of the complex there was evidence of disregard for 
religious norms. Catholic priests said that some Bibles were torn up for toilet paper, and 
many valuable sacramental objects were removed. "Palestinians took candelabra, icons 
and anything that looked like gold," said a Franciscan, the Rev. Nicholas Marquez from 
Mexico.   83

A problem that arose during the siege again shows Christian fear of Muslim domination. 
Two Palestinian gunmen in the church were killed, and the PA wanted to bury them in the 
basilica. "With two Muslim bodies inside the Church of the Nativity, Christianity could be 
facing an absolute disaster in Bethlehem," said Canon Andrew White, the special 
representative of the Archbishop of Canterbury in the Middle East. "It would be 
catastrophic if two Muslim martyrs were buried in the church. It could lead to a situation 
like that in Nazareth," he said.  Only after intensive mediation efforts were plans to bury 84

the bodies inside abandoned. 

The PA and Jerusalem Christians 
Despite having no legal standing in Jerusalem, PA officialdom has acted similarly there. 
The PA, in fact, denies historic Jewish - and thus Christian - ties to Jerusalem. Walid M. 
Awad, Director of Foreign Publications in the Palestinian Ministry of Information, 
asserted: "The location of the [Jewish] Temple on the Temple Mount is in question....There 
are scholars who say that it might be in Jericho or somewhere else 4 kilometers outside of 
Jerusalem." Asked "The New Testament talks of Jesus going to the Temple in Jerusalem. 
Are you suggesting that Jesus went to Jericho rather than Jerusalem?" he responded, "It 
depends on what temple you think he went to."   85

 "'Greedy Monsters' Ruled Church," Washington Times, May 15, 2002.83

 Ori Nir, "Arafat's Terror in Church: Armed PA Security Forces Keeping 50 Youths Hostage in Church of the Nativity 84

Cellar," Haaretz, April 22, 2002.

 Interview with Independent Media Review and Analysis (IMRA), December 25, 1996.85
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U.S. Ambassador Dennis Ross asserted: "The only new idea [Arafat] raised at Camp 
David was that the temple didn't exist in Jerusalem."  86

A Christian leader, Father Marun Lahham, worries, "Frequent Muslim declarations 
that...Jerusalem is [an] Islamic [city] trouble Christians."  87

The PA has begun to interfere with Jerusalem Christians:  
[T]he Palestinian Authority-appointed Waqf (Moslem religious property) authorities 
attempted to break through into the Church of the Holy Sepulcher from the adjacent al-
Hanaqa Mosque. [They] decided to install a latrine on the roof of the Church. According to 
a May 11, 1997, report in Ha'aretz, "A Waqf internal report, written two weeks ago by the 
Waqf's Jerusalem engineer, 'Isam 'Awad, confirms many of the Christians' claims in the 
conflict that has emerged adjacent to the Holy Sepulcher Church regarding construction 
in the Church. The Church's claim [is] that the Waqf has harmed the historical and 
architectural substance of the Holy Sepulcher, as a result of a construction addition to the 
courtyard of the 'Hanaqa,' which leans on the wall of the Holy Sepulcher and even 
darkens it by its height." 
Israel attempted to calm down the conflict after the Churches complained and issued a 
work stoppage order against it, which was promptly ignored. The same Ha'aretz story 
reported that "The Jerusalem district archeologist in the Antiquities Authority, John 
Zeligman, wrote to the Waqf director, 'Adnan Husayni, pointing out to the Waqf the 
damage to a site that is declared to be an antiquity and threatens to go to law if work is not 
halted immediately." Finally, the illegal construction was halted due to Israeli and world 
pressure, but we can be certain that without such pressure the desecration would have 
continued.  88

The PA-appointed Waqf is also working feverishly to convert the Temple Mount, a site holy 
to Christians and Jews, into a mosque and erase any traces of the Temple. In June 2000, 
Ha'aretz reported that "the Islamic Movement in Israel has a master plan to build a 
fourth mosque on the eastern side of the Temple Mount" and that, in fact, according to a 
head of the movement, "the entire area of the Temple Mount is an inseparable and 
integral part of the Al Aqsa Mosque.”  89
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The Wakf made a mockery of the laws of the State of Israel. Wakf officials [had] requested 
and received a permit to open an emergency exit in the new mosque in Solomon's Stables. 
[But], in fact, the Wakf tried to break through four of the underground arches in the 
northern part of Solomon's Stables. To do so, it dug a huge hole 60 meters long and 25 
meters wide in the earth of the Temple Mount...6,000 tons of earth [were] removed. Some 
of it was scattered at dumpsites. Some was dumped in the Kidron River. Antiquities dating 
back to [the first and second Temple eras] were tossed on garbage heaps.  90

Israel Antiquities Authority Director-General Shuka Dorfman affirms "categorically" and 
"in an unequivocal manner, that there is archeological damage being done [by the Waqf] 
to antiquities on the Temple Mount."  Under the "guardianship" of the Waqf, 91

"Palestinian pirates are brazenly digging up Jewish artifacts from the holy Temple 
Mount site and trying to sell them on the black market for as much as $1 million."  92

More recently, since the start of the Palestinian violence, the Waqf has limited Christians 
visiting the Temple Mount, despite the fact that no security considerations whatsoever are 
involved. When Christians are allowed to visit they are harassed by Waqf officials.  

Reduction of Christian Political Power 
Historically, not only has Bethlehem been a Christian city governed primarily by 
Christians, but, with its sister towns of Beit Jala and Beit Sahur, it has been the largest 
enclave of Christians in the West Bank. 
Since assuming control in 1995, however, the PA has been Islamizing Bethlehem. The city's 
municipal boundaries were changed to incorporate 30,000 Muslims from three 
neighbouring refugee camps, severely tipping the demography. The city also added a few 
thousand Bedouins of the Ta'amra tribe, located east of Bethlehem, and encouraged 
Muslim immigration from Hebron to Bethlehem. The net result is that the area's 23,000 
Christians were reduced from a 60 percent majority in 1990 to a minority by 2001. 
Also, defying tradition, Arafat appointed a Muslim from Hebron, Muhammed Rashad A-
Jabari, as governor of Bethlehem. He fired the existing Bethlehem city council that had 
nine Christians and two Muslims, replacing it with a 50:50 council. While the mayor is a 
Christian, the top bureaucratic, security, and political echelons, and the lower levels as 
well, have been drained of Christians.  Furthermore, "according to the new local council 93

 Andrea Levin, "Desperately Seeking the Temple Mount," Jerusalem Post, July 11, 2000.90
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elections' regulations designed by the PA - but not yet put into effect, however - mayors 
will be nominated by the council members in their towns. Christians fear that these new 
regulations will open the way to the nomination of Muslim mayors to the traditional 
Christian towns."  94

While six out of the eighty-eight seats in the Palestinian Legislative Council have been 
reserved for Christians,  representing more than double their proportion in Palestinian 95

society, the Council is a fairly powerless entity. Similarly, no Christian holds a position of 
power in the Palestinian government.  

Harassment of Palestinian Christians by Palestinian Muslims 
Palestinian Christians are perceived by many Muslims - as were Lebanon's Christians - as a 
potential fifth column for Israel. In fact, at the start of the recent violence in 2000, Muslim 
Palestinians attacked Christians in Gaza, as confirmed by Fr. Raed Abusahlia, chancellor of 
the Latin Patriarchate in Jerusalem.  96

Anti-Christian graffiti is not uncommon in Bethlehem and neighbouring Beit Sahur, 
proclaiming: "First the Saturday people (the Jews), then the Sunday people (the 
Christians)."  The same has often been heard chanted during anti-Israel PLO/PA rallies. 97

Accused of wearing "permissive" Western clothing, Bethlehem Christian women have been 
intimidated. Finally, rape and abduction of Christian women is also reported to have 
occurred frequently (especially in Beit Sahur), as was the case in Lebanon.  98

Christian cemeteries have been defaced, monasteries have had their telephone lines cut, 
and there have been break-ins at convents.  99

In July 1994, the Wall Street Journal reported that Palestinian Muslims would not sell land 
to Christians and that Christian facilities and clubs had been attacked by Muslim 
extremists. Christian graves, crosses, and statues had been desecrated; Christians had 
suffered physical abuse, beatings, and Molotov cocktail attacks.  100
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Continuing the Islamic tradition of Saladin - who constructed two mosques contiguous to 
and taller than the Church of the Holy Sepulcher - mosques have mushroomed adjacent to 
and usually taller than churches. Loudly amplified Muslim sermons have been aired 
during Christian services, including the Pope's April 2000 address in Nazareth, which had 
to be halted until the Muslim call to prayer was concluded.  101

In February 2002, Palestinian Muslims rampaged against Christians in Ramallah, and the 
Palestinian Authority failed to intervene. As reported by the Boston Globe,  
The rampage began after Hanna Salameh, a member of a wealthy Christian family, 
allegedly killed Jibril Eid, a Muslim construction contractor from the Kalandia refugee 
camp, after the two men argued at the Israeli army's Kalandia checkpoint....A few hours 
later, hundreds of men poured out of the refugee camp and went to Ramallah, where they 
burned Salameh's house and store. They then burned his brother's store, damaged several 
businesses owned by Christians not related to the Salamehs, and torched the exercise room 
and terrorized more than 100 children at Sariya, a scouting and youth centre. 
Palestinian police did nothing to stop this destruction, according to numerous witnesses, 
but drew the line as the mob moved toward Christian churches, whose leaders the 
Palestinian Authority is cultivating for international support in its struggle with Israel. 
While officials of the Palestinian Authority and of Fatah insisted that the incident was 
simply about revenge and anger, many in Ramallah said otherwise. 

"The truth is this is a problem between Christians and Muslims," said one Christian 
businessman. "There is no security for us. Everyone is taking the law in his own 
hands....This [accused] man's brother, they burned his house, his shops, his cars, and the 
police of Ramallah stood by and watched. This is the democracy of Palestine?" 
"The chief of security at Kalandia was in charge of this rampage," said a Muslim 
shopkeeper. "The mayor of Ramallah came, saw what was happening, and withdrew. I 
am a Muslim, but I condemn this. These are savage people.”   102

Similar attacks have occurred in eastern Jerusalem: 
Over the weekend, a gang of Moslem youths ransacked a pool hall near the Church of the 
Holy Sepulchre, which is frequented by Christian youths. Four of the Christians were 
stabbed and lightly wounded; one of them required hospitalisation. Witnesses said about 
fifty Moslem youths marched through the Christian Quarter to the pool hall Saturday 
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afternoon, chanting anti-Christian slogans. They attacked the Christians inside, and broke 
chairs, tables, and other objects....Old City police chief Dep. Cmdr. David Givati confirmed 
that there have been a number of attacks by Moslems on Christian targets recently.  103

The Palestinian Christian Response 
Under the Oslo Accords, between 1995 and 1997 the Palestinian Authority was given 
civilian control over 98 percent of the Palestinian population of Gaza and the West Bank. 
Instead of embracing PA jurisdiction in the spirit of Palestinian self-determination, 
however, Palestinian Christians are fleeing. 
Palestinian Christians have fled Islamic rule in the past. In the final census conducted by 
the British mandatory authorities in 1947, there were 28,000 Christians in Jerusalem. The 
census conducted by Israel immediately after the Six-Day War in 1967, which ended the 
19-year Jordanian control of the eastern portion of the city, found just 11,000 Christians 
remaining. Some 17,000 Christians (61 percent) left during the days of Jordan's rule over 
Jerusalem.  104

True, there has been a steady outflow of Christians from the Holy Land for some time. 
Daughter communities in North and South America had already outnumbered their 
mother communities by 1948.  But this outflow has accelerated since the rise of PA 105

control.  
Between the 1993 signing of the Oslo Accords and the 1995 transfer of Bethlehem to the 
PA, Palestinian Christians lobbied Israel against the transfer. The late Christian mayor, 
Elias Freij, warned that it would result in Bethlehem becoming a town with churches but 
no Christians. He lobbied Israel to include Bethlehem in the boundaries of Greater 
Jerusalem, as was the Jordanian practice until 1967.  106

In December 1997, the London Times reported: "Life in (PA-ruled) Bethlehem has become 
insufferable for many members of the dwindling Christian minorities. Increasing Muslim-
Christian tensions have left some Christians reluctant to celebrate Christmas in the town at 
the heart of the story of Christ's birth."  The situation has become so desperate for 107

Christians that, "during his visit to Bethlehem, Pope John Paul II felt it necessary to urge 
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Palestinian Christians already in March 2000: 'Do not be afraid to preserve your 
Christian heritage and Christian presence in Bethlehem.’"  108

On July 17, 2000, upon realizing that then Prime Minister Barak was contemplating 
repartitioning Jerusalem, the leaders of the Greek Orthodox, Latin, and Armenian 
Churches wrote to him, President Clinton, and Yasser Arafat, demanding to be consulted 
before such action was undertaken. Barak's proposal also triggered a flood of requests for 
Israeli identity cards by thousands of eastern Jerusalem Arabs. (This, plus the fact that 
Israel's own Christian population is actually growing, refutes any claim that emigration is a 
result of Israel's treatment of Christians.) 
Despite their beleaguerment, Palestinian Christians do not speak out about their situation. 
"Out of fear for their safety, Christian spokesmen aren't happy to be identified by name 
when they complain about the Muslims' treatment of them...off the record they talk of 
harassment and terror tactics, mainly from the gangs of thugs who looted and plundered 
Christians and their property, under the protection of Palestinian security personnel."  109

In fact, the Christians' silence may be precisely because they are a beleaguered minority 
with a long history of dhimmitude. As Lebanese Christian Habib Malik describes:  
This sentiment is motivated primarily by a desire for a unified position vis-a-vis Israel. 
But it also stems from a deeper dhimmi psychological state: the urge to find - or to 
imagine and fabricate if need be - a common cause with the ruling majority in order to 
dilute the existing religious differences and perhaps ease the weight of political Islam's 
inevitable discrimination. The history of Palestinian Christianity has, for the most part, 
been no different from that of dhimmi Christianity throughout the Levant.  110

One Christian cleric in Jerusalem interviewed by this author compared the behaviour of 
Christian dhimmis to that of battered wives or children, who continue to defend and even 
identify with their tormentor even as the abuse persists. 
Palestinian Christians "internalised this dependence on the Muslim majority as a social 

characteristic that persisted even after the Ottoman reforms of the nineteenth 
century abolished these rules....The Christians worried that Muslim religious 
emotions aroused against the Jews might subsequently be turned against them.”   111

 "Yasser Arafat, Christmas, and the PFLP," Jerusalem Issue Brief, Jerusalem Center for Public Affairs, Vol. 1, No. 13, 108
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Apartheid?  
Israel is a democracy in which Arabs vote  

Editor's note-  
Benjamin Pogrund is well equipped to write about apartheid and Israel. He was 
born in South Africa, where he was a leader in the fight against apartheid and 
outspoken proponent of equality as editor of the Rand Daily Mail. He now lives in 
Israel, where he is founding director of Yakar's Centre for Social Concern in 
Jerusalem. he is also co-editor of the newly published book, “Shared Histories: A 
Palestinian-Israel Dialogue".  

 By way of clarification, the Israeli Law of Return does not use a religious criterion to 
decide who is of the Jewish nationality. The Law of Return allows anyone who had 
one Jewish grandparent to return to Israel as a Jew. This creates a conflict with the 
orthodox Jewish religious establishment, who use the halachic religious criterion of 
descent from a Jewish mother.  

 The slogan "Israel as an apartheid state" has been promoted by anti-Zionists to 
delegitimise the basis of Zionism. The analogy is used to legitimise and catalyse 
boycott initiatives such as those that were instituted against South Africa. Some 
people confound it with criticism of the occupation, but the same people would be 
opposed to Israel if there were not occupation.  

             
Apartheid?  

Israel is a democracy in which Arabs vote  
          By Benjamin Pogrund 
  
 Apartheid is dead in South Africa but the word is alive in the world, especially as an 

epithet of abuse for Israel. Israel is accused by some of being “the new apartheid” 
state. If true, it would be a grave charge, justifying international condemnation and 
sanctions. But it isn’t true. Anyone who knows what apartheid was, and who knows 
Israel today, is aware of that. Use of the apartheid label is at best ignorant and naïve 
and at worst cynical and manipulative.  

 Either way, its inappropriate use cheapens the meaning of the apartheid that South 
Africans suffered for so long. Just as overuse of “Nazi” has robbed that once-dreaded 
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word of much of its meaning, as happened during the Gaza Strip evacuation in 
August 2005: the Jewish settlers who yelled “Nazis” at the Jewish soldiers who were 
evicting them, betrayed and diminished the Holocaust which had murderously swept 
over Europe’s Jews 50 years earlier.  

 The word "apartheid" was coined in the 1920s for Calvinist religious purposes but 
became widely known through the general election in 1948 as the expression of 
Afrikaner nationalist political, social and economic policy. It can be defined as racial 
separation and discrimination, institutionalised by law in every aspect of everyday 
life, imposed by the white minority and derived from belief in white racial 
superiority. 

 The description of Israel as an “emerging apartheid state” began to roll perhaps 
around 2000 and gained wider currency during the regional conferences leading up 
to the UN Anti-racism conference in Durban in August/September 2001.  
The anti-racism conference of NGOs adopted resolutions condemning Israel as an 
“apartheid state” and called for an international policy of total isolation “as in the 
case of South Africa which means the imposition of mandatory and comprehensive 
sanctions and embargoes (and) the full cessation of all links…”. There were also 
repeated references to “genocide” in descriptions of Israel’s behaviour towards 
Palestinians, plus denunciations of Zionism, Israel’s founding philosophy, as “racism” 
in a transparent attempt to reinstate the now rescinded 1975 UN resolution 
condemning Zionism as a crime against humanity akin to apartheid.  

 The sponsors of these statements and their supporters were so wild and off the mark 
in their language and actions that they discredited themselves. In addition, that is, to 
creating near-total distraction from the anti-racism cause which was the purpose of 
their being there. The conference of governments that immediately followed the NGO 
meeting rejected virtually every one of the attacks on Israel.  
Later, South Africa’s Deputy Foreign Minister, Aziz Pahad, spoke of the “disgraceful 
events” surrounding the NGO conference and said: “I wish to make it unequivocally 
clear that the South African government recognises that part of that component 
was hijacked and used by some with an anti-Israel agenda to turn it into an anti-
Semitic event.” 

So how does Israel stand in regard to the apartheid and racist claims? 

 First, Israel inside the Green Line (the de facto border after the 1967 war)  
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 Arabs are a substantial minority, about 20 per cent of the population. In theory they 
have full citizenship rights. In practice they suffer extensive discrimination, ranging 
from denial of land use, diminished job opportunities and lesser social benefits, to 
reports of a family ordered off a beach and children evicted from a park. Only some 
5,05 per cent of the 55 500 civil servants are Arabs. Arab villages are often under-
funded and suffer from poor services and roads. Schools receive smaller amounts of 
government revenue, so their facilities are poorer. 

 None of this is acceptable and especially in a state that presents itself as the only 
democracy in the Middle East. But is it comparable with pre-1994 South Africa? 
Under apartheid, remember, no detail of life was immune to discrimination by law. 
Skin colour determined every single person’s life, literally from birth until death: 
where you were born, where you went to school, what job you had, which bus you 
used, what park bench you sat on and in which cemetery you were buried. In Israel, 
discrimination occurs despite equality in law; it is extensive, it is buttressed by 
custom, but it is not remotely comparable with the South African panoply of 
discrimination enforced by parliamentary legislation. The difference is fundamental.  

 In Israel, discrimination occurs despite equality in law; it is extensive, it is buttressed 
by custom, but it is not remotely comparable with the South African panoply of 
discrimination enforced by parliamentary legislation. The difference is fundamental.  
The Israeli situation can perhaps be better likened to the United States: blacks 
enjoyed rights under the Constitution but the rights were not enforced for decades; it 
took the Supreme Court’s historic judgement in Brown vs Board of Education in 1954 
to begin the process of applying the law.  

 The difference between the current Israeli situation and apartheid South Africa is 
emphasised at a very human level: Jewish and Arab babies are born in the same 
delivery room, with the same facilities, attended by the same doctors and nurses, with 
the mothers recovering in adjoining beds in a ward. Two years ago I had major 
surgery in a Jerusalem hospital: the surgeon was Jewish, the anaesthetist was Arab, 
the doctors and nurses who looked after me were Jews and Arabs. Jews and Arabs 
share meals in restaurants and travel on the same trains, buses and taxis, and visit 
each other’s homes.  

 Could any of this possibly have happened under apartheid? Of course not. 

 A crucial, indeed fundamental, indicator of the status of Israel’s minority — and 
another non-comparison between apartheid South Africa and Israel — is that Arabs 
have the vote. Blacks did not. The vote means citizenship and power to change. Arab 
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citizens lack full power as a minority community but they have the right and the 
power to unite as a group and to ally with others. 

Nor does “Zionism is racism” stand up to scrutiny.  
On 29 November 1947, the UN General Assembly voted for partition of the then 
Palestine so as to create a state for Jews and a state for Arabs. For Jews it was 
Zionism come true — the return to their ancestral home and the creation of a refuge 
from centuries-old persecution. They accepted partition but Arabs did not. Israel now 
has a Jewish majority and they have the right to decide how to order the society, 
including defining citizenship. If the majority wish to restrict immigration and 
citizenship to Jews that may be incompatible with a strict definition of the 
universality of humankind. But it is the right of the majority. Just as it is the right of 
Saudi Arabia and other Arab states not to allow Christians as citizens, or the right of 
Ghana and other African states to reject or restrict whites as citizens, or the right of 
South Africa to have a non-racial citizenship policy. It’s the norm for countries to 
have citizenship laws and immigration practices which do not subscribe to universal 
ideals, but which are, on the contrary, based on their perceptions of colour or religion 
or economic class or whatever. Europe demonstrates that every day in dealing with 
would-be economic migrants.  

 Israel’s “Law of Return”, giving every Jew anywhere in the world the right to 
immigration — apart from exceptional cases relating to known criminals and kindred 
miscreants — is part of the majority’s right to decide whom to admit. It stems from 
the original purpose in creating a Jewish state, or a state for the Jews. Orthodox 
rabbis in Israel have a controlling influence in deciding who is a Jew. Descent is 
matrilineal. It is a religious issue — not an “apartheid” one as some claim — which is 
being fought over among Jews, with the Reform and Conservative streams of 
Judaism demanding a role.  

 At the same time, it is clearly unfair from the victims’ point of view for Israel to give 
automatic entry to Jews from anywhere while denying the “Right of Return” to 
Palestinians who fled or were expelled in the wars of 1948 and 1967, and their 
descendants. This unfairness, to put it at its mildest, is a tragic consequence of war. 
Again, however, it is not unique to Israel. The same has happened in recent times, 
often on far greater scales, in Germany, Poland, the Czech Republic, India and 
Pakistan, to list but a few parallel situations.  

 In any event, what is racism? Under apartheid it was skin colour. Applied to Israel 
that’s a joke: for proof of that, just look at a crowd of Israeli Jews and their gradations 
in skin-colour from the “blackest” to the “whitest”. In international usage, “racism” 
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has broadened and now seems to cover any prejudice or discrimination against 
another group. Under this definition, Israel, a young country that was founded less 
than 60 years ago, is a hotbed of discrimination and complaints about discrimination. 
Arabs suffer most but there are constant complaints of discrimination and unfair 
treatment from (Oriental) Sephardic Jews and (Western) Ashkenazi Jews, as well as 
religious and secular Jews. There is no shortage of abrasive reports claiming 
discrimination. One illustration: three prestigious Ashkenazi religious seminaries for 
girls were reported to maintain a quota whereby only 30 per cent of Sephardic origin 
are admitted because they are viewed as inferior; this was described as progress 
because previously the quota was 17 per cent.  

 The non-comparison is seen yet again in the possibilities of change. In South Africa, 
change for the better was simply not possible during at least the first 30 years of 
Afrikaner Nationalist rule. Even if a court occasionally blew a hole in an apartheid 
law, the all-white parliament rapidly enacted legislation to close the loophole. In 
contrast, change is possible in Israel, and change is happening. Gains range from the 
first hiring of Arabs by the parastatal Israeli Electric Corporation, through equality in 
budgets for Muslim cemeteries, to affirmative action in government service such as 
last year’s appointment of the first Arab judge to the High Court of Justice. Change is 
imperfect and too slow and there is backsliding, but it is happening.  

 Even on the critical issue of land: with most of Israel reserved for Jews, an Arab 
nurse, Adel Kaadan, has been striving for a decade to move into the Jewish town of 
Katzir. The High Court opened the way for him but bureaucratic tricks have kept him 
out. It seems he is now on the verge of success — and more cases are in the pipeline to 
challenge land discrimination.   

Second, the West Bank  
 It is occupied by Israel. No occupation can be benign. Israeli harshness and misdeeds 

are reported day in and day out by Israeli media. Everyone is suffering, Palestinians 
as victims and Israelis as perpetrators. Death and maiming haunts everyone in the 
occupied territories and in Israel itself. Occupation is brutalising and corrupting both 
Palestinians and Israelis. The damage done to the fabric of both societies, moral and 
material, is incalculable.  

 But it is not apartheid. Palestinians are not oppressed on racial grounds as Arabs, 
but, rather, as competitors — until now, at the losing end — in a national/religious 
conflict for land.  
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 The word “Bantustan” is often used to describe Israel’s policy about a future 
Palestinian state. It might look like that, superficially. But the root causes — and even 
more, the intentions — are different. White South Africans invented the Bantustans 
to pen blacks into defined areas that served as reservoirs of labour; blacks were 
allowed to leave only when needed to work in white South Africa’s factories, farms, 
offices and homes. The Israeli aim is the exact opposite: it is to keep Palestinians out, 
having as little to do with them as possible, and letting in as few as possible to work. 
Instead, workers from other countries are imported to do the jobs that Israelis will 
not do. 

 If Israel were to annex the West Bank and control voteless Palestinians as a source of 
cheap labour — or for religious messianic reasons or strategic reasons — that could 
indeed be analogous to apartheid. But it is not the intention except in the eyes of a 
minority — settlers and extremists who speak of “transfer” to clear Palestinians out of 
the West Bank, or who desire a disenfranchised Palestinian population. The majority 
of Israelis — 60 to 70 per cent, opinion polls consistently show — want to get out of 
the West Bank, with divergences of opinion only on where the final borders with a 
Palestinian state should be drawn.  

 The separation barrier/wall/fence currently being built is part of this scheme. Its 
immediate purpose is to prevent Palestinian suicide-bombers from entering Israel. 
That aim enjoys popular Israeli support. Had it been confined to that and had the 
barrier run along the Green Line it would have been an ugly blot on the landscape as 
well as a statement of the failure to achieve peace. However, the barrier has gone 
further: the Israeli government is using it as a land grab, intruding into the territory 
that everyone knows should be the future Palestinian state. About eight per cent of 
that Palestinian land is inside the barrier, on the Israeli side. One of the effects is 
gross disruption of the lives of thousands of Palestinians who face extreme difficulty 
in gaining access to jobs, hospitals, schools and their fields.  

 The barrier/wall/fence, as it now is, is a repugnant aspect of Israeli policy, and all the 
more so because it is also meant to protect scores of Jewish settlements on the West 
Bank. But it is not apartheid. Calling it the “Apartheid Wall” is a debasement of the 
word for the sake of slick propaganda. 

 “Apartheid” is used in this case and elsewhere because it comes easily to hand: it is a 
lazy label for the complexities of the Middle East conflict. It is also used because, if it 
can be made to stick, then Israel can be made to appear to be as vile as was apartheid 
South Africa and seeking its destruction can be presented to the world as an equally 
moral cause. 
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 Israel has withdrawn from the Gaza Strip (although consequent problems such as 
border control still have to resolved). Now the pressure is to end West Bank 
occupation. It must happen because it is the only way to secure peace with 
Palestinian and Israeli states living side by side. There’s a hard haul ahead, to 
negotiate evacuation and possible land swaps to compensate for land, such as in the 
towns which have been built with populations of up to 35 000 and which Israel wants 
to retain. It would, however, be unrealistic to believe that withdrawal from the West 
Bank will be enough in itself. Peace can only ultimately come when the rejectionists 
— the Palestinian organisations like Hamas and Islamic Jihad, and Arab states like 
Iran — accept the fact of Israel’s existence. 

 Is a binational state the answer? On the face of it, of course. Unfortunately, and for 
the foreseeable future, it belongs to a never-never land. It looks more attractive the 
further one is from the Middle East. On the ground it enjoys support only from the 
extremes on both sides. It’s a non-starter for the vast majority of Israelis because it 
would mean the end of the Jewish state. Those who propagate from afar lack a sense 
of Jewish history and the survival ethos created by centuries of persecution. Nor do 
most Palestinians want it. Why should they drown themselves in a joint state which 
will be dominated by Jews in every walk of life, whether the economy, government or 
the professions? Rather their own Palestinian pond in which they will be the masters. 

 Instead of one-sided attacks on Israel, which are not only counter-productive but 
raise worrying questions about motives, there should be an unequivocal commitment 
to peace. Genuine peace efforts should have twin aims: first, to persuade Israel to end 
the occupation and help a viable Palestinian state to come into being; and second, to 
persuade the rejectionists to change so that Israelis need no longer fear annihilation 
if they let down their guard.  

              


