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piece of the truth. 

 

2.   Raymond Ibrahim           Robert Fisk demonises MidEast's 

persecuted Christians 

 

Middle East Forum, 28 June 2012 
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Note to boycotters: Israel is not a thief  

    

 

David Suissa, Jewish Journal.com. 3 July 2012 

 

  

 

http://www.jewishjournal.com/david_suissa/article/note_to_boycotters_is

rael_is_not_a_thief_20120703 

 

  

 

There is an obvious way to respond to author Alice Walker’s refusal to 

allow her novel “The Color Purple” to be translated into Hebrew. In 

case you missed it, Walker accused Israel of being “guilty of apartheid 

and persecution of the Palestinian people, both inside Israel and also 

in the Occupied Territories.” 

 

The obvious response is to refute her charges, as many writers have 

done. 

 

As Daniel Gordis wrote in JPost: “Walker writes as though the 

Palestinians are identical to the blacks of South Africa; they suffer 

only because of the color of their skin (or their ethnicity, in this 

case), not because of anything they have done. She writes as though 

Israel is the only obstacle to their ‘freedom,’ as though Israel is, as 

a matter of policy, committed to perpetuating their second-class status 

without end. But no reasonable reading of the Middle East justifies any 

such claim.” 

 

Gordis adds: “[Walker] even makes a point of saying that Israel is 

guilty of apartheid inside the Green Line as well. But name a single 

country in which some minorities do not get the short end of the stick. 

Is every country on the planet therefore guilty of apartheid? And if 

so, why boycott only Israel? It can’t be because of Israel’s social 

policies, which are far better than those of many other countries that 

Walker is not boycotting.” 

 

I agree with everything Gordis said, but I also think he didn’t go far 

enough. 

 



Here’s my theory: As long as the world believes that Israel is an 

“illegal occupier,” nothing we do or say will make much difference. The 

haters and boycotters of Israel will keep exploiting that perception. 

The stench of the illegal occupation will continue to undermine the 

good that Israel does, inside or outside Israel. 

 

In other words, the strongest case Israel can make against boycotters 

is to show, once and for all, that it is not a thief. 

 

Israel’s historic mistake has been to unwittingly reinforce, in its 

search for peace, the dubious and dangerous narrative that it is 

returning stolen land. 

 

When Israel made its peace offers, it never said: “We believe that, 

according to international law, Israel has a legitimate claim to Judea 

and Samaria. But for the sake of peace, we’re willing to give up most 

of that land.” 

 

By focusing on security and failing to make this legal claim, Israel 

allowed the illegal narrative to take hold — and the haters and 

boycotters went on to have a field day. 

 

As if that weren’t bad enough, Israel’s land concessions were perceived 

as worthless. Since the Palestinians believed that all the land already 

belonged to them, and no one ever disabused them of that notion, what 

was there to negotiate?  

 

The sad part is that Israel could have made a strong case that the 

territories are not, in fact, stolen land. At the very least, they had 

enough evidence to argue that the land is “disputed” rather than 

“occupied.” For example: 

 

Jeffrey S. Helmreich, author and writer for the Jerusalem Center for 

Public Affairs: “The settlements are not located in ‘occupied 

territory.’ The last binding international legal instrument which 

divided the territory in the region of Israel, the West Bank and Gaza 

was the League of Nations Mandate, which explicitly recognized the 

right of Jewish settlement in all territory allocated to the Jewish 

national home in the context of the British Mandate. These rights under 

the British mandate were preserved by the successor organization to the 

League of Nations, the United Nations, under Article 80 of the U.N. 

Charter.” 

 

Stephen M. Schwebel, professor of International Law at Johns Hopkins 

University School of Advanced International Studies (Washington), and 

President of the International Court of Justice from 1997 to 2000: 

“Where the prior holder of territory [Jordan] had seized that territory 

unlawfully, the state which subsequently takes that territory in the 

lawful exercise of self-defense [Israel] has, against that prior 

holder, better title.” 

 

Eugene W. Rostow, former U.S. Under Secretary of State for Political 

Affairs and Distinguished Fellow at the U.S. Institute for Peace: “The 

Jewish right of settlement in the West Bank is conferred by the same 

provisions of the Mandate under which Jews settled in Haifa, Tel Aviv 

and Jerusalem before the state of Israel was created. … The Jewish 

right of settlement in Palestine west of the Jordan River, that is, in 



Israel, the West Bank, Jerusalem and the Gaza Strip, was made 

unassailable. That right has never been terminated. …” 

 

There are plenty of books and essays that elaborate on the above. But 

the point here is not to defend the wisdom of the occupation; you can 

believe that the occupation is the dumbest move Israel ever made and 

still believe there is value in making a legal claim to the land. In 

fact, maybe the occupation will end only after Israel regains its moral 

standing by showing it is not occupying stolen land. 

 

A thief is never credible. Israel needs to face the monster head-on and 

begin an all-out campaign defending its legitimate claims to Judea and 

Samaria. It’s the most powerful way to counter the boycotters.  

 

There will always be haters of Israel, but we don’t have to make it 

easier for them. Before Israel can make peace, it needs to reclaim a 

piece of the truth.  

 

  

 

Robert Fisk demonises MidEast's persecuted Christians 

 

Raymond Ibrahim, Middle East Forum, 28 June 2012 

 

http://www.meforum.org/3279/robert-fisk-demonizes-christians 

 

Robert Fisk, the Middle East correspondent for the U.K.'s widely-read 

Independent, recently showed why it is that Islamic jihadists and 

terrorists, including the late Osama bin Laden 

<http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2012/may/03/al-quaida-cunning-methods-

us-news> , strongly recommend his propaganda to Western readers. 

 

In a recent article 

<http://www.independent.co.uk/opinion/commentators/fisk/robert-fisk-

hosni-mubarak-has-fallen-assad-clings-on-yet-the-fate-of-their-nations-

is-anyones-guess-7814810.html> , Fisk goes out of his way to demonize 

the abused Christian minorities of the Middle East for supporting those 

secularist leaders most likely to preserve their freedoms and dignity. 

For instance, after portraying the Middle East's "old guard" in the 

worst possible terms, he complains that "Ahmed Shafiq, the Mubarak 

loyalist, has the support of the Christian Copts, and Assad has the 

support of the Syrian Christians. The Christians support the dictators. 

Not much of a line, is it?" 

 

In Fisk's way of thinking, Christians of Egypt and Syria are 

unpatriotic freedom-haters because they support secularists, whereas 

the Sharia-pushing Islamists are patriotic freedom-lovers for not. 

 

"Not much of a line, is it?"—especially from someone who supposedly 

lives and travels in the Middle East and is deemed an authority on the 

region. Completely missing from his narrative is why Christians are 

supporting Shafiq and Assad: because the alternatives, the Islamists, 

have been making their lives a living hell. 

 

Fisk's biased narrative is, of course, not original to him, but rather 

originates with his friends—the Islamists. Soon after the first 

presidential elections in Egypt, many Islamists bemoaned Shafiq's good 



showing, laying the blame directly on Egypt's Christian Copts, who 

reportedly came out in large numbers voting for the secular candidates. 

Tarek al-Zomor, a prominent figure of the Gama'a al-Islamiyya, the 

terrorist organization that slaughtered some 60 European tourists, 

including several of Fisk's countrymen, during the Luxor Massacre, 

"demanded an apology from the Copts" for voting for Shafiq, threatening 

that "this was a fatal error." 

 

Others, like Abu Ismail 

<http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LeqPddy3BM8&feature=relmfu> , the 

Salafi presidential candidate who was disqualified, expressed "great 

disappointment" in "our Coptic brethren," saying that "I do not 

understand why the Copts so adamantly voted for Ahmed Shafiq," 

portraying it as some sort of conspiracy between the Copts, the old 

regime, and even Israel: "Exactly what relationship and benefit do the 

Copts have with the old regime"? 

 

The uncritical Fisk follows suit and asks the same questions, 

portraying the Mideast's Christians as unpatriotic. 

 

Missing from the Islamists'—and Fisk's—narrative is the fact that 

Christians are under attack by Islamists, especially in Egypt and 

Syria, where Christian women and children and regularly abducted, 

molested, and forced to convert; where churches and monasteries are 

regularly attacked; where blasphemy laws imprison or kill and calls for 

jizya are back <http://www.raymondibrahim.com/10872/the-specter-of-

jizya-returns-to-egypt> —in short, where Christians are persecuted (see 

entries for Egypt and Syria in my monthly "Muslim Persecution of 

Christians <http://www.raymondibrahim.com/11713/muslim-persecution-of-

christians-april-2012> " for an idea). Moreover, the ultimate goal of 

Fisk's supposedly "freedom-loving Islamists—the enforcement of a 

decidedly anti-freedom Sharia law—will naturally spell disaster for 

Christians, since this draconian law code emphatically condemns non-

Muslim "infidels" to dhimmi status—barely-tolerated, second-class 

"citizens" of the Islamic state. 

 

Back in the real world, the reaction to Islamist complaints that Copts 

are not voting for them has been one of amazement. As one Coptic 

activist put it <http://www.aina.org/news/20120528191505.htm> : "Did 

they [complaining Islamists] really expect a Christian to choose a 

president to represent him from those who cut off the ear of a 

Christian <http://www.aina.org/news/20110325223845.htm> , blocked the 

railways in objection to the appointment of a Christian governor 

<http://www.aina.org/news/20110502234500.htm>  in Qena, burn down 

<http://www.raymondibrahim.com/8968/no-revolution-for-egypt-christians>  

several churches <http://www.raymondibrahim.com/10492/egypt-destroying-

churches>  and who are diligently working to write a Constitution which 

undermines the rights of Christians?" 

 

Even Egyptian Muslim writer Khaled Montasser 

<http://www.elwatannews.com/news/details/10238> , in an article titled 

"The Muslim Brotherhood Asks Why Christians Fear Them?!" explained that 

the Brotherhood's own official documents and fatwas decree several 

anti-Christian measures, including the destruction of churches and the 

prevention of burying Christian "infidels" near Muslim graves—hence why 

Christians are not voting for Islamists. 

 



As for Syria, since the uprising, "opposition forces"—that is, 

Islamists—have been attacking Christians and churches 

<http://www.raymondibrahim.com/11322/syria-christians-fate> , including 

through "kidnappings and gruesome murders 

<http://barnabasfund.org/US/News/Archives/Syrian-Christians-in-

desperate-straits-will-the-churches-survive.html> ." None of this 

happened before the uprising and under Assad's secular rule. As an 

earlier report <http://www.barnabasaid.org/US/News/Archives/Help-

Christians-affected-by-worsening-crisis-in-Syria.html>  put it, "Should 

Assad fall, it is feared that Syria could go the way of Iraq post-

Saddam Hussein. Saddam, like Assad, restrained the influence of 

militant Islamists, but after his fall they were free to wreak havoc on 

the Christian community; hundreds of thousands of Christians were 

consequently forced to flee the violence." 

 

Should the "opposition" get their way and topple the Assad regime, the 

same brutal pattern experienced by Iraq's Christian minorities 

<http://www.raymondibrahim.com/9440/iraq-christians-persecution> —who 

have been liked to, and killed off like, dogs, to the point of nearing 

extinction <http://www.raymondibrahim.com/10912/iraq-christians-near-

extinction> —will come to Syria, where a preacher recently urged 

Muslims to "tear apart, chop up and feed 

<http://www.ansamed.info/en/news/ME.XEF87899.html> " Christians who 

support Assad "to the dogs." 

 

All of these "subtleties" are completely missed by the Independent's 

Middle East foreign correspondent. Instead, he bemoans how those in 

Washington who support secular rulers "will want to pump up Christian 

fears and frighten the West with the awfulness of 'Muslim 

fundamentalism.'" 

 

At a time when Christian minorities in the Islamic world are 

experiencing a form of persecution unprecedented since the pre-colonial 

era, it is commonplace for Western "reporters" to ignore or whitewash 

<http://www.raymondibrahim.com/11539/media-whitewashes-muslim-

persecution-christians>  their plight. Robert Fisk, however, takes it a 

step further and paints these persecuted Christians as the bad guys, 

thereby facilitating their ongoing sufferings. He and the Independent 

should be ashamed of themselves. 

 

Palestine: A hostage state 

 

Editorial, Arab News, 12 July 2012 

 

  

 

http://www.arabnews.com/editorial/editorial-palestine-hostage-state 

 

The tragedy of the Palestinians has hung like a black cloud over the 

Arab world for almost 65 years. It is inconceivable that a people 

should be corralled like animals in their own country by a dominant, 

nuclear-armed neighbor, backed, through thick and thin, by a 

superpower. Yet that is what Israelis have done to the Palestinians. 

Moreover, there has been systematic theft of Arab land in the Occupied 

Territories, as a way of imprisoning the luckless Palestinians still 

further. 



A report just issued by Oxfam details the enormity of what the Israelis 

are doing. Oxfam’s findings show that illegal Israel settlement 

activity is emasculating the Palestinian economy. It states that 

restrictions on the use of land, water and movements are effectively 

depriving the Palestinians of some $ 1.5 billion a year. 

Some half million Jews now live in over 100 different settlements built 

in contravention of international law on the occupied West Bank and 

East Jerusalem. The continued expansion of settlement activity, says 

Oxfam, coupled with the tough restrictions on the movement of 

Palestinians, is destroying the viability of a future Palestinian 

state. 

There have been systematic demolitions of Palestinian property and the 

taking over of farmland and water, all designed to favor the Israeli 

settlers while pauperizing the people whose rightful land this is. 

Illegal settlers now control 86 percent of the West Bank farmland. 

The fortress like settlements and the infamous barrier that separates 

Palestinians from their own land have all been imposed in the name of 

greater security — to stop the Palestinians from fighting back for 

their own country. However the real agenda has long been perfectly 

clear, not least to its victims. By purloining water and the best land 

and by making normal business and social life impossible, the Israelis 

are laying waste to any hopes of a vibrant and self-sustaining 

Palestine. 

Having already imprisoned the people within their own country, the 

Israelis are ensuring that any Palestine that eventually emerges as an 

independent state will, in fact, be anything but a state. It will 

rather be entirely dependent upon Israel for its economic survival. And 

whatever benefits the Israelis graciously deign to give with one hand, 

they can swiftly take away with the other. 

In short, the Israeli plan is forever to hold the Palestinians hostage 

in their own country. 

For those outside Palestine, the sheer enormity of this scheme is 

breathtaking. For the long-suffering Palestinians, it is a source of 

ice-cold anger, which never leaves them. Every once in a while their 

fury boils over. Thus this week there have been demonstrations in 

Ramallah, protesting Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas's 

plan to meet Israeli Vice Prime Minister Shaul Mofaz, followed by a 

further protest at police violence at the first demonstration. Abbas 

promised a full investigation into this saying his government would not 

permit any type of violation of freedom of expression and the right to 

free assembly, nor any physical abuse by officials. 

This may have caused wry smiles among his audience, because these very 

same rights are what the Israelis are denying all Palestinians, as 

their parasitic settlements suck the economic lifeblood out of the 

country they have occupied. There was also a third demonstration, by 

public sector workers protesting that they had not been paid. The 

government replied that it simply did not have the money, but promised 

the wages would be paid as soon as possible. This brings the story full 

circle, back to the calculated economic impoverishment of their 

hostages by the Israelis. 

Oxfam concludes its report by pointing out that the European Union is 

both Israel’s largest trading partner and also the biggest donor to the 

Palestinians. It therefore calls on Brussels to insist that Israel stop 

illegal settlements and ceases its destruction of what is left of the 

Palestinian economy. It also calls on international aid bodies to 

undertake development projects in the Jordan Valley in particular, for 



the benefit of the Palestinians, even if these have not been approved 

by the Israelis. 

The Israeli reaction to Oxfam’s conclusions has been as predictable as 

it is sickening. Israel has accused the charity of putting “political 

above humanitarian” considerations. It also has the gall to warn that 

any attempt by aid agencies to act directly with the Palestinians will 

be “irresponsible and inflammatory” and would undermine a negotiated 

settlement to the conflict. 

 

 

The battle over Silwan:  Fabricating Palestinian history 

 

Shaul Bartal, Middle East Quarterly, Summer 2012 

 

 http://www.meforum.org/3281/silwan 

 

On August 26, 2010, a violent clash broke out between Jewish and Arab 

residents of Silwan, a predominantly Muslim village outside the 

southern end of the walled Old City of Jerusalem. The name derives from 

the biblical "Shiloah" and its subsequently Graecized "Siloam."  

 

On the face of it, the sparring that erupted over a gate built 

illegally by Arab residents may seem like a miniature version of the 

ongoing conflict between Israelis and Palestinians over who controls 

the Holy Land. But reducing the struggle to a mere real estate dispute 

misses a critical point in understanding the persistence of the larger 

conflict. For the battle of Silwan is a microcosm of a larger fight, 

one in which one side, the Palestinian, seeks to erase the existence of 

the other—not merely through traditional armed conflict but also by 

rewriting history. 

 

 

Erasing the Past 

 

 

The tactic of denying a Jewish past to sites and holy places in the 

Land of Israel is of relatively recent vintage in the Arab-Israeli 

conflict but one that has increased dramatically in the past few years. 

 

Jerusalem's Temple Mount, where both the First and Second Temples stood 

for some eight hundred years in total, now holds the Dome of the Rock, 

al-Aqsa Mosque, and the underground Solomon's Stables mosque. Both in 

1925 and again in 1950, Palestine's Supreme Muslim Council 

unequivocally recognized the Jewish connection to the Haram al-Sharif 

(the Noble Sanctuary; i.e., Temple Mount), describing it as a holy site 

for Jews in its self-published A Brief Guide to al-Haram al-Sharif: 

 

Its identity with the site of Solomon's Temple is beyond dispute. This, 

too, is the spot, according to universal belief, on which "David built 

there an altar unto the Lord."  

 

By the mid 1950s, this admission had been expunged, and by 2001, the 

chief Muslim cleric of the Palestinian Authority (PA), the Jerusalem 

mufti Ikrima Sabri, was able to state, 

 

There is not [even] the smallest indication of the existence of a 

Jewish temple on this place in the past. In the whole city, there is 



not even a single stone indicating Jewish history. Our [Muslim] right, 

on the other hand, is very clear. This place belongs to us for 1,500 

years.  

 

The Western Wall, until recently the only visible remnant of the Temple 

complex and the place at which Jews have prayed for millennia, has been 

similarly transformed. Muslims have renamed it the Wall of al-Buraq 

after the tethering place of the horse on which the prophet Muhammad is 

reputed to have taken his night flight to Jerusalem. Palestinians 

continue to deny a Jewish connection despite the likelihood that the 

Ottoman sultan Suleiman the Magnificent 

<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Suleiman_the_Magnificent>  (r. 1520-66) 

reaffirmed Jewish rights to worship at the wall, or that three 

centuries later, the Muslim ruler Ibrahim Pasha (son of Egypt's viceroy 

Muhammad Ali) issued a decree regarding the site that allowed Jews "to 

pay visits to it as of old."  

 

Even the Tomb of Rachel in Bethlehem has come under assault. For 

centuries a pilgrimage site, especially for barren Jewish women, it is 

mentioned by the twelfth century Arab historian al-Idrisi and became a 

site of veneration for Muslims as well, known as "Kubat Rahil." In 

1615, Jews were given exclusive rights to the tomb by their Muslim 

ruler, and again, in 1830, the Ottomans recognized the legal rights of 

the Jews to the site. Sir Moses Montefiore was permitted to purchase 

the site in 1841, at which time he restored the tomb and added a small 

prayer hall for Muslims. Since 1996, however, Palestinians have taken 

to calling it the "Bilal Bin Rabah Mosque" claiming it as the burial 

place of Muhammad's first servant although there are centuries-old 

sites in Damascus and Jordan that have long-made that claim. In 2010, 

the heavily politicized organization, UNESCO, joined the Muslim deniers 

and demanded that Israel remove the grave from its National Heritage 

List and cede control of it to the Palestinians.  

 

The ultimate goal of the Palestinians and their allies is to advance 

the idea that Jerusalem in general, and neighborhoods like Silwan in 

particular, have no Jewish ties. Archeological remnants found in 

Jerusalem are thus presented as either Canaanite or Muslim. As argued 

by Nazami Amin al-Ju'beh, chair of Bir Zeit University's history 

department, 

 

We do not agree with the biblical version, according to which there was 

a tremendous kingdom or the capital of a tremendous kingdom. No castle 

has been uncovered and no remnants have been found of the First Temple, 

the one that was supposedly built in the period of Solomon that would 

testify to this size … The Hebrews reached Jerusalem in the first 

century B.C.E. and their sovereignty over Jerusalem was only for a 

short time … Up until today, it is impossible to point to any 

characteristics in Jerusalem that can be attributed historically to 

this period. There is no historical characteristic that is related in 

this manner to a Hebrew culture.  

 

Arab spokespersons from across the political spectrum and from many 

different fields work enthusiastically to negate every archeological 

claim that recognizes a link to the Jewish people from the First or 

Second Temple periods. This sentiment is echoed across the Palestinian 

spectrum, including popular outlets on television and in newspapers. 

For example, Yunes Amr, president of al-Quds Open University, pointed 



out the inaccuracy of the widespread view that the Palestinians 

originated with a group of people who emigrated from the Greek Isles 

and settled in Palestine, claiming instead that the Palestinians are 

Arab Canaanites indigenous to this land.  

 

On another occasion, he stated 

 

They dug the Western Wall tunnel ... and at the heart of the tunnel, 

they inaugurated a new synagogue, the closest—according to their 

illusion—to the holy of holies of the alleged temple.  

 

Yasser Arafat argued at the Camp David negotiations in July 2000 that 

the Jewish temple was not on the Temple Mount, claiming that the Qur'an 

proved that the temple was not even in Palestine.  

 

This method of erasing the Jews from Jerusalem is very popular in 

Palestinian academia, with PA officials, and religious leaders—and has 

infected an entire generation of Muslims, both inside and outside the 

state of Israel. 

 

 

Silwan and the City of David 

 

 

Despite these strident falsifications, there is no doubt that the 

Jewish people were established in Palestine long before the land bore 

that name. In fact, the town of Silwan is, to some degree, the 

epicenter of that long history, perhaps explaining the ferocity of the 

current uproar. 

 

Many people incorrectly assume that what is today termed the "Old City" 

of Jerusalem is identical to the city taken by King David from the 

Jebusites (a Canaanite tribe) sometime in the eleventh century B.C.E. 

and subsequently turned into the capital of the united Israelite 

kingdom. Actually, there is abundant and growing evidence that the 

"City of David" was outside the present walls of Jerusalem, built on a 

rocky promontory that is now part of the village of Silwan. Excavations 

by European archeologists in the nineteenth century, and accelerating 

since the Israeli recapture of Jerusalem in 1967, have revealed ancient 

and massive structures that were the original Jerusalem. Recent finds 

of seals and bullae (pieces of clay stamped with seal impressions) with 

Hebrew text, including at least two with the names of royal officials 

mentioned in the book of Jeremiah, have led archeologist Eilat Mazar to 

argue that parts of the site were the palaces of the Davidic and Judean 

kings.  

 

Both the City of David and the previous Jebusite stronghold had been 

watered by the nearby spring of Gihon, still a reliable source of water 

for the area. Even in ancient times, a channel had been cut to a man-

made pool in order to store water during periods of drought; this was 

the "Shelah (sent) Pool to the King's Garden" mentioned in Nehemiah, 3, 

15. In response to the threat of siege by the Assyrian king 

Sennacherib, an older, open-air aqueduct was plugged and a tunnel 

carved through the bedrock from the spring to the pool by King Hezekiah 

(c. 715-686 B.C.E.). A Hebrew inscription testifying to this ancient 

engineering marvel was discovered in the late nineteenth century and is 

now housed in the Istanbul Museum. The central area of the modern town 



of Silwan appears to have been built atop the nearby necropolis of 

Judea's elite as attested to by roughly fifty tombs found in the area. 

 

After the destruction of the First Temple in 586 B.C.E. and the return 

of the Judean exiles, the city grew significantly but the renamed 

Siloam and its environs were still integrally connected to it. Massive 

steps leading up to the Second Temple from the Shiloah (Siloam, 

Silwan), the powerful spring outside the city walls, have been 

excavated. Josephus, the first-century Jewish historian, mentions 

Siloam frequently, making a connection between the might of the spring 

and the destruction of the Second Temple. According to him, before the 

coming of Titus, the waters of the Shiloah and the rest of the springs 

close to the city decreased. But, at the time of Titus, the spring 

provided enough water to quench the thirst of the enemies of the Jews. 

The same phenomenon occurred before the destruction of the First Temple 

by the Babylonians, and Josephus used it in his attempt to convince the 

residents of Jerusalem to surrender.  

 

The story of Jesus and the blind man made the Pool of Siloam a 

pilgrimage site in the Byzantine period, and the Gihon spring was at 

some point renamed the "Fountain of the Virgin." The Church of Siloam 

as well as the City of David/Wadi Hilweh section were inside 

Jerusalem's walls during the Byzantine period. Meanwhile, hermits and 

monks took over the tombs outside the walls and lived there, adding an 

additional layer of significance to the site for Christians. Remains of 

a church dating to the fifth century C.E. were uncovered at the City of 

David excavations by modern archeologists. A map from 1917 still shows 

a church close to the pool, a structure that was likely converted into 

the so-called Mosque of the Spring that was the subject of the fight 

mentioned earlier. 

 

In 638 C.E., Muslim armies under Umar ibn al-Khattab captured 

Jerusalem. While no significant remains dating to the early Islamic 

period have been discovered in the City of David excavations, the area 

appears to have become a Muslim township. Though present-day locals 

spin tales of the village having been established as "Khan Silowna" by 

this conquering caliph, the earliest reference by a Muslim author seems 

to be from Muhammad al-Muqaddasi's Ahsan at-Taqasim fi Ma'rifat al-

Aqalim (The Best Ways to Know Geographical Places). Muqaddasi (945-1000 

C.E.), a Jerusalemite, wrote: 

 

The village of Sulwan is a place on the outskirts of the city. Below 

the village is the Ain Sulwan [Spring of Siloam], of fairly good water, 

which irrigates the large gardens which were given in bequest [waqf] by 

the caliph Othman ibn Affan for the poor of the city. Lower down than 

this, again, is Job's Well [Bir Ayyub]. It is said that on the Night of 

Arafat the water of the holy well Zamzam, at Makkah [Mecca], comes 

underground to the water of the Spring [of Siloam]. The people hold a 

festival here on that evening.  

 

Othman (or Uthman) ibn Affan (579-656 C.E.) succeeded Umar as the third 

of the "rightly-guided caliphs," a term bestowed by Sunni Muslims on 

the immediate successors to Muhammad indicating a veneration of their 

actions and statements, which has tremendous significance to the 

modern-day conflict as does the legend recorded by Muqaddasi. 

 



Silwan's fortunes seesawed over time. The Muslim biographer and 

geographer, Yaqut al-Hamawi, wrote in 1225 that "in his day there was a 

considerable suburb of the city at Sulwan and gardens," but less than a 

century later, the author of the Marasid, a geographical dictionary 

written around 1300 C.E., stated that "the gardens had all disappeared, 

that the water of Sulwan was no longer sweet, and that the buildings 

were all in ruin."  

 

Closer to modern times, Israeli geographer Menashe Harel relates that 

in the mid-1850s, the villagers of Silwan were paid £100 annually by 

Jerusalem's Jews in an effort to prevent the desecration of nearby 

graves on the Mount of Olives. This fraught relationship between the 

two communities took a new turn late in the century with the arrival of 

Yemenite Jews into the town. Inspired by a messianic desire to return 

to the land of their forefathers, between 1881 and 1882, a group of 

penniless Yemenite Jews came to Jerusalem. The long-time Jewish 

inhabitants of the city initially rejected their coreligionists but 

eventually built homes for them in the Silwan area, creating a 

neighborhood that became known as Kfar Hashiloah (Shiloah Village) and 

the "Yemenite Village."  

 

During the pogroms of 1921 and 1929, these homes were attacked by Arab 

neighbors, and in 1939, at the end of the three-year Great Revolt 

against the British mandatory authorities, the Yemenite Jews of Silwan 

were evacuated, their homes soon occupied without compensation by the 

neighboring villagers. Thus, both the area of the City of David and the 

neighboring town of Silwan had no Jewish residents until 1967. 

 

 

The King's Garden 

 

 

The City of David and the bulk of the village of Silwan are built on 

two opposing slopes of the Judean hills through which runs the Kidron 

Valley, named after the stream or wadi that flows through it to the 

Dead Sea; the Gihon spring essentially derives its water from the same 

source. As a result, this valley has since antiquity been more lush and 

better able to sustain agriculture than the limestone hills of the 

region. Known as "the King's Garden" in the Bible, it is said to be the 

source of inspiration for verses in Ecclesiastes ("I made me gardens 

and parks, and I planted in them trees of all kinds of fruit.") and the 

Song of Songs, both traditionally ascribed to David's heir, King 

Solomon. 

 

Regardless of who originally cultivated the area (and it is likely that 

the pre-Israelite Jebusites also took advantage of its verdure), under 

Ottoman, British, Jordanian, and Israeli control, the area was 

effectively left green. Since Israel reunited the eastern and western 

halves of the city, and as Jerusalem has grown in population, Muslim 

residents have moved illegally into "the King's Garden" and practically 

erased its lush character. 

 

On March 2, 2010, the Jerusalem Development Authority (JDA), a joint 

government-municipal corporation under the authority of the Minister of 

Finance, the Minister for Jerusalem Affairs, and the city's mayor, 

presented a plan to rehabilitate the King's Garden and provide needed 



infrastructure and other amenities to central Silwan. According to the 

JDA's promotional brochure, 

 

The neighborhood of Silwan lacks adequate planning. This led to a 

situation in which the neighborhood lacks infrastructure on all levels: 

educational facilities, roads, sidewalks, community facilities, open 

recreational spaces, electricity, water, parking, and more … Under 

Ottoman, British, Jordanian, and Israeli control, the [King's Garden] 

area was always zoned and preserved as a park. In the past fifty years, 

about 700 Muslim residents have moved into the area illegally. Because 

current zoning still defines the area as a park, there is a similar 

lack of adequate infrastructure in the King's Garden.  

 

The pamphlet continues: 

 

up until 1967, the garden contained only four structures on its 

southern side. However, the laying of sewage pipes triggered the 

development of massive, illegal construction in the area. Currently, 

there are eighty-eight structures inside the garden area, all of which 

were built without building permits on an area that had been preserved 

as a garden [for] thousands of years. 

 

The Silwan project would extend the boundaries of the City of David 

National Park, and according to the project's plans, twenty-two out of 

eighty-eight illegally built houses are slated for destruction. 

Compensation would be given to the evicted families plus additional aid 

to help them legally rebuild their homes elsewhere in Silwan. The rest 

of the existing houses in the area would be approved retroactively and 

legal proceedings against them dropped. 

 

Thus, a park catering to both residents and tourists would be built, 

providing an economic stimulus for the entire neighborhood. 

Additionally, according to the planners, 

 

Currently, no public center serves the residents of Silwan or 

surrounding villages such as Abu Tor and Ras el-Amood with after-school 

programs, a library, senior citizen programs, kindergartens, infant 

care center, or a public swimming pool. The residents lack access to 

these vital services provided to residents in other parts of the city. 

 

The SCC [Silwan Community Center] will also focus on providing for the 

children of Silwan with a brand new infant care center … a day care 

center, and seven classrooms for extracurricular programming. … 

 

For the growing senior citizen population, the SCC will have a special 

wing devoted to senior citizen programming ... The roof of the SCC will 

have several public sports courts and a promenade looking out toward 

the Old City and Temple Mount.  

 

This planned project has stirred up Islamic and Palestinian 

organizations working in Jerusalem, along with other groups that have 

come out against this move by the Israeli authorities. The mayor's 

office sought to reach compromises with area residents including 

offering those Arabs whose houses are to be demolished first crack at 

operating tourist-related business in the park. Despite this, under 

pressure from the Obama administration and at the urging of Prime 



Minister Netanyahu, Jerusalem mayor Nir Barkat soon announced that he 

would delay the plan's implementation. 

 

The complaints against the project, however, include not only 

legitimate grievances about the destruction of (illegally built) homes 

and the removal of the residents to another area. Coupled with these 

criticisms are objections against the biblical and historical narrative 

that stands at the foundation of the plan as well as a religious 

imperative with no room for compromise. 

 

 

"Most Important Place in al-Quds" 

 

 

Notwithstanding Mayor Barkat's temporary suspension, Palestinian 

opponents continued their fight against the plan. Al-Quds (Jerusalem) 

Foundation for Development—a nonprofit organization partnering with 

leaders from the Israeli Arab Islamic Movement such as Sheikh Raed 

Salah and al-Bustan Neighborhood Committee—distributed an alternate 

community-based plan a month later in which not a single home would be 

evacuated or destroyed.  

 

While acknowledging that the houses in the King's Garden/al-Bustan 

neighborhood were built illegally, the authors upped the ante by 

claiming that the garden's residents were actually refugees from the 

1948 war who had originally been forced to move to the Ma'aleh Adumim 

area, west of Jerusalem. There they lived until they were forced to 

leave in 1967 to make way for the building of the city of Ma'aleh 

Adumim. They then settled in the Silwan area, and over the years, built 

their homes in al-Bustan without permission from the authorities. If 

the King's Garden plan were to move forward, this would be, in their 

telling, their third expulsion. 

 

Setting aside questions of historicity of that claim, the pamphlet goes 

on to detail the Palestinian narrative of the place in question. Under 

the subhead "Silwan Is the Most Important Place in Al-Quds which Was 

Dedicated by the Third Caliph, Uthman ibn Affan, the Righteous," it 

maintains that 

 

In the city is a well-known spring known as "Silwan's Fountain" which 

is connected to the history of the city of Jerusalem. This water source 

was already established during the Canaanite period. The water was 

transported in sluices that were built by the Jebusites [the original 

builders of Jerusalem], and today there still exist archaeological 

remains showing the existence [of this water system] … The spring 

waters were the water supply for the residents of the city during the 

Canaanite period. Canaanite Jerusalem was dependent on the spring 

waters up until the Byzantine period. During Herod's reign, he built a 

portion of the spring's water pool, and this portion of the spring's 

waters was enough for him. During the early Islamic period, the Muslims 

took care of Silwan's Fountain and the Third Righteous Caliph, Uthman 

ibn Affan, expanded the spring and renewed it and dedicated Islamic 

dervishes to it in the temple. From this period, Silwan's Fountain and 

the land around was defined as belonging to the Islamic waqf.  

 

With a slight nod to the universally reviled King Herod (74-3, 4 

B.C.E.), the committee expunges all other ties Silwan has to Jewish 



history but significantly stresses the connection between the village, 

the waqf, and Caliph Uthman. 

 

The word waqf used above has two interconnected meanings. It is both a 

Muslim <http://www.mideastweb.org/Middle-East-Encyclopedia/Muslim.htm>  

religious endowment and a body that manages and oversees the endowment. 

The basic regulations governing waqf trusts are interpreted by Shari'a 

law, but in essence, waqf property is absolutely permanent, and once 

established, the contract cannot be altered or the property sold. 

Furthermore, by linking the establishment of Silwan as waqf to Uthman, 

its existence as an everlasting Muslim inheritance is made all the more 

inviolable. Uthman as well as the three other Righteous Caliphs were 

companions of Muhammad, so close to him in Muslim telling that their 

deeds and words are to be emulated almost as much as Muhammad's 

himself. If Caliph Uthman dedicated Silwan as a Muslim waqf, no Muslim 

can change that fact without being charged as an unbeliever.  

 

This theme is expanded upon in the pamphlet when the authors write, 

 

During the second conquest of Jerusalem, [during the period of Salah 

ad-Din (Saladin)] Yusuf ibn Ayyub [i.e., Saladin] came and dedicated 

the village inside of which was the Spring to madrassa [Islamic 

religious school] as-Salihiyya, and he returned and renewed the village 

and the spring as a whole Islamic waqf. This area was part of the 

Islamic waqf for the thousands of years that passed since the 

conquering of Salah ad-Din. The spring is still under the supervision 

of the waqf and is a source of income for the waqf. The listing of the 

area as waqf was accepted only at the beginning of the nineteenth 

century. The listing includes all of the income from every part of the 

land that is found in Silwan including the spring that is found in the 

village.  

 

It is only fitting that the figure of Saladin is brought forward to 

justify the belief in eternal Islamic ownership of Silwan, despite 

there being no evidence in medieval Arab writings to attest to the 

tale. As the ruler who defeated the Crusaders and returned Jerusalem to 

Muslim control, who better to return Silwan as waqf to fellow Muslims? 

 

 

"Judaization" of Jerusalem 

 

 

Admitting that Silwan's designation as waqf may actually be a late 

episode in the village's history does not diminish the belief in 

Silwan's holiness professed by these and others. In fact, it goes hand-

in-hand with another more pernicious myth: the supposed Jewish design 

to "Judaize the blessed city of Jerusalem" with a view to transforming 

it into "a Jewish Talmudic Jerusalem": 

 

West Jerusalem's municipality is trying to lead with its plan to prove 

the existing reality according to the theories that appear in the 

Talmudic literature despite the fact that we are talking about Islamic 

land and Arab holy land. In order to realize that goal, the city has 

created and inaugurated a Visitors Center in the City of David, which 

is a part of the plan for the City of David. That is how the hikes 

through the Silwan Fountain tunnel began, hikes which end up at the 

pool of the Silwan Fountain close to Silwan's Fountain mosque. During 



the same hike, visitors are accompanied by Israeli guides who present 

the legend of the City of David and the establishment of the First and 

Second Temples and the efforts to build [today] the Third Temple in the 

place of the blessed al-Aqsa Mosque.  

 

Thus alongside the notions that Jews fabricate their history and that 

Silwan and its environs are a sacred waqf, opponents create a 

conspiracy of Talmudic Judaization of the city whose goal is the 

eradication of al-Aqsa Mosque to be replaced by a third temple. The 

trope of a perverted Talmudic Judaism is a favored one used by anti-

Semites throughout the ages and most recently picked up and amplified 

by Muslim and Arab opponents of the Jewish state.  

 

In their fixation on the Judaization of Jerusalem, the pamphleteers 

echo a 2006 piece in Sawt al-Haq wa-l-Huiriya (Voice of Truth and 

Freedom) the journal of the Islamic Movement centered in Umm al-Fahm 

and led by Raed Salah, where the plan to Judaize Silwan is discussed in 

great detail. The Islamic Movement, a local branch of the Muslim 

Brotherhood, is at the forefront of organizing Israeli Arabs to 

identify themselves strictly as Palestinians with Salah leading the 

campaign to "defend" Jerusalem and "liberate" it from Israeli 

"occupation."  

 

The other image used by al-Quds Foundation is the alleged Israeli plot 

to replace al-Aqsa Mosque with a third temple—despite the fact that the 

Israeli authorities have consistently restricted the movement of non-

Muslims on the Temple Mount to the point where they have been accused 

of discrimination against Jews and Christians.  

 

A pamphlet from the group Islamic Jihad-Beit al-Makdas uses 

melodramatic language to further illustrate the evil intents of the 

Jews, accusing Zionists of attacking Jerusalem, Silwan—"the gateway to 

al-Aqsa Mosque"—and al-Aqsa Mosque itself, which is "the rock of grace 

of Jerusalem and the crown of the whole Islamic nation." 

 

The authors thank those "who protect al-Aqsa and its gates and the 

residents of the village of Silwan" and informs them that the way is 

clear "to the temple, from Silwan, the aristocratic, the symbol of 

steadfastness at the gates of al-Aqsa Mosque." The authors ask "Would 

you like to be a guard [on watch] at the blessed al-Aqsa and nothing 

will pass by you?" and warn, "Do not let into your homes the flocks of 

the settlers."  

 

According to this line of thought, Silwan becomes the doorway through 

which the settlers are trying to pass to Judaize Jerusalem and at the 

same time, enter the Temple Mount in order to dismantle al-Aqsa and 

rebuild the temple. The steps that are being carried out, according to 

Islamic spokespersons, will lead to a third intifada.  

 

 

Conclusion 

 

 

The Palestinian Arab assault on the Jewish connection to Jerusalem 

continues apace aided and abetted not only by radical Islamists or 

angry Silwanites but by fellow travelers in the media and in academia, 

including Israeli Jews. 



 

Consider the tours carried out by Emek Shaveh, an Israeli nonprofit 

organization, and Palestinian residents of Silwan with a view to 

rebuffing the "political archaeology of the Jews" and to prove the 

area's "true" archaeological significance. Emek Shaveh's founder 

Yonathan Mizrachi, who has voluntarily left his job at Israel's 

Antiquity Authority, spares no effort to downplay the Jewish biblical 

history of the area. As he put it: "After three hours on [an Israeli-

organized] tour, you are convinced that you are at a totally Jewish 

site where evidence of Canaanite, Byzantine, and Muslim, and, of 

course, Palestinian [civilizations] are pushed aside. Jerusalem has 

4,000 years of history. They only focus on the marvelous stories of 

King Solomon, David, and Hezekiyah, of which, by the way, they haven't 

found any archaeological evidence that ties them to the place."  

 

Mizrachi's website contains an essay of over 5,000 words—"Archaeology 

in Silwan"—which transforms archaeology into a handmaiden of social 

science pieties and criticizes even the use of the phrase City of David 

as a manifestation of settler objectives. In doing so, he also manages 

to rewrite history, claiming falsely that "during the main periods of 

prosperity under the kingdom of Judah … the cultural identity of the 

town and its inhabitants was contested."  

 

Sadly, the battle over Silwan (and for that matter the wider 

Palestinian-Israeli conflict) is likely to continue as long as 

Palestinian Arabs and their brethren refuse to recognize that another 

people, the Jews, have a claim to the Land of Israel. 

 

  

 

  NOTE:  The views expressed in certain articles are not necessarily 

those of the SAZF 

 

  

 

  

 

 

South African Zionist Federation 

Tel : (011) 645-2505 

Fax: (011) 640-6758 

E-mail: froma@beyachad.co.za 

Website: <http://sazionfed.co.za 

 

PBO NUMBER: 930014277 

 

  

 

  

 

 

 


