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INTRODUCTION
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Located in the heart of Israel, Jerusalem is the center for the spiritual world’s three
most influential religions. Throughout its millennia-old history, the city of Jerusalem has
been known by several different names. Such as, Salem, Zion, Hierosolymae, al-Quds,
along with many others, and no city has ever been more disputed. In Scripture, the city
of Jerusalem’s history begins about 4,000 years ago when Abraham meets
Melchizedek, King of Salem.
Its importance as a “holy land” is evident by the number of religions that call it their
spiritual home. The Jews, Christians, and Muslims have struggled for its possession.
Twenty-six times, a different group has taken over leadership of Jerusalem. As a matter
of fact, the “City of Peace” has seen very little of its namesake even through modern
times. Also, 35 times the city of Jerusalem has been at least partially destroyed. The
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Jews, Muslims, and the Palestinians considered Jerusalem an important city.

Jerusalem was the royal city, the capital of the only Kingdom of God has (thus far)
established among men; here the Temple was erected, and here alone, during the Page | 4
Kingdom Age, were sacrifices legitimately offered. This was the city of the prophets, as
well as the kings of David’s line. Here occurred the death, resurrection, and ascension
of the Lord Jesus Christ. Also, upon an assembled group in this city called Jerusalem,
the Holy Ghost descended at Pentecost, the beginning of the Christian Church. In
Jerusalem was the first great Church Council that took place. This city has been the
preeminent objective of the pilgrimages of devout men and women for over 2,000 years.

There will be several issues addressed in this lesson: (1) Israel claims Jerusalem as
their Capital, as well as does the Palestinians and the Muslims. (2) Show from
Scripture the beginning of Jerusalem. (3) Who does this city really belong to? (4)
What are the End-Time events prophesied about this city? (5) What business if any,
does the Pope have in Jerusalem?

THE STATE OF ISRAEL CLAIMS JERUSALEM AS THEIR CAPITAL, SO DO THE
PALESTINIANS AND THE MUSLIMS

Jerusalem is the great city, the holy city and the city of peace. But, in its 3,000 plus
years of history, it has known very little peace since after the days of Solomon.
Jerusalem is a city that is known throughout the world, yet unknown by most of the
world. The city is known for its unique importance in the plan of God and in the history
of Judaism and Christianity. It is indeed a paradox that this ancient city, having no
primary roads or thoroughfares passing through it, should become, according to Biblical
prophecy, “A burdensome stone for all nations.”
“Behold, I will make Jerusalem a cup of trembling unto all the people round about,
when they shall be in the siege both against Judah and against Jerusalem. And in that
day will I make Jerusalem a burdensome stone for all people: all that burden
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themselves with it shall be cut in pieces, though all the people of the
earth be gathered together against it. In that day, saith the Lord, I will smite
every horse with astonishment, and his rider with madness: and I will open
mine eyes upon the house of Judah, and will smite every horse of the people with Page | 5
blindness.” (Zechariah 12:2-4)

In the past 50 or more years, the city of Jerusalem has become the center of a
controversy which is felt throughout the entire world, with two peoples laying claim to
Jerusalem: the Israelites (commonly referred to as the Jews), and the Arabs (referred
to as Palestinians). This great controversy concerning Jerusalem is destined to lead to
the battle to end all battles, called the Battle of Armageddon!

King David made Jerusalem what it is over 3,000 years ago, and when in different
periods since then, the city served as Israel’s capital, it did so because of the Davidic
tradition. Jerusalem was the Capital of David’s heirs in Biblical times. The city served
as the Capital of the Second Jewish Commonwealth, for the Crusaders, for the British
Mandatory Government, and now, in the 20th and 21st centuries for the State of Israel.

David built the city of Jerusalem and it belonged to his family as though it were a
private possession. It was called, at that time, “Jerusalem, the City of David.” Even
today, among Evangelical Christians, Jerusalem is still recognized as “The City of
David.” Therefore, how can many leaders of so-called Christian countries refuse to
recognize the right of the Jews to the city of Jerusalem? To not recognize Israel as to
having absolute right to the city of Jerusalem is to deny Christian Biblical Truth!

Jerusalem, though still a small city in the days of King Solomon, kept its position as
the country’s Capital for only a brief period. The country was soon divided into two
kingdoms - Judah and Israel. The result, the city of Jerusalem, now found itself at the
northern-most extremity of the Kingdom of Judah yet remained the Capital of what was
only a small area.
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But, when it comes to the city of Jerusalem, never in its history has this world of ours
ever witnessed (except in the case of the Jews), the rise, the fall, the rise, the fall, and
then after nearly 3,000 years, the rising once again of that same civilization. Israel is
unique in that after thousands of years, the city still maintains its ancient religion, its Page | 6
customs, its language, and its Capital City - Jerusalem! What a testimony to the
“faithfulness of the Lord!” Still, most of the world is willfully blind to this fact. They turn a
deaf ear and a blind eye to the claims of the Bible concerning the city of Jerusalem and
the Jewish people.

Lastly, Jerusalem has a unique importance to the Jewish people. It has a unique
place in Jewish Law and a pervasive presence in the Jewish religion. The Jews pray
toward the city of Jerusalem, mourn the destruction of their Temple there, and wishfully
repeat the phrase, “Next year in Jerusalem.” It is the only Capital of the Jewish state,
ancient or modern.

However, in contrast, the city of Jerusalem has a distinctly secondary place for the
Mus-lims. It is not once written in the Koran or in the liturgy. The prophet Mohammed,
never went to Jerusalem, nor did he have any connections to it. Jerusalem never has
served as the Capital of any polity, and has never been an Islamic cultural center.
Now, let’s look at the Arab view and the truth about Muslim claims to the city, called
Jerusalem. Well, the truth is, that Arab Palestine is no more real than Never-Never Land.
The first time the name Palestine was ever used, was in 70 A.D., when the Romans
committed genocide against the Jews, smashed their Temple, and declared the land of
Israel would be no more. From then on, the Romans promised it would be known as
Palestine!
The name was derived from the name “Philistines,” who were a people defeated by
the Jews centuries earlier. This was a way for the Romans to add insult to injury. Also,
they attempted to change the name of the city of Jerusalem to Aelia Capitolina, yet that
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had even less staying power.
But, when it comes to the Muslim’s claim to Jerusalem, the question is asked, “What
about Islam’s holy sites?” Well, the answer is, there are none in Jerusalem! Yet, there Page | 7
are those who will say, “Farah, the al-Aksa Mosque, and the Dome of the Rock in
Jerusalem represent Islam’s third most hold sites.” The answer is: Not true!

In fact, the Koran says nothing at all concerning Jerusalem. It mentions Mecca
hundreds of times. Also, it mentions Medina numerous times. But, the Koran never
mentions the city of Jerusalem. With good reason. There is no historical evidence to
suggest Mohammed ever visited Jerusalem.

But how did the city of Jerusalem ever become the third holiest site of Islam?
Because Muslims today cite a vague passage in the Koran, the seventeenth Sura,
entitled “The Night Journey.”

This passage relates that in a dream or vision,

Mohammed was carried by night “from the sacred temple to the temple that is most
remote, whose precinct we have blessed, that we might show him our signs…”

In the seventh century, some Muslims identified the two temples mentioned in this
passage as being in Mecca and Jerusalem. And that is as close as Islam’s connection
with the city of Jerusalem gets-myth, fantasy, and wishful thinking! However, the Jews
can definitely trace their roots to the city called Jerusalem back to the time of Abraham.
Now, let’s address the question concerning the Palestinians claim to Jerusalem.
When it comes to Jerusalem, only the Jews have ever recognized this city as their
“Capital.” It became the focal point of their religion and worship. The Temple Mount in
the city of Jerusalem became and remains the holiest of all religious sites for the Jews.
Jerusalem was never considered Holy by anyone except by the Jewish people.
Because of our Christian roots in Judaism, Jerusalem and the Temple Mount is held in
high regard and in holy reverence by millions of Christians. It is only in recent years that
the Arabs, for propaganda purposes have tried to turn the city of Jerusalem into a holy
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site for Muslims. Jerusalem was never considered a holy site to the Arabs. In fact,
Muslims pray, facing toward Mecca, with their back to Jerusalem. Only the Jewish
people pray while facing this city called Jerusalem. Therefore, historically and legally,
only the Jews have any rightful claim to Jerusalem.
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Now, the question who are the Palestinians? Simply, they are Arabs whose roots
can be traced back to Syria, Egypt, and other Arab countries.

Do they have any

historical or legal claim to the city of Jerusalem? The answer is no! The Jews alone
have the historical, legal, and Divine right to Jerusalem.

In conclusion, a Muslim scholar who spoke on Islam and the city of Jerusalem said
that for a Jew or a Muslim, religious or secular, thinking of Jerusalem means to feel
reason and sentiment mingled together. Therefore, as a Muslim scholar and a man of
religion, it is today worthwhile for me to attempt to determine whether from an Islamic
point of view, there is some well-grounded theological reason that makes recognizing
the city of Jerusalem, both as an Islamic holy place, and as the Capital of the State of
Israel literally impossible!

The belief of Islam as a factor that prevents Arabs from recognizing any sovereign
right of the Jewish people over the city of Jerusalem is quite recent and can, by no
means, be found in Islamic classical sources. Both the Qur’an and the Torah indicate
quite clearly that the connection between the Jewish people and the Land of Israel does
not depend on any kind of colonization project, but directly on the will of God Almighty.
And I must also add that this includes the city of Jerusalem! In particular, both Jewish
and Islamic Scriptures definitely say that God through His chosen servant Moses,
decided to set free the children of Jacob from the bondage in Egypt, and to make them
the inheritors of the Promised Land, in which the city of Jerusalem is a part of the
Promised Land!
The Qur’an states the exact words with which Moses commanded the children of
Israel to conquer the Land.
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“And (remember) when Moses said to his people:

O my people, call in

remembrance the favor of God unto you, when he produced prophets among you, made
you kings, and gave to you what He had not given to any other among the people. O Page | 9
my people, enter the Holy Land which God has assigned unto you, and turn not back
ignominiously, for then will ye be overthrown, to your own ruin.” (Qur’an, Sura 5:22-23,
“The Table”).
The Holy Qur’an also quite openly refers to the reinstatement of the Jewish people in
the Land of Promise before the Last Judgment, where it says, “And thereafter, we said
to the children of Israel: Dwell securely in the Promised Land. And when the last
warning will come to pass, we will gather you together in a mingled crowd.” (Qur’an,
Sura 17:104, “The Night Journey)”.

But, when you mention the Promised Land, you must also look at the city of
Jerusalem.

And concerning Jerusalem, the most common debate against Islamic

acceptance of Israeli sovereign-ty over the Holy City is that, since it is a holy place for
Muslims, its being ruled by non-Muslims would be a betrayal of Islam!

The designation of the city of Jerusalem as an Islamic holy place depends on alMi’raj, the Ascension of the Prophet Muhammad to heaven, which began from the
Foundation Stone on the Temple Mount. However, remembering this, we must realize
that there is no actual connection between al-Mi’raj and sovereign rights or claims over
the city of Jerusalem, because when al-Mi’raj occurred, Jerusalem was not under
Islamic, but under alternate Byzantine or Sassanid administration.
Furthermore, the Qur’an expressly recognizes that this city, called Jerusalem, plays
the same role for the Jewish people that Mecca has for the Muslims. We read: “They
would not follow thy direction of prayer (qibla), nor art thou to follow their direction of
prayer; nor indeed will they follow each other’s direction of prayer…” (Qu’ran, Sura
2:145, “The Cow”). All Qur’anic commentators explain that “thy qibla” is obviously the
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Kaba of Mecca, while “their qibla” refers to the Temple Mount Area in Jerusalem. Also,
some Muslim exegetes quote the Book of Daniel as proof of this (Daniel 6:10).

Yet, as no one desires to deny Muslims total sovereignty over Mecca, from an Page | 10
Islamic belief, there is no sound theological reason to deny the Jewish people the same
right or claim over Jerusalem.

SCRIPTURAL REFERENCES: THE BEGINNINGS OF JERUSALEM
References to the city of Jerusalem appear throughout the entire Hebrew and
Messianic Scriptures. Through the ages, Jerusalem has been called by many names
such as, Salem, Mount Moriah, Adonai, Urah, Jebus, Jerusalem, Zion, the city of David,
and Ariel (Lion of God).

Now, the early history of Jerusalem is wrapped in obscurity. Pottery from before
2,000 B.C., has been discovered at al Buqueia, southwest of Jerusalem. However,
we’re unfamiliar with any names of people appearing at this location at such an early
time period. The first mention that we have of Jerusalem, in secular annals, is in the
well-known Tell-el-Amarna letters from the 14th century B.C., in which is some very
interesting correspondence from the governor of Jerusalem, Abd-Khiba, written to the
Pharaoh of Egypt.

Abd-Khiba was complaining that his city is being threatened, and that Egypt is not
giving him the backing that he needs and expected. However, we do have a reference
to the Jebusites, who are the people who lived in the city of Jebus, which is Jerusalem,
as early as the ethnological passage of Scripture in Genesis 10:15-19.

While there are many different opinions on this suggestion, many believe, and
tradition is unanimous here, that the location of where Abraham offered up Isaac at Mt.
Mariah (Genesis 22:2; II Chronicles 3:1), was the same area on which, many centuries
later, the Temple of Solomon was built. Also, Josephus himself affirms that the city of
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Jerusalem was in existence in the days of Abraham. The actual name, Jerusalem
occurs for the first time, in Joshua 10:5, where we read that the king of the city joined
together with four other kings in a hopeless effort to defeat Joshua. “Therefore the five
kings of the Amorites, the king of Jerusalem, the king of Hebron, the king of Jarmuth, Page | 11
the king of Lachish, the king of Eglon, gathered themselves together, and went up, they
and all their hosts, and encamped before Gibeon, and made war against it.”

Additionally, for the earliest historical record of the city of Jerusalem, we must go to
the Word-Of-God in Joshua 18, for the description of the boundaries of Judah and
Benjamin.

Also, Jerusalem (city of peace) is a sacred city and well-known capital of Palestine
during Bible times. The earliest known name for the city of Jerusalem was Urushalem.
Furthermore, the city of Salem, of which Melchizedek was the king (Genesis 14:18-19),
was a natural abbreviation for the city of Jerusalem. “And Melchizedek, king of Salem
brought forth bread and wine: and he was the priest of the most high God.” “And he
blessed him, and said, Blessed be Abram of the most high God, possessor of heaven
and earth.”

Therefore, Jerusalem is seen in the Bible as early as in the days of Abraham,
although Jerusalem had most likely, been inhabited for many centuries prior to that
time.

Before we address the next issue in this lesson, I would like to look at what is the
world’s position in regard to who does the city of Jerusalem belong to. Let’s investigate
the different positions on Jerusalem. First, Israel has de facto control over all of the city
of Jerusalem. Such as for an example:

Others claim part or all of the city of Jerusalem as al-Quds, the capital of a future Palestinian state.
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Many United Nations General Assembly members, including mostly Arab
states, support the Palestinian claim.

De jure, the majority of UN member states and most international organizations
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do not accept the city of Jerusalem as Israel’s capital, nor Israel’s annexation of
East Jerusalem. Embassies, are generally located in Tel Aviv, which served as
the temporary capital of Israel during the Arab blockade of Jerusalem in 1948.

ISRAELI POSITION ON JERUSALEM
According to the Israeli Ministry of Foreign Affairs, “Since 1004 B.C.E., when king
David established the city of Jerusalem as the capital of the Jewish nation, there has
remained a constant and enduring Jewish presence in Jerusalem, also a vigorous
spiritual attachment to the city. Israel regards unified Jerusalem as the eternal,
undivided capital of the State of Israel and of the Jewish people.

This consistent

position has been the declared concept of all Israeli governments, left-wing and rightwing!

Furthermore, all Israeli governments since 1967, have encouraged large scale
construction projects in the eastern part of Jerusalem, resulting in the Jewish population
of East Jerusalem, which is 24% of the Jewish population of the entire city. However,
various Israeli governments have agreed to rationalization of the municipal borders of
Jerusalem, in order to enable the outlying Arab quarters to be merged with Arab urban
areas in the West Bank in order to become the capital of a future Palestinian state
under the name of al-Quds.

Some International Law experts assert that Israel has sovereignty over East
Jerusalem, as well as over the rest of the West Bank since Jordan did not have legal
sovereignty over the territory, and thus, Israel was entitled in an act of self-defense
during the Six Day War to “fill the vacuum.” Israel’s sovereignty over “West Jerusalem”
is a result of the similar vacuum which was created when the British rule was over, and
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Israel’s actions in 1948, constituted self-defense.

PALESTINIAN POSITION ON JERUSALEM
Page | 13

The Palestinians claim the city of Jerusalem (al-Quds) as the capital of a future
Palestinian state! In the Palestine Liberation Organization’s Palestinian Declaration of
Independence of 1988, the city of Jerusalem is stated to be the capital of the State of
Palestine. In 2000, the Palestinian Authority passed a law designating East Jerusalem
as such, and in 2002, this law was ratified by President Arafat. According to the
Palestinian Authority Ministry of Information, the official Palestinian position on
Jerusalem includes four points:

That East Jerusalem is occupied territory according to United Nations Security
Council Resolution 242, and is part of the territory over which a Palestinian
state, when established, shall exercise sovereignty.
According to previously signed agreements with Israel, the status of “Jerusalem” (and not specifically East Jerusalem) is subject to permanent status
negotiations.
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Jerusalem should be an open city that is freely accessible, and should remain
undivided regardless of the resolution of the question of sovereignty.

A Palestinian state would be committed to freedom of worship for all and take
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all measures to protect and safeguard sites of religious significance.
In the mid 1990’s, a proposal was floated by Dr. Mahmoud Abbas (today the
President of the Palestinian Authority) and Dr. Yossi Beilin (who served as an Israeli
government minister in various periods during the 1990’s), among others, under which
the Palestinian urban mass of East Jerusalem, comprising of part of the eastern
Jerusalem areas within the present municipal borders and urban areas currently part of
the West Bank (such as Abu Dis and Eizariya), could be redefined as al-Quds, with the
remaining Arab East Jerusalem residents being defined as Israeli residents and
Palestinian citizens. These proposals did not constitute a plan to resolve the conflict
over the city of Jerusalem, as the status of the Old City, the most contentious aspect of
the conflict, was not fully or ever addressed.

UNITED NATIONS POSITION ON JERUSALEM
The position of the United Nations on the question of the city of Jerusalem is
contained in General Assembly resolution 181 (11) and subsequent resolutions of the
General Assembly and the Security Council concerning this question. A total of six UN
security council resolutions on Israel have denounced or declared invalid Israel’s
attempts to unify Jerusalem, though none of them have been Chapter VII resolutions.

The UN Security Council, in UNSC resolution 478, declared that the 1980 Jerusalem
Law declaring a unified Jerusalem, including annexed East Jerusalem, as Israel’s
“eternal and indivisible” capital was “null and void and must be rescinded forthwith” (140-1, with the United States abstaining). The resolution advised member states to
withdraw their diplomatic representation from Jerusalem as a punitive measure!
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EUROPEAN UNION POSITION ON JERUSALEM
It is the EU’s position that a fair solution should be found to the complex issue of the
city of Jerusalem, in the context of the two-state solution set out in the roadmap, taking
into account the political and religious concerns of all parties.

However, in 2007, the European Jewish Community Center (EJCC), Finnish Liberal
MP Hannu Takkula and the Israeli Ministry for Jerusalem and Diaspora Affairs jointly
organized an event inside the European Parliament, marking 40 years to the Six Day
War. Takkula declared that the city of Jerusalem was unified and that it belongs to
Israel!

THE UNITED STATES POSITION ON JERUSALEM
The United States Jerusalem Embassy Act, passed by Congress in 1995, states that
“Jeru-salem should be recognized as the capital of the State of Israel; and the United
States Embassy in Israel should be established in Jerusalem no later than May 31,
1999.” As a result of the Embassy Act, official U.S. documents and web sites refer to
the city of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel!

THE UNITED KINGDOM’S POSITION ON JERUSALEM
According to the United Kingdom, Jerusalem was supposed to be a corpus
separatum, or international city administered by the UN.

This was never set up:

immediately after the UNGA resolutions partitioning Palestine, Israel occupied West
Jerusalem and Jordan occupied East Jerusalem (including the Old City).

The UK

recognized the de facto control of Israel and Jordan, but not sovereignty. In 1967, Israel
occupied East Jerusalem, which the UK considers an illegal military occupation. The
UK

Embassy

to

Israel

is

in

Tel

Aviv,

not

in

the

city

of

Jeru-

salem. In East Jerusalem, there is a Consulate-General, with a Consul-General who is

17

Page | 17

not accredited to any state:

this is an expression of the view that no state has

sovereignty over this city called Jerusalem!
The UK believes that Jerusalem’s status has yet to be determined and maintains that Page | 18
it should be settled in an overall agreement between the parties concerned, but
considers that the city should not again be divided. The Declaration of Principles and
the Interim Agreement, signed by Israel and the PLO on 13 September 1993 and 28
September 1995 respectively, left the issue of the status of Jerusalem to be decided in
the “permanent status” negotiations between the two parties.

WHO DOES THIS CITY REALLY BELONG TO?
We have covered the worldly viewpoint of who does Jerusalem belong to, but now
let’s look at the question who does this city really belong to through a Biblical
perspective. Now, the city of Jerusalem is a relatively small city in the hills of the tiny
nation of Israel. King David originally captured the small village from the Jebusites, a
Canaanite tribe descended from Noah’s son, Ham. But, ever since David’s day, the
“city of peace” has known turmoil, war, and bloodshed most of the time. Although the
Jewish people are at this time celebrating “Jerusalem 3000, in honor of David, David’s
progenitor who was Abraham came to the city of Jerusalem 1,000 years earlier.
Abraham discovered a gentile ruler there who was both a king and priest of El Elyon--God Most High.” Melchizedek, whose name means “king of righteousness,” was such
an important figure that Abraham brought him tithes and considered him to be the
superior, (Hebrews 7). Also, Jewish legend says that Adam was created in Jerusalem
and some rabbis say the foundation stone of the Jewish Temples is the foundation upon
which creation began. Evidently, the city of Jerusalem was a city chosen by God from
the very beginning of time!
Many writers of our day will admit that Jerusalem’s prominence in the news has
something to do with God, or at least the city is known because of its connection with
the world’s three monotheistic religions who trace their beginnings to Abraham--18

Judaism, Christianity, and Islam.

A hundred years ago, there were no mighty world powers in the area. Oil had not
been discovered in Arabia or Iran. Jerusalem was a tiny slumbering unimportant city Page | 19
and the land was considered practically worthless. Then very quickly in the last half of
our century, Syria, Egypt, Jordan, Iraq, Iran and the Emirates rose into existence out of
nowhere. Now the area is heavily populated and everyone is intent on a search for his
or her ancient beginnings.

Jerusalem, for many years, the primary conflict in the Middle East has been over
land. Now the battle is over the past. The Israeli government often cites Abraham’s
biblical connection to Hebron as one reason why they have determined to maintain a
Jewish presence in the predominantly Muslim West Bank city. However, in response,
the Palestinian Authority has begun promoting the idea that the Palestinians are the
modern-day successors to the Canaanites, who lived there, long before Abraham ever
showed up!
“This is no longer just a political dispute over who controls cities like Hebron or Jerusalem,” says Marwan Abu-Khalaf, director of the Institute of Islamic Archaeology in
Jeru-salem.

“Both the Israelis and Palestinians are determined to prove that their

ancestors lived here first.”

The frequent intertwining of the daily and the Divine is proving a very volatile mix, in
particular in a region with so many political conflicts and differences. Today, conflicts
and gun battles along with riots between Israelis and Palestinians in the West Bank and
Gaza Strip continue on.

Many of the riots were from the Israeli governments decision to open a new gate to a
biblical underground tunnel that runs near to the Temple Mount area, which is a site
believed to be holy to both Jews and Muslims. Mr. Netanyahu said, the tunnel offers a
connection to the rock of Jewish existence 2,000 years ago in Jerusalem. But, the late
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Mr. Arafat said, the move was part of a broader Israeli effort to “Judaize Jerusalem” at
the expense of Muslim religious claims in the city of Jerusalem!

However, in spite of all the turmoil among world religions, political powers, and the Page | 20
different ethnic groups over the actual owner of the city of Jerusalem, for whom it is
indeed a special place, the God of Israel promises to step back into the picture, Himself,
Personally! Because in all actuality the city of Jerusalem belongs to God!
“For Zion’s sake will I not hold my peace, and for Jerusalem’s sake I will not
rest, until the righteousness thereof go forth as brightness, and the salvation
thereof as a lamp that burneth.”
“And the Gentiles shall see thy righteousness, and all kings thy glory: and
thou shalt be called by a new name, which the mouth of the Lord shall name.”
“Thou shalt also be a crown of glory in the hand of the Lord, and a royal diadem in the hand of thy God.”
“Thou shalt no more be termed Forsaken; neither shall thy land anymore be
termed Desolate: but thou shalt be called Hephzibah, and thy land Beulah:
for the Lord delighted in thee, and thy land shall be married.”
“For as a young man marrieth a virgin, so shall thy sons marry thee: and as
the bridegroom rejoiceth over the bride, so shall thy God rejoice over thee.”
“I have set watchmen upon thy walls, O Jerusalem, which shall never hold
their peace day or night: ye that make mention of the Lord, keep not silence.”
“And give him no rest, till he establish, and till he make Jerusalem a praise in
the earth.”
“The Lord hath sworn by his right hand, and by the arm of his strength, Surely
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I will no more give thy corn to be meat for thine enemies; and the sons of the
stranger shall not drink thy wine, for the which thou hast labored.”
“But they that have gathered it shall eat it, and praise the Lord; and they that
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have brought it together shall drink it in the courts of my holiness.”
“Go through, go through the gates; prepare ye the way of the people; cast up,
cast up the highway; gather out the stones; lift up a standard for the people.”
“Behold, the Lord hath proclaimed unto the end of the world, Say ye to the
daughter of Zion, Behold, thy salvation cometh; behold, his reward is with
him, and his work before him.”
“And they shall call them, The holy people, The redeemed of the Lord: and
thou shalt be called, Sought out, A city not forsaken.”
(Isaiah 62)

In addition, there are several Bible scholars (both Jewish and Christian) who have
recently noticed the last two chapters of the Old Testament prophet Zechariah, who
wrote of God’s final intervention in the affairs of the city of Jerusalem.

Christians believe that the Returning King, described by Zechariah, will be Jesus
Christ Himself. Devout Jews say this Conqueror will be a Son of David, but someone
other than Jesus. Christians and Jews are not always in agreement on many issues or
beliefs, and especially concerning the identity of the coming Messiah. Yet, the God of
the Christian Scriptures is very clearly the God of the Tanach. He is the God of
Abraham, Isaac, Jacob and king David. God asserts claim not only to the city of
Jerusalem and the entire land of Israel, but also to the whole world! Christians know
that their Scriptures were written by Jews and that Jesus is also Jewish.

But why do the nations rage and battle over the issue of the city of Jerusalem? Not
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only are the Muslims and the Israelis in conflict over the ownership of Jerusalem, but,
the pagan gods of all the nations (the “gods” of the goyim---who are no gods) stand
against the true and living God, as well. The intensity of this conflict against God is
escalating rapidly in our day. It is the kings of this old world, empowered by their own Page | 22
desires, ambition, and goals, who will ultimately come to Jerusalem in war. They will
openly come against God. There are few who will admit today that by their apathy and
indifference to God, they are acting out their enmity and hatred toward God. But in the
days which lie ahead, anarchy against the true God of the universe will come out of
hiding and into the open.

Though the city of Jerusalem has been overrun at least 18 different times by foreign
armies, the great invasion described by Zechariah, some believe will most likely be
World War III, has not yet occurred. It will come at the end of the age in which we now
currently live, probably very soon in history. But God’s final solution for His city called,
Jerusalem, will be victory!

ADDENDUM A: LEGAL ANALYSIS REGARDING THE
OWNERSHIP OF JERUSALEM
Yerushaliyim/Commentary: Sovereignty to God? Legal Analysis and Implications

The following will be a summary of the main important points written by Dr. Michel
Calvo on the issue of the ownership of Jerusalem belonging to God, such as:

The concept of giving sovereignty over Jerusalem to God is indeed very interesting
from the legal point of view. It’s most likely the first time every since the Middle Ages,
that reference in today’s modern International Law, is made to God and the results are
indeed astonishing!

Non-Christians are very much uneasy with such an odd idea that how could
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sovereignty belong to someone who does not exist? Pantheists must really be
confused. For the Polytheists, the worldly conflict is not resolved, but transposed to a
higher degree in the heavens: the battle for sovereignty over the city of Jerusalem will
go on between the various different gods.
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Scholars along with lawyers who are accustomed to analyze legal questions
“rationally” are at a loss. The attributes, legal personality and powers of God according
to their interpretation, have no relevant legal doctrine or precedent, except in
monotheistic religions.

For the European statesmen, any agreed compromise is agreeable as long as their
personal interests are not prejudiced against. Also, to confer sovereignty to God serves
their best interest:
Jerusalem.

all humans, being God’s children, have a direct connection to

Thus, the city of Jerusalem has not only become international, but

supranational.

World leaders have proposed that sovereignty should be given to God! So did the
late king Hussein, according to Avraham Burg, Speaker of the Knesset.

They all

believe in their respective manner in the existence of one Creator, as do most Jews,
Arabs, Protestants, and Catholics. However, giving back sovereignty to God today, is
becoming a very serious topic! This idea of belief needs to be explored, as Mr. Burg
has personally suggested before the European Parliament.
It has also been said that scholars of International Law have accepted that “natural
law” came from “Divine Law.”

Modern International Law began in the early Middle Ages when the influence of the
Catholic Church was predominant in Europe--prohibition to wage wars on certain days
of the week--God’s Truce and their incidence, prohibition of attacking clerics,
merchants, women, and certain other groups, God’s Peace were taken very seriously at
that time.
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The Pope was, at the beginning, said to be universal sovereignty. The Christian
belief of International Law took over from Greek and Roman antiquity the concept of a
Divine eternal law reflected in man’s consciousness as natural law. So, according to Page | 24
this theory God’s sovereignty over the city of Jerusalem should not bring forth any
difficulties or questions.

But, who is sovereign in International Law? According to English Jurist, J. Austin
(1789- 1859), a sovereign is: “a determinate individual or body of individuals, owing no
allegiance to any body laying down the law, i.e., a command which obliges to follow a
rule of conduct which is obeyed by determinate inferior beings, on pain of sanctions.

This earthly legal criteria does not appear to be relevant since God cannot be
reduced to an individual or body of individuals. When different parties involved in the
debate on the city of Jerusalem in regards to sovereignty to God, they should take into
account that God’s rules become thereby applicable.

The Bible, the Greek New

Testament, and the Qur’an all have the rules of conduct as well as sanctions to be
applied. God being eternal, the laws given are considered eternal!

The Bible is very meticulous.

Certain laws contained therein are not easy to

comprehend, while others are beyond human understanding.

The experience of

scholars of Jewish Law for 3,500 years should be helpful to comprehend the applicable
rules.

God commanded us to appoint human judges to apply these laws. But, should these
appointed judges in Jerusalem apply Jewish Law only? What about the Catholic Canon
Law or the Islamic Shari’a?

The Catholic Church believes that it is a representative of God and Jesus Christ on
this earth who many enact rules and sanctions. Of course, this representative is the
Pope. Consequently, sovereignty, if given to God, is to be practiced by the Pope and
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he will use the Catholic Canon Law.

However, the only sources available are the holy Scriptures of Judaism, Christianity,
and Islam. Here are some Scriptures from the Bible, the Greek New Testament, and Page | 25
the Qur’an, in chronological order in regards to the city of Jerusalem.

The Bible:
“For Zion’s sake will I not hold my peace, and for Jerusalem’s sake I will not
rest, until the righteousness thereof go forth as brightness, and the salvation
thereof as a lamp that burneth.”

(Isaiah 62:1)

“Break forth into joy, sing together, ye waste places of Jerusalem: for the Lord
hath comforted his people, he hath redeemed Jerusalem.”

(Isaiah 52:9)

“And the Lord thy God will bring thee into the land which thy fathers posessed, and thou shalt possess it: and he will do thee good, and multiply thee
above thy fathers.”

(Deuteronomy 30:5)

“For I will take you from among the heathen, and gather you out of all
countries, and will bring you into your own land.”

(Ezekiel 36:24)

The Greek New Testament:
“Think not that I have come to abolish the law or the prophets; I have come
not to abolish them, but to fulfill them.”

(Matthew 5: 17)

“For truly, I say it to you, till heaven and earth will pass away, not an iota, not
a dot will be erased from the Law (of Moses), until all is accomplished.”
(Matthew 5:17)
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Consequently, the Law of Moses should be applied in regards to the city of
Jerusalem.
The Qur’an:
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“We bestowed upon the Children of Israel the Book, the Jurisdiction and the
Prophet-hood; We provided them with good things and gave them precedence
over the worlds.”

(Surah 45:16)

In addition to the extent of God’s delegation of power to the “Children of Israel” does
the Koran underline the boundary of the Land? Surprisingly, the answer is positive:
“And We caused the people (Jews) who had been oppressed to inherit the east
and west of the (holy) land on which We had bestowed blessing; the good
Word of the Lord was fulfilled upon the Children of Israel for their
patience…”

(Surah 7:137)

“O, my people, enter the Holy land which Allah hath written down as yours
and turn not back, to your rearward so as to be rendered losers.” (Surah 5:21)
“There after We said to the Children of Israel: Dwell in the land, and when
the promise of the Hereafter comes, We shall bring you all in a group.”
(Surah 17:104)

The intention of those who suggested to confer sovereignty to God, was to make
sure that no earthly power exercise sovereignty exclusively over the city of Jerusalem.
If they are not ready to accept the implications, i.e., to apply the law of the sovereign, it
would be more appropriate to state that no one will have sovereignty over Jerusalem!
Therefore, a sovereign whose law is inapplicable is not a sovereign at all.

This being said, form a legal point of view, giving sovereignty to God is, surprisingly,
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possible. All three monotheistic religions have God’s commandments written in their
respective Scriptures. Some believe that God’s sovereignty will apply anyway sooner or later.
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Assuming for an instant that giving sovereignty, rule, ownership over the city of
Jerusalem to God implies intrinsically the application of His laws, then the first question
is whether the Muslims and the Christians are willing and ready to accept that only the
“Children of Israel” have jurisdiction and can claim Jerusalem. In this situation, the
political conflict would become an inter-religious conflict or battle!

ADDENDUM B: THE SANCTITY OF JERUSALEM TO THE JEWISH
PEOPLE
An Address by Shaykh Prof., Abdul Hadi Palazzi

Any discussion of the situation of sovereignty over the city of Jerusalem always
means involvement in a kind of investigation that has political, cultural, psychological,
and also, religious implications. For a Jew or a Muslim, religious or secular, thinking of
Jerusalem means to feel reason and sentiment mingled together.

However, from an Islamic point of view, there is some well-grounded theological
reason that makes it literally impossible for Muslims to ever accept the idea of
recognizing the city of Jerusalem both as an Islamic holy place and as the capital of the
State of Israel.
According to the Qur’an, no person, people or religious community can claim a
permanent right of possession over a certain territory, since the earth belongs entirely to
God, Who is free to entrust sovereign right to everyone He likes and for as long as He
likes:
“Say: O God, King of the kingdom, Thou givest the kingdom to whom Thou
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pleasest, and Thou strippest off the kingdom from whom Thou pleasest; Thou
endurest with honor whom Thou pleasest, and Thou bringest low whom Thou
pleasest; all the best is in Thy land. Verily, Thou has power over all things.”
(Qur’an, Surah 3:26, “The Imrans”)
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From this verse one can deduce a basic principle of the monotheistic philosophy of
history: God can choose as He likes as to relationships between different peoples and
countries of the world; sometimes He gives a land to a people, and sometimes God
takes His possession back and gives it to another people.

In general terms, one might say that God gives as a reward for obedience and takes
back as a punishment for wickedness, but this rule does not give us permission to say
that God’s ways are always clear to our comprehension.

The idea of Islam as a factor that prevents Arabs from ever recognizing any
sovereign right of the Jewish people over Palestine is quite recent and can by no means
be found in Islamic classical sources. To view anti-Zionism as a direct consequence of
Islam is a form of explicit misconception which implies the transformation of Islam from
the religion into a secularized ideology.

This plan for the ideologization of Islam as an instrument of political struggle
nevertheless encounters an important obstacle, since both the Qur’an and the Torah
indicate quite clearly that the connection between the Children of Israel and the Land of
Canaan does not depend on any kind of colonization project, but directly on the will of
God Himself!

As we learn from Jewish and Islamic Scriptures, God, through His chosen servant
Moses, decided to set free the offspring of Jacob from bondage in the land of Egypt and
to make them the inheritors of the Promised Land, which is believed to include
Jerusalem. Thus, whoever claims that Jewish sovereignty over Palestine is something
recent and dependent on political machinations is in fact denying the history of
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revelation and prophecy, as well as the clear teaching of the Holy Books.
The Qur’an cities exactly the words in which Moses ordered the Children of Israel to
conquer the Land:
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“And [remember] when Moses said to his people: O my people, call in remembrance the favor of God unto you, when he produced prophets among you,
made you kings, and gave to you what He had not given to any other among the
people. O my people, enter the Holy Land which God has assigned unto you,
and turn not back ignominiously, for then will ye be overthrown, to your ruin.”
(Qur’an, Surah 5:22-23, “The Table”)

The most common argument against Islamic acknowledgement of Israeli sovereignty
over the city of Jerusalem is that, since al-Quds is a holy place for Muslims, they cannot
accept this city being ruled or claimed by non-Muslims, because such acceptance they
believe would be a betrayal of Islam.

Yet, no one desires to deny Muslims total

sovereignty over Mecca, from an Islamic point of view, there is no real theological
reason to deny Israel the same right over this city called Jerusalem.

If we consider ourselves as religious men, we must necessarily include justice
among our qualities. When it comes to the argument, we have to confess that the same
idea of justice requires that we treat Jews, Christians, and Muslims, the same. No
people of any race can demand for itself, privileges that it is not ready or willing to
recognize or give to others.

We know that Roman Catholics consider Rome as their own capital, and the fact that
this city has the largest mosque in Europe and an ancient Jewish community does not
alter its position as the center of Catholicism. Even more can be said about Mecca: it is
the primary religious center for Muslims in the world and is totally under Islamic control.

Therefore, respecting this principle of fair-mindedness, we must also conclude that
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the Jewish people as a nation and the Jews as a religion, must have their own political
and ethnic capital, called Jerusalem, under their total administration, even though this
city has certain places regarded as sacred by the other two Abrahamic faiths.
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This is the only realistic ground for any debate for the future of Jerusalem. The other
parties must understand that Israel will never agree to have less rights than the other
religions, and the Jewish people will never agree to see David’s City (Jerusalem)
divided into two separate parts!

It is very clear that the future of Jerusalem must depend on a general agreement,
and some are of the opinion that the only reliable partners for Israel appear to be the
Holy See and the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan.

They must understand that the

Jewish people will never agree to even talk about the possibility of dividing their capital
and spiritual center, while Israel must grant them considerable autonomy in the
administration of their respective Holy Places.
Those who speak of the city of Jerusalem as the future capital of “two different
states” know very well that this kind of proposal has no basis in reality! It is time to
suggest imaginative solutions, to become involved in a global project for the
development of the Middle East as a whole, so that peaceful coexistence with Israel can
make a real contribution to overcoming the backwardness of most of the Islamic
countries.

WHOSE JERUSALEM IS IT?
Years that Jerusalem has been the capital of Israel: (3,000).
Number of times the city of Jerusalem is mentioned in the Hebrew Bible: (657).
City to which all Jews are required to make pilgrimage to: (Jerusalem).
Years that Jerusalem has been the capital of any Muslim or Arab people: (0).
Number of times Jerusalem is mentioned in the Koran: (0).
City to which all Muslims are enjoined together to make pilgrimage to: (Mecca).
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Family considered the Guardian of Muslim Holy Places: the al-Saudis, Rulers of
Saudi Arabia.

Number of times leading members of this family prayed at al-Aqsa

Mosque in the city of Jerusalem when Jordan controlled the city: (0).
Number of synagogues in the Jewish Quarter at the time

of

the

Jordanian Page | 31

conquest in 1948: (58).
Number of synagogues in the Jewish Quarter that were destroyed or desecrated
by the Jordanians: (58).
Muslim population of Jerusalem in 1922: 13,413; 1994: 145,000.
Jewish population of Jerusalem in 1922: 33,971; 1994: 406,000.
Number of trees planted by Israel in and around Jerusalem in recent decades: 11
million.
Number of acres transformed into “green belt” at parks in and around the city
of Jerusalem: Almost 9,000.
Religious Jews throughout our world say their prayers 3 times daily while faced
toward the city of Jerusalem.
Muslims throughout the world, when they go to prayer, always face toward Mecca!

THE MUSLIM CLAIM TO JERUSALEM
The Camp David II Summit and the “Aqsa intifada” that followed have confirmed
what everyone had long known: Jerusalem is the knottiest issue facing Arab and Israeli
negotiations. In part, the problem is practical: the Palestinians insist that the capital of
Israel serve as the capital of their future state also, something the Israelis loath to
accept. But mostly, the problem is religious: the ancient city of Jerusalem has sacred
connections for both the Jews and Muslims alike. Both insist on sovereignty over their
overlapping sacred areas.

In the city of Jerusalem, theological and historical claims do matter; they are the
functional equivalent to the deed to Jerusalem and have direct operational
consequences.

Jewish and Muslim connections to the city therefore require to be
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evaluated.

COMPARING RELIGIOUS CLAIMS
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Now, the Jewish connection to Jerusalem is an ancient and powerful one. Judaism
made Jerusalem a holy city over three thousand years ago and through all that time the
Jewish people remained steadfast to it. The Jews pray facing in the direction of the city
of Jerusalem, and mention the city constantly in prayers, and end the Passover service
with the wistful statement, “Next year in Jerusalem,” and recall the city in the blessing at
the end of each meal.

Also, Jerusalem has had a prominent historical role, is the only capital of a Jewish
state, and is the only city with a Jewish majority during the entire past century. The
current mayor of the city said, Jerusalem represents “the purist expression of all that
Jews prayed for, dreamed of, cried for, and died for in the two thousand years since the
destruction of the Second Temple.

What about the Muslim claim to the city of Jerusalem? Where does Jerusalem fit in
Islam and Muslim history? Jerusalem is not the place to which they pray, the city is
never mentioned by name in prayers, and it is connected to no mundane events in
Muhammad’s life. Jerusalem has never served as capital of a sovereign Muslim state,
and the city never became a cultural or scholarly center. Little of political import by
Muslims was ever initiated in Jerusalem.

Jerusalem being of such evidently minor religious importance, why does the city at
this time loom so large for the Muslims, to the point that a Muslim Zionism appears to be
in the making across the Muslim world? Why do Palestinian demonstrators take to the
streets shouting, “We will sacrifice our blood and souls for you, Jerusalem” and their
brethren in Jordan yell, “We sacrifice our blood and soul al-Aqsa?” Why does King
Fahd of Saudi Arabia call on Muslim states to protect “the holy city [that] belongs to all
Muslims across the world?” Why did two surveys of American Muslims discover that
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the city of Jerusalem was their most pressing foreign policy issue?

Because of all the politics, an historical survey reveals that the stature of Jerusalem,
and the emotions surrounding the city, inevitably rises for Muslims when Jerusalem has Page | 33
political importance. Yet, when the utility of Jerusalem ends, so does its status and the
passions about it.

Since then, it has been repeated on five occasions: in the late seventh century, in the
twelfth century counter Crusade, in the thirteenth century Crusades, during the time of
British rule (1917-48), and since Israel took Jerusalem in 1967.

Therefore, the

consistency that emerges in such a long period provides a significant perspective on the
current confrontation.
Let’s look at the issue concerning the prophet, Muhammad. According to the Arabicliterary sources, Muhammad in 622 A.D., fled his hometown of Mecca of Medina, which
was a city with a large Jewish population. On arrival in Medina, perhaps slightly sooner,
the Qur’an adopted a number of practices friendly to the Jewish people: such as, a
Yom Kippur-like fast, a synagogue-like place of prayer, permission to eat kosher food,
and approval to marry Jewish women. However, most important, the Qur’an repudiated
the pre-Islamic practice of the Meccans to pray toward the Ka’ba, the small stone
structure at the center of the main mosque in Mecca. Instead the Qur’an adopted the
Judaic practice of facing the Temple Mount in the city of Jerusalem during prayer.
(Actually, the Qur’an only mentions the direction as “Syria;” other information makes it
clear that Jerusalem is meant).
Additionally, the Muslims subsequently accepted the point implicit to the Qur’anic
explanation, that the adoption of Jerusalem as qibla (direction of prayer) was nothing
more but a tactical move to win the Jewish converts. “He chose the Holy House in
Jerusalem in order that the people of the Book [i.e., Jews] would be conciliated,” notes
At-Tabari, an early Muslim commentator on the Qur’an, “and the Jews were glad.”
Modern historians agree: W. Montgomery Watt, a leading biographer of Muhammad,
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interprets the prophet’s “far-reaching concessions to Jewish feeling” in the light of two
motives, one of which was “the desire for a reconciliation with the Jewish people.”
After the Qur’an repudiated Jerusalem, so did the Muslims: the first description of
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the town under Muslim control comes from the visiting Bishop Arculf, a Gallic pilgrim, in
680, who reported observing “an oblong house of prayer, which they [the Muslims]
pieced together with upright plans and large beams over some ruined remains.” Not for
the last time, safely under Muslim rule, the city of Jerusalem became a backwater.

This episode set the mold that would be repeated several times over succeeding
centuries: the Muslims take an interest religiously in Jerusalem because of pressing,
but temporary reasons. Then, when those reasons or concerns end, so does the focus
on the city of Jerusalem, and the city’s standing greatly diminishes.

OTHER WORLD POWERS WHO HAVE CLAIMED JERUSALEM
The second round of interest in the city of Jerusalem occurred during the rule of
Damascus-based Umayyad dynasty (661-750). A dissident leader in Mecca, named
Abdullah b. az-Zubayr started a revolt against the Umayyads in 680, that continued until
his time of death in 692; while fighting against him, Umayyad rulers sought to
aggrandize Syria at the expense of Arabia (and possibly also to help recruit an army
against the Byzantine Empire). They took some steps to sanctify Damascus, but mostly
their campaign involved what Amikam Elad of the Hebrew University calls an
“enormous” effort “to exalt and to glorify” the city of Jerusalem. They possibly even
hoped to make Jerusalem equal to Mecca.
The first Umayyad ruler, called Mu’awiya, chose Jerusalem as the place where he
ascended to the caliphate; he and his successors engaged in a construction program,
religious edifices, a palace, and roads in Jerusalem. The Umayyads may have had
plans
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to make Jerusalem their political and administrative capital; Elad discovers that they in
effect treated the city as such. Yet, the city of Jerusalem is mainly a city of faith, and, as
the Israeli scholar, Izhak Hasson explains, the “Umayyad regime was interested in
ascribing an Islamic aura to its stronghold and center.” Toward this end (as well as to

Page | 35

assert Islam’s presence in its competition with Christianity), the Umayyad caliph built
Islam’s first grand structure, the Dome of the Rock, right on the spot of the Jewish
Temple, in 688-91. This great building is not just the first monumental sacred building
of Islam, but also the only one that still stands today in roughly its original form in the
city of Jerusalem.

Then, in 715, to build up the prestige of their dominions, the Umayyads did a very
clever thing: they built a second mosque in the city of Jerusalem, again on the Temple
Mount, and called this one the Furthest Mosque (al-masjid al-aqsa, al-Aqsa Mosque).
With this, the Umayyads retroactively gave Jerusalem a position in Muhammad’s life.
This connection of Jerusalem with al-masjid al-aqsa fit into a bigger Muslim tendency to
identify place names found in the Qur’an: “wherever the Koran mentions a name of an
event, stories were invented to give the impression that somehow, somewhere,
someone, knew what they were about.”
Despite all logic (how can a mosque built almost a hundred years after the Qur’an
was received establish what the Qur’an meant?), building an actual al-Aqsa Mosque,
the Palestinian historian, A. L. Tibawi writes, “gave reality to the figurative name used in
the Koran.” It also had the largely significant effect of inserting Jerusalem post hoc into
the Qur’an and making it more central to Islam. Also, other changes came about.
Several Qur’anic Scriptures were reinterpreted to refer to Jerusalem. This city called
Jerusalem came to be known as the place of the Last Judgment. The Umayyads put
aside the non-religious Roman name for Jerusalem, Aelia Capitoline (in Arabic, Illiya)
and replaced the name with Jewish style names, either al-Quds (The Holy) or Bayt alMaqdis (The Temple). They sponsored a form of literature praising the “virtues of
Jerusalem,” a genre one writer is tempted to call “Zionist.” Accounts of the prophet’s
sayings or doings (Arabic: hadiths, often translated into English as “Traditions”)
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favorable to the city of Jerusalem emerged at this time, some of them equating
Jerusalem with Mecca. There was even an effort to move the pilgrimage (hajj) from
Mecca to Jerusalem.
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There are scholars who agree that the Umayyads’ motivation to assert a Muslim
presence in the sacred city of Jerusalem had a strictly utilitarian purpose. The Iraqi
historian, Abdul Aziz Duri discovers “political reasons” behind their actions. Hasson
agrees:

The construction of the Dome of the Rock and al-Aqsa mosque, the rituals instituted by the Umayyads on the Temple Mount and the dissemination of
Islamic-oriented Traditions regarding the sanctity of the site, all point to the
political motives which underlay the glorification of Jerusalem among the
Muslims.

Thus, did a politically-inspired Umayyad building program lead to the Islamic sanctification of the city of Jerusalem.
Abbasid Rule: Then, with the Umayyad demise in 750 and the move of the caliph’s
capital to Baghdad, “imperial patronage became negligible” and the city of Jerusalem
fell into almost obscurity. For the next three and a half centuries, books praising
Jerusalem lost favor and the construction of glorious buildings not only came to an end,
but existing ones fell apart (the dome over the rock fell apart in 1016). The gold was
taken off the dome to pay for al-Aqsa repair work. The walls of Jerusalem collapsed.
Also, the rulers of the new dynasty bled Jerusalem and its region country through what
F. E. Peters of New York University calls, “their rapacity and their careless indifference.”
Jerusalem fell to the point of becoming a shambles!
Another 10th-century author described Jerusalem as “a provincial town attached to
Ramla,” a reference to the small, unimportant town serving as Palestine’s administrative
center. Elad characterizes the city of Jerusalem in the early centuries of Muslim control
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as “an outlying city of diminished importance.” Great historians have cited that the
geographical dictionary of al-Yaqut mentions Basra 170 times, Damascus 100 times,
and the city of Jerusalem only once, and that one time in passing. They also conclude,
from this and other evidence that, in its first six centuries of Muslim control, “Jerusalem Page | 37
mostly lived the life of an out-of-the-way provincial town, delivered to the exactions of
rapacious officials and notables, often also to tribulations at the hands of seditious
fellahin, who were peasants or nomads. Furthermore, Jerusalem could not brag of
excellence in the sciences of Islam or in any other fields.”

But, by the beginning of the 10th century, cites Peters, the Muslim rule over the city
of Jerusalem had an “almost casual” quality with “no particular political significance.” At
a later time, Al-Ghazali, sometimes called the “Thomas Aquinas of Islam,” came to
Jerusalem in 1096, but not one time to ever refer to the Crusaders heading his way.

In the early Crusades, the Crusader conquest of Jerusalem in 1099, initially aroused
a very mild reaction from the Muslims. The Franks did not rate much attention; as a
matter of fact, Arabic literature written in Crusader-occupied towns never mention them.
Thus, “calls to jihad in the beginning fell upon deaf ears,” writes Robert Irwin, formerly of
the University of St. Andrews in Scotland. Emmanuel Sivan of the Hebrew University
adds that “one does not detect either shock or a sense of religious loss and humiliation.”

Only as the effort to retake Jerusalem became serious in around 1150, did Muslim
leaders try to rouse jihad sentiments through the heightening of feelings about
Jerusalem. Using the means at their disposal (hadiths, “virtues of Jerusalem” books,
poetry), their propagandists stressed the sanctity of the city of Jerusalem and the
urgency of the city’s return to Muslim control. Newly-minted hadiths made Jerusalem
ever-more critical to the Islamic faith; one of them put words into the Prophet
Muhammad’s own mouth saying that, after his own death, Jerusalem’s falling to the
infidels is the second biggest catastrophe facing Islam. Therefore, not a single “virtues
of Jerusalem” volume was seen in the period between 1100-1150, very many came out
in the subsequent half century.

In the 1160’s, Sivan notes, “al-Quds propaganda
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blossomed;” and when Saladin (Salah ad-Din) led the Muslims to victory over
Jerusalem in 1187, the “propaganda campaign…attained its paroxysm.” In a letter to
his Crusader opponent, Saladin wrote that the city of Jerusalem “is to us as it is to you.
It is even more important to us.”
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The glow of the re-conquest remained bright for many decades thereafter. Saladin’s
descendents (known as the Ayyubid dynasty, which were in control until 1250) went on
a great building and restoration program in Jerusalem, thereby imbuing the city with
more Muslim character. Up to this point, Islamic Jerusalem had consisted only of the
shrines on The Temple Mount; but now, particular Islamic buildings (Sufi convents,
schools) were built in the surrounding city of Jerusalem. Also, at this time, Oleg Grabar
of Princeton’s Institute of Advanced Study notes, that the Dome of the Rock came to be
viewed as the exact spot where Muhammad’s ascension to heaven (mi’raj) occurred
during his Night Journey: if the “furthest mosque” is in Jerusalem, then Muhammad’s
Night Journey and his subsequent visit to heaven logically took place on the Temple
Mount-indeed, on the exact rock from which Jesus was be-lieved to have ascended to
heaven.

But once securely back into Muslim control, interest in the city of Jerusalem once
again dropped: “the simple fact soon emerged that al-Quds was not essential to the
security of an empire based in Egypt or Syria. Accordingly, in times of political or
military crisis Jerusalem proved to be expendable,” writes Donald P. Little of McGill
University. Especially, in 1219, when the Europeans came against Egypt in the Fifth
Crusade, a grandson of Saladin who was called, al-Mu’azzam decided to raze the walls
around Jerusalem, fearing that were the Franks to capture Jerusalem with walls, “They
will kill all whom they find there and will have the fate of Damascus and lands of Islam in
their hands.” Pulling down Jerusalem’s fortifications had the effect of beginning a great
exodus from the city and its sharp decline.

Also at this time, the Muslim ruler of Egypt and Palestine, al-Kamil (another of
Saladin’s grandsons and the brother of al-Mu’azzam), offered to trade the city of
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Jerusalem to the Europeans, if only the latter would leave Egypt, but he had no takers.
However, ten years later, in 1229, just such a deal was achieved when al-Kamil did
cede Jerusalem to Emperor Friedrich II; in return, the German ruler promised military
assistance to al-Kamil against al-Mu’azzam, now a rival king. Al-Kamil insisted that the Page | 39
Temple Mount stay in Muslim control and “all the practices of Islam” continued to be
practiced there, a condition Friedrich agreed with. Refer-ring to his agreement with
Friedrich, al-Kamil wrote in a remarkably revealing description of the city of Jerusalem,
“I conceded to the Franks only ruined churches and houses.” In other words, Jerusalem
that had been heroically recaptured by Saladin in 1187, was voluntarily given away by
his grandson just forty-two years later.

On learning that the city of Jerusalem was once again in Christian control, Muslims
felt predictably intense emotions. An Egyptian historian later wrote that the loss of
Jerusalem “was a great misfortune for the Muslims, and much reproach was put upon
al-Kamil, and many were the revilings of him in all the lands.” By 1239, another Ayyubid
ruler, by the name of an-Nasir Da’ud, successfully expelled the Franks from Jerusalem.
But then, he too gave the city back to the Crusaders in return for help against one of his
relatives. This time, the Christians were not as respectful of the Islamic sanctuaries and
turned the Temple Mount mosques into churches!

Their intrusion did not last long; by 1244, the invasion of Palestine by troops from
Central Asia brought the city of Jerusalem once again, under the control of an Ayyubid;
therefore, Jerusalem remained safely under Muslim rule for almost seven centuries.
The city remained but a pawn in the Realpolitik of the times, as explained in a letter
from a later Ayyubid ruler, as-Salih Ayyub, to his son: if the Crusaders threaten you in
Cairo, he wrote, and they demand from you the coast of Palestine and Jerusalem, “give
these places to them without delay on the condition they have no foothold in Egypt.”

The psychology at work here bears note: that Christian knights traveled from far
distant lands to make the city of Jerusalem their capital and made the city more
valuable in Muslim eyes too. “It was a city strongly coveted by the enemies of the faith,
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and thus became, in a sort of mirror-image syndrome, dear to Muslim hearts,” Sivan
explains. And so fractured beliefs coalesced into a strong sensibility; political exigency
caused Muslims ever after to view Jerusalem, as the third most holy city of Islam (thalith
al-masajid).
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Now during the Mamluk era (1250-1516), the city of Jerusalem fell further into its
usual obscurity, capital of no dynasty, economic laggard, cultural backwater-though its
new found prestige as an Islamic site remained intact. Also, the Mamluks so destroyed
Jerusalem that the city’s total population at the end of their rule amounted to a
miserable 4,000 people!

The Ottoman period (1516-1917) began with an excellent start when Suleyman the
Magnificent rebuilt Jerusalem’s walls in 1537-41, and lavished money in the city (such
as, assuring Jerusalem’s water supply), but things rapidly reverted to type. Jerusalem
now suffered from the indignity of being treated as a tax farm for non-resident, one-year
(and very rapacious) officials.

“After having exhausted Jerusalem, the pasha left,”

observed the French traveler, Francois-Rene Chateaubriand in 1806. At times, this
rapaciousness started uprisings. The Turkish leaders also raised money for themselves
by gouging the European visitors; in general, this permitted them to make fewer efforts
in Jerusalem than in other cities to promote the city’s economy.

The Muslims, during this long period of time, could afford to ignore the city of
Jerusalem, writes the historian, James Parkes, because Jerusalem “was something that
was there, and it never occurred to a Muslim that it would not always be there,” safely
under Muslim rule. Innumerable reports during these centuries from Western pilgrims,
tourists, and diplomats in Jerusalem told of the city’s execrable condition.

Later on in history, we find that the British government recognized the minimal
Muslim interest in Jerusalem during World War I. In negotiations with Sharif Husayn of
Mecca in 1915-16, in regards of the terms of the Arab revolt against the Ottomans,
London decided not to include Jerusalem in territories to be given to the Arabs because,
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as the chief British negotiator, Henry McMahon, put it, “there was no place of sufficient
importance further south” of Damascus “to which the Arabs attached vital importance.”
True to this spirit, the Turkish rulers of the city of Jerusalem abandoned the city, rather
than stay and fight it in 1917, evacuating Jerusalem just ahead of the British troops.
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One account indicates the Turks were even willing to destroy the holy city.

Now the British Rule: in modern days, notes the Israeli scholar, Hava LazarusYafeh, Jerusalem “became the focus of religious and political Arab activity only at the
beginning of the 20th century.” She ascribes the change primarily to “the renewed
Jewish activity in the city and Judaism’s claims on the Western Wailing Wall.” The
British control over Jerusalem, which lasted from 1917 to 1948, then galvanized a
renewed passion for the city of Jerusalem. Arab politicians made Jerusalem a
prominent destination during the British Mandatory period. A contingent of Muslim
notables, for example, went to Jerusalem in 1931, for an international congress to
mobilize global Muslim opinion on behalf of the Palestinians.

Sandwiched between British and Israeli eras, there is the Jordanian rule over
Jerusalem in 1948-67, which offers a useful control case; true to form, when the
Muslims took the Old City (which has the sanctuaries) they noticeably lost interest in the
city. An initial excitement stirred when the Jordanian army captured the walled city in
1948--as evidenced by the Coptic bishop’s crowning King ‘Abdullah as “King of
Jerusalem” in November of that year, but then the usual ennui set in. The Hashemites
had very little love for Jerusalem, where some of their greatest enemies lived and where
‘Abdullah was assassinated in 1951. Also, the Hashemites made a concerted effort to
diminish Jerusalem’s significance in favor of their own capital, which was Amman.
Jerusalem had been the British administration capital, but now all government offices
there (except for tourism) were closed; Jerusalem no longer had rule even over others
parts of the West Bank.
So overall, the Jordanian’s wanted to minimize Jerusalem as an important city, and
their efforts were successful.

Once again, Arab Jerusalem became an isolated
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provincial city, less significant than Nablus.

The economy was so bad that many

thousands of Arab Jerusalemites left the city: while the population of Amman increased
five-fold in the period between 1948-67, that of Jerusalem increased by only 50%.
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But most insulting of all was the decrease in Jerusalem’s religious position.
Mosques lacked sufficient funds. Jordanian radio broadcast the Friday prayers not from
al-Aqsa Mosque, but from an upstart mosque in Amman.

(Ironically, Radio Israel

started broadcasting services from al-Aqsa immediately after the Israel victory in 1967).
This was part of a larger pattern, as the Jordanian leaders sought to gain from the
prestige of controlling Jerusalem even as they put the city down: Marshall Breger and
Thomas Idinopulos said that even though King ‘Abdullah “styled himself a protector of
the holy sites, he did little to promote the religious importance of Jerusalem to Muslims.”

Nor were the Jordanian rulers alone in ignoring the city of Jerusalem; the city
virtually vanished from the Arab diplomatic map. Malcolm Kerr’s well-known study on
inter-Arab relations during this time period (The Arab Cold War) is not seen once to
mention Jerusalem! Furthermore, not one foreign Arab leader came to the city during
the nineteen years when Jordan ruled East Jerusalem. Also, King Husain (r. 1952-99)
himself very seldom visited the city. King Faysal of Saudi Arabia spoke often after 1967
of his desire to pray in Jerusalem, but he appears never to have bothered to pray in the
city when he had the chance. Perhaps, most remarkable is that the PLO’s founding
document, the Palestinian National Covenant of 1964, does not even once mention the
city of Jerusalem or even allude to it.

This neglect came to an abrupt end after June 1967, when the Old City came under
Israeli control! Palestinians again made Jerusalem the centerpiece of their political
program. As for an example, the Dome of the Rock turned up in pictures everywhere,
from the late Yasir Arafat’s headquarters to the corner grocery store. Even slogans
about Jerusalem began and the city quickly became the single most emotional problem
of the Arab-Israeli conflict. The PLO made up for its 1964 oversight by specifically
mentioning Jerusalem in its 1968 constitution as “the seat of the Palestine Liberation
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Organization.”
“As during the time of the Crusaders, “Lazarus-Yafeh said, Muslim leaders “began
again to emphasize the sanctity of Jerusalem in Islamic tradition.” Also, they even Page | 43
leaned on some of the same arguments (e.g., rejecting the occupying power’s religious
connections to the city) and some of the very same hadiths to back those allegations.
Muslims began to echo the Jewish people’s devotion to the city of Jerusalem. Arafat
even declared that “al-Quds is in the innermost of our feelings, the feeling of our people
and the feeling of all Arabs, Muslims, and Christians throughout the world.” These
extravagant statements became the norm (Jerusalem was now said to be “comparable
in holiness” to Mecca and Medina; or even “our most sacred place”).

The city of

Jerusalem came up on a regular basis in Arab League and United Nations resolutions.
The Jordanian and Saudi governments now gave as munificently to the Jerusalem
religious trust as they had been against before in 1967.

Nor were the Palestinians alone in this emphasis on Jerusalem:

the city again

became a powerful tool for mobilizing Muslim opinion worldwide.

This became

especially clear in September 1969, when King Faysal parlayed a fire at al-Aqsa
Mosque into the impetus to convene twenty-five Muslims heads of state and establish
the Organization of the Islamic Conference, a United Nations-style institution for
Muslims. In Lebanon, the fundamentalist group, called Hizbullah reveals the Dome of
the Rock on everything from wall posters to scarves and under the picture often repeats
its slogan: “We are advancing.”
Lebanon’s leading Shi’i authority, Muhammad Husayn Fadlallah, repeatedly exploit’s
the theme of liberation of the city of Jerusalem from Israeli control just to inspire his own
country. Also, the Islamic Republic of Iran has made Jerusalem a main issue, following
the dictate of its founder, Ayatollah Khomeini, who said that “Jerusalem is the property
of the Muslims and must be returned to them.”
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DUBIOUS CLAIMS
There are three historically dubious claims promoting the Islamic claim to the city of
Jerusalem that have emerged:

(1)

The Islamic connection to Jerusalem is older than the Jewish.
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The

Palestinian minister of religious endowments asserts that Jerusalem has
always been under Muslim sovereignty. Also, Ghada Talhami, a polemicist,
claims that “There are other holy cities in Islam, but Jerusalem holds a special
place in the hearts and minds of Muslims, because its fate has always been
intertwined with theirs.” Always? The city of Jerusalem’s founding antedated
Islam by about two millennia, so how can that be? Mr. Ibrahim Hooper of the
Washington-based Council on American-Islamic Relations explains this anaahronism: “The Muslim attachment to Jerusalem does not begin with the prophet, Muhammad, it begins with the prophets Abraham, David, Solomon,
and Jesus, who are also prophets in Islam.” In other words, the main figures
of Judaism and Christianity were, in fact, proto-Muslims. This accounts for
the Palestinian man in the street declaring that “Jerusalem was Arab from the
day of creation.”
(2) The Qur’an mentions Jerusalem. So complete is the identification of the
Night Journey with Jerusalem that it is found in many publication of the
Qur’an, and especially in different translations. Some cite in a footnote that
the “furthest mosque” must be talking about the city of Jerusalem. Others
take the (blasphemous?) step of inserting Jerusalem right into the text
after “furthest mosque.” Therefore, if the Qur’an in the other translations now
has Jerusalem in its text, then it is not surprising to discover those who
lean on those translations to believe that Jerusalem is really mentioned in the
Qur’an; and this is exactly what a group of American Muslims institutions
claimed in 2,000. One of their members went yet further and said, “the Koran
refers to Jerusalem by its Islamic centerpiece, al-Aqsa Mosque.” This error
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has

practical consequences:

as for example, Ahmad ‘Abd ar-Rahman,

secretary-general of the PA “cabinet,” rested his claim to Palestinian
sovereignty on this basis: “Jerusalem is above tampering, it is inviolable, and
nobody can tamper with it, since it is a Qur’anic text.
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(3) Muhammad actually visited Jerusalem. The Islamic biography of the Prophet,
Muhammad’s life is very complete and it very clearly does not mention
Muhammad leaving the Arabian Peninsula, much less going to the city of
Jerusalem. So, when Karen Armstrong, an expert on Islam, writes that “Muslim texts make it clear that the story of Muhammad’s mystical Night Journey
to Jerusalem was not a physical experience, but a visionary one,” she is
merely stating the obvious. Indeed, this phrase is found in an article entitled,
“Islam’s Stake: Why Jerusalem Was Central to Muhammad,” which posits
that “Jerusalem was central to the spiritual identity of Muslims from the very
beginning of their faith.” Not good enough! Armstrong found herself under
attack for a “shameless misrepresentation” of Islam and claiming that Muslims themselves do not even believe the miracle of their very own prophet.

The Arab world believes that the city of Jerusalem has no importance to the Jewish
people. Furthermore, they continue to reject any form or type of Jewish control in
Jerusalem. The late Arafat said in mid-2,000: “I will not agree to any Israeli sovereign
presence in Jerusalem.” He was echoed by Saudi Arabia’s Crown Prince Abdullah,
who stated that “There is nothing to negotiate about and compromise on when it comes
to Jerusalem.” Even Oman’s Minister of State for Foreign Affairs, Yusuf bin’Alawi
bin’Abdullah told the Israeli Prime Minister, that sovereignty in Jerusalem should be
exclusively Palestinian “to ensure security and stability.”
The Arab world’s ultimate goal is to deny the Jews access to the city of Jerusalem at
all. Toward this end, a body of literature blossoms that insists on an exclusive Islamic
claim to all of Jerusalem. School books allude to Jerusalem’s role in Christianity and in
Islam, but ignore Judaism! An American affiliate of Hamas claims Jerusalem as “an
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Arab, Palestinian, and Islamic holy city.” A banner carried in a street protest puts it very
clearly: “Jerusalem is Arab. No place for Jews here.”

Politics, not religious sensibility, has fueled the Muslim attachment to the city of Page | 46
Jerusalem for almost fourteen centuries; what the historian, Bernard Wasserstein has
written about the growth of Muslim feeling in the course of the Counter crusade applies
through the centuries: “often in the history of Jerusalem, heightened religious fervor
may be explained in large part by political necessity.” This pattern contains three main
implications. (1) Jerusalem will never be more than a secondary city for the Muslims;
“belief in the sanctity of Jerusalem,” Sivan said, “cannot be said to have been widely
diffused nor deeply rooted in Islam.” (2) The Muslims interest lies not so much in
controlling Jerusalem as it does in denying control over the city to anyone else. (3) The
Islamic connection to Jerusalem is weaker than the Jewish one, because it arises as
much from transitory and mundane considerations as from the immutable claims of
faith.

Mecca, by contrast, is the eternal city of Islam, the place from which non-Muslims
are strictly forbidden! Just to tell it how it really is: What the city of Jerusalem is to the
Jews, Mecca is to the Muslims, a point made in the Qur’an itself (2:145) in realizing that
the Muslims have one qibla and “the people of the Book” another one. The parallel was
noted by medieval Muslims; the geographer Yaqui (1179-1229) wrote, for example, that
“Mecca is holy to Muslims and Jerusalem to the Jews.” Today, some scholars have
arrived at the same conclusion: “Jerusalem plays for the Jewish people the same role
that Mecca has for the Muslims,” writes Abdul Hadi Palazzi, director of the Cultural
Institute of the Italian Islamic Community.

The similarities are striking, the Jews pray three times to Jerusalem, the Muslims
pray five times a day to the city of Mecca. The Muslims believe Mecca to be the naval
of the world, just as the Jews believe the city of Jerusalem is. Whereas, the Jews
believe that Abraham almost sacrificed Isaac in Jerusalem, the Muslims believe it was
Isaac’s brother Ishmael, not Isaac, and that this occurrence took place in Mecca. The
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Ka’ba in the city of Mecca has the same functions for Muslims as the Temple in
Jerusalem has for the Jews (such as serving as a destination for pilgrimage). The
Temple and Ka’ba are both believed to be inimitable structures. The supplicant takes
off his shoes and then goes barefoot in both their precincts. Solomon’s Temple was
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inaugurated on Yom Kippur, the tenth day of the year, and the Ka’ba receives its new
cover also on the tenth day of the year. Therefore, if Jerusalem is for the Jews, a place
so holy that not just its soil, but even its air is believed to be sacred, then Mecca is the
place whose “very mention reverberates awe in the hearts of all Muslims,” according to
Abad Ahmad of the Islamic Society of Central Jersey.

This parallelism of Mecca and Jerusalem gives the basis of a solution, as Sheikh
Palazzi writes:
“Separation in the direction of prayer is a mean to decrease possible rivalries in
the management of Holy Places. For those who receive from Allah, the gift
of equilibrium and the attitude to reconciliation, it should not be difficult to
conclude that, as no one is willing to deny Muslims a complete sovereignty
over Mecca, from an Islamic point of view-notwithstanding opposite, groundless propagandistic claims-there is not any sound theological reason to deny an
equal right of the Jews over Jerusalem.”

To back up this belief, Palazzi notes several striking and often neglected passages in
the Qur’an. One of them (5:22-23), quotes Moses instructing the Jews to “enter the
Holy Land (al-ard al-muqaddisa), which God has assigned unto You.” In another verse
(17:104), has God Himself making the same point: “We said to the Children of Israel:
Dwell securely in the Land.” Quran 2:145 says, that the Jews “would not follow your
qibla; nor are you going to follow their qibla,” indicating a recognition of the Temple
Mount as the Jews direction of prayer. “God Himself is saying that Jerusalem is as
important to Jews as Mecca is to Muslims,” Palazi concludes.

His analysis contains a clear and sensible implication: just as the Muslims rule an
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undivided Mecca, the Jews should also rule an undivided Jerusalem!

WHAT ARE THE END-TIME EVENTS PROPHECIED ABOUT THIS
CITY?
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Bible Passage: Zechariah 12:1-5
“The burden of the Word of the Lord for Israel, saith the Lord, which stretcheth
forth the heavens, and layeth the foundation of the earth and formed the spirit
of man within him.”
“Behold, I will make Jerusalem a cup of trembling unto all the people round
about, when they shall be in the siege both against Judah and against Jerusalem.”
“And in that day will I make Jerusalem a burdensome stone for all people: all
that burden themselves with it shall be cut in pieces, though all the people of
the earth be gathered together against it.”
“In that day, saith the Lord, I will smite every horse with astonishment, and his
rider with madness: and I will open mine eyes upon the house of Judah, and
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will smite every horse of the people with blindness.”
“And the governors of Judah shall say in their heart, The inhabitants of Jerusalem shall be my strength in the Lord of hosts their God.”
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In these Scriptures, the prophet said that there would come a time when the
surrounding nations of the world would besiege the city of Jerusalem and Judah (the
region around Jerusalem), and that all the nations of the world would gather against
Jerusalem. But, God ultimately would save the city of Jerusalem and its people. This is
very much believed to be an End-Time prophecy to be fulfilled in the future.

Perhaps, the most remarkable aspect of this prophecy is that it is predicated on
Jerusalem being a city of critical interest to the rest of the world. And it just so happens
that this city called Jerusalem, is the only city in the world that is of interest to the rest of
the world.

Given the history of Jerusalem, the volatile conflict between Israel and the Arab
nations that surround them, and the unusual interest that the international community
has shown in regards to Jerusalem, it appears very clear, that the groundwork for the
future fulfillment of this prophecy is in place.

Bible Passage: Revelation 11:8-13
“And their dead bodies shall lie in the street of the great city, which spiritually
is called Sodom and Egypt, where also our Lord was crucified.”
“And they of the people and kindreds and tongues and nations shall see their
dead bodies three days and a half, and shall not suffer their dead bodies to be
put in graves.”
“And they that dwell upon the earth shall rejoice over them, and make merry,
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and shall send gifts one to another; because these two prophets tormented
them that dwelt on the earth.”
“And after three days and a half the Spirit of life from God entered into them,
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and they stood upon their feet; and great fear fell upon them which saw them.”
“And they heard a great voice from heaven saying unto them, Come up hither.
And they ascended up to heaven in a cloud; and their enemies beheld them.”
“And the same hour was there a great earthquake, and the tenth part of the city
fell, and in the earthquake were slain of men seven thousand: and the remnant
were affrighted, and gave glory to the God of heaven.”

These Scriptures in the Bible gives a prophecy that has not yet been fulfilled. But,
possibly for the first time in history, these Scriptures will be fulfilled. The prophecy says
that people all over the world will be able to simultaneously witness a particular event
(the death of two prophets). This, of course, would have been very difficult to achieve
before the popularization of a thing called television and the Internet.

But, it is now very common for people throughout the world to simultaneously
witness events via television and of course the Internet. In Revelation 11:9-10, for three
and a half days people from every country, tribe, and language, throughout the world
will gaze on their bodies and refuse to bury them. The inhabitants of the earth will gloat
over them and will even celebrate by sending each other gifts, because these two
prophets had tormented those who live on the earth, and were now dead!

Bible Passage: Zechariah 14:12
“And this shall be the plague wherewith the Lord will smite all the people that
have fought against Jerusalem; Their flesh shall consume away while they
stand upon their feet, and their eyes shall consume away in their holes, and
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tongue shall consume away in their mouth.”

In Zechariah 14, the prophet says a time will come when nations will gather together
to attack Jerusalem. In verse 14, the prophet says the nations that attack the city of Page | 51
Jerusalem will be struck with a “plague” that will cause their flesh to rot while they are
still standing. This may be a fitting description for today’s warfare if it were described by
a person who lived 2,500 years ago, as the prophet, Zechariah did.

Chemical weapons are very much capable of causing rapid deterioration of the flesh.
And a blast of heat from a nuclear weapon could have a similar result. Some Bible
scholars, however, believe that this plague mentioned in the Bible, could refer to a
supernatural event from God to protect the Holy Land. But, this is the plague with which
the Lord will strike all the nations that fought against the city of Jerusalem!

Bible Passage: Zechariah 8:22
“Yea, many people and strong nations shall come to seek the Lord of hosts in
Jerusalem, and to pray before the Lord.”

The prophet in this Scripture said 2,500 years ago that a time shall come when many
people will go to Jerusalem to seek and honor God. This prophecy has been at least
partially fulfilled already. The Jews recaptured the city of Jerusalem during the Six-Day
War in 1967.

Since then, people throughout the world have toured this city called Jerusalem, to
visit different sites that are very significant to the history of Judaism and Christianity.
Also, Jerusalem is an important city to the Muslims.

Bible Passage: Revelation 11:1-2
“And there was given me a reed like unto a rod: and the angel stood, saying,
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Rise, and measure the temple of God, and the altar, and them that worship
therein.”
“But the court which is without the temple leave out, and measure it not; for it
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is given unto the Gentiles: and the holy city shall they tread under foot forty
and two months.”

The Gentiles will misuse the city of Jerusalem especially during the rule of the Beast,
the time of Jacob’s Trouble. The mark of the Beast-666- will rule in Jerusalem, and the
Gentile domination of the Jews will abruptly come to the end when the Lord Himself
returns at the Battle of Armageddon to completely destroy the armies of the Antichrist!

Again, this return of the Lord to defend Jerusalem and to destroy the armies of the
Beast brings an end of the times of the Gentiles.

Bible Passage: Isaiah 2:1-3
“The word that Isaiah the son of Amoz saw concerning Judah and Jerusalem.”
“And it shall come to pass in the last days, that the mountain of the Lord’s
house shall be established in the top of the mountains, and shall be exalted
above the hills; and all nations shall flow unto it.”
“And many people shall go and say, Come ye, and let us go up to the mountain
of the Lord, to the house of God of Jacob; and he will teach us of his ways, and
we will walk in his paths: for out of Zion shall go forth the law, and the Word
of the Lord from Jerusalem.”

The subject of the prophecy-2:1.

The word (dabar, “matter, event, thing”) that

Isaiah…saw (haza, “glimpsed” by the Spirit of prophecy in divine revelation) concerning
Judah and the city of Jerusalem (Zion), that is, the nation of Israel and her capital city.
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The prophecy itself-2:2-4.

Jerusalem is to be exalted as the religious and

governmental center and the capital of the world in the Kingdom Age. The time of the
fulfillment of the prophecy will be in the last days (lit., “end of the days” of Israel’s Page | 53
national rejection and the beginning of her restoration to Kingdom glory).

Here are some additional viewpoints of end-time prophecies concerning the city of
Jerusalem:

(1) Judaism teaching-According to the Tanakh (the Jewish Bible), the non-Jewish
nations of the world will be defeated by God Himself, and gather in Jerusalem
after the final battle to pay tribute and learn the Torah from the Jews. With
that event, the Jewish destiny “to be a light to the nations,” will be finally fulfilled.
“I the Lord have called thee in righteousness, and will hold thine
hand, and will keep thee, and give thee for a covenant of the
people, for a light of the Gentiles;”

(Isaiah 42:6)

(2) Christianity teaching-The city of Jerusalem is where the Jewish Temple will be
rebuilt and where the antichrist will effect the “abomination of desolation.”
“And he shall confirm the covenant with many for one week: and
in the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the oblation to cease, and for the overspreading of abominations he shall
make it desolate, even until the consummation, and that determined shall be poured upon the desolate.” (Daniel 9:27)
Also, as we’ve mentioned previously in this lesson, Jerusalem is where the Two
Witnesses will die and be resurrected (Revelation 11:3-12) and the place of the final
battle of Arma-geddon, in which the nations that follow the antichrist will attack the Jews
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(Zechariah 14:2; Revelation 19:11-16) and be defeated by God Himself! Furthermore,
the Lord will set up His Millennial Kingdom in the city of Jerusalem. (Revelation 20:1-6).

(3) Islam teaching-Islamic apocalyptic treatises such as A Note on the Status of the
Dead and Final Matters have become increasingly familiar to the Palestinians
engaged in what they believe may be the final battle with the Jews-a battle predicted in the Qur’an. However, the Qur’an, though devoting considerable attention to eschatological events, never specifically locates those events in a
particular place. Yet, despite this fact, and despite the absence of any reference
to the city of Jerusalem by name, Islamic tradition (based in large measure on
Jewish and Christian prophetic interpretation), says that the stage for the final
drama is in Jerusalem and its environs.
Some Muslim traditions even believe that the Ka’ba stone in the city of Mecca will
transport itself to Jerusalem at the time of the end! Islam also has its own version of the
Battle of Gog and Magog, known as the War of Yajuj and Majuj. The Muslims believe
that this battle will take place in the city called Jerusalem.

WHAT BUSINESS IF ANY, DOES THE POPE HAVE IN JERUSALEM?
I want to address the events that occurred during the Pope’s visit to Israel in regards
to the city of Jerusalem on March 21, 2000. The Israeli leaders, the perennial emperor
with no clothes and the paradigm of “see no evil, hear no evil,” insist that this is strictly a
“religious” visit and carries no political connotation. With all the excitement, overjoyed to
just have the opportunity to be used by the partnership of Arafat and the Pope for the
goals of Palestinian statehood, this morally bankrupt and spiritually bereft leadership
has honestly convinced itself that the Pope is coming strictly as a spiritual pilgrim. They
are so excited that last week, the Pope found it necessary to “apologize” to the “people
of the Covenant”… while at the same time, refusing on his visit to use the humanitarian
power of his office by meeting with the families of Israeli soldiers missing since the 1982
Battle of Sultan Yaqub because of his “tight schedule.” And just as our leaders overlook
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the fact that the Pope could not bring himself to so much as even mention the Jewish
people by name, so too, they find it convenient to overlook the Pope’s insistence that
the Jewish star be removed from the ambulance that will accompany his motorcade
during the visit.
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However, the Palestinian Authority sees it differently. As was reported yesterday,
the Palestinians “have signed a petition calling on Pope John Paul II, to intervene to lift
the siege of the city of Jerusalem…the petition will be officially presented to the Pope
when he visit’s the Temple Mount next Sunday. Also, a photo exhibit entitled “Our
Story,” which shows Israeli aggression in the Palestinian Authority and in Lebanon, will
run at the Orient House the whole week of the Pope’s visit.”
Yesterday, the Israeli news reported that “Local Arabs removed Israeli flags that had
been placed in Eastern Jerusalem in honor of the Pope’s visit, and replaced them with
the Palestinian flag. Also, a Palestinian flag was unfurled over the Orient House at this
time.” When the Pope comes to the Temple Mount this Sunday, he will be welcomed by
no Israeli official whatsoever! Instead, there will be representatives of the Palestinian
Authority, and the entire complex will be bedecked with Palestinian flags.
Last month, in the very midst of Israel’s preparations for the Pope’s visit this week,
Israel was shocked to discover that the Vatican announced the signing of a special
agreement with the PLO!

Now, this so-called covenant, entitled “Agreement of

Principles Between the Palestine Liberation Organization and the Holy See,” and was
marked by Arafat kissing the Pope’s ring, calls for “a peaceful solution to the
Palestinian-Israeli

dispute

to

be

achieved

through

negotia-

tion and agreement to establish the national, legitimate, and inalienable rights and the
legitimate aspirations of the Palestinian people to ensure peace and security for all
peoples of the region on the basis of international law and UN resolutions, including the
relevant Security Council resolutions, on the basis of justice and equality.”

However, while dealing with the peace process and the city of Jerusalem, the
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document or agreement did not even once mention Israel, nor did it mention Israel’s
security, as far Jerusalem is concerned, or the need for normalized relations between
Israel and the Palestinians.
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This agreement also states, “that an equitable solution for the issue of Jerusalem,
based on international resolutions is fundamental for a just and lasting peace in the
Middle East, and that any unilateral decisions and actions altering the special character
and legal status of Jerusalem are morally and legally unacceptable.”

This historic

agreement “calls for a special status for Jerusalem, internationally guaranteed.”
Therefore, the Vatican considers Israel’s declaration of the city of Jerusalem as its
capital to be an example of “unilateral decisions and actions altering the special
character and legal status of this city called Jerusalem”…which is “morally and legally
unacceptable.”

Is the Vatican qualified to teach the world what is morally and legally unacceptable?
As it did during the Crusades, the Inquisition, and the Holocaust? Where is it written in
Israel’s Bible that the city of Jerusalem has a special character and legal status, other
than its relationship with the Jewish people? Where is it written that anyone has a say
in Jerusalem’s status, or that the city requires “international guarantees?” There is no
other city in the world that requires international guarantees!

So, we have the question, is the Pope coming to visit Jerusalem, the eternal capital
of the Jewish people, which the city having never been an Arab capital, nor ever the
capital of any other people in the world? The Pope will be greeted at the Orient House
under the Palestinian flag, by Palestinian children clothed in t-shirts that say “Welcome
His Holiness to Jerusalem, eternal capital of Palestine.”

What is the interest that the Pope has in visiting the Temple Mount, seeing that the
site, as well as the concept of the Temple, has no place in Catholic theology or
doctrine? We are not fooled! The answer is this: Political support for the PalestiniansPLO! The Pope’s visit or business in Israel and Jerusalem is not for religious reasons!
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It was a clear follow-up of the PLO-Papal Jerusalem declaration that previously
occurred between them last month.
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POPE AND ARAFAT SIGN BI-LATERAL PACT OVER JERUSALEM
Jerusalem (February 15, 2000)

Palestinian Authority Chairman, Yasser Arafat met with Pope John Paul II, at the
Vatican on this day and signed an accord to normalize relations between the
PA and the Roman Catholic churches in Jerusalem.

Palestinian Legislative Council Speaker Ahmed Qurei told The Jerusalem Post
that the agreement indicates a recognition by the Catholic Church of Palestinian
claims to the city. He said the PA was also lobbying for international support for
its claim to East Jerusalem.

Emile Jarjoui, the PLO official who led talks with the Vatican, added that the
agreement would “regulate the relationship between the Palestinian Authority
and also the Catholic churches in Jerusalem. The agreement would also state
the Vatican’s own position regarding Jerusalem,

the

peace

process,

and

Palestinian rights.”
The Vatican has called Israel’s annexation of East Jerusalem illegal and does not
recognize Israeli sovereignty there.

Arafat also paid an official visit to the Italian government as part of his diplomatic
campaign to gather support for Palestinian positions in the final status talks.

Arafat lobbied for his idea of sharing undivided Jerusalem, and creating Vaticanstyle sovereignty in the Old City, his spokesman, Nabil Abu Rudaineh said.

PA officials concede privately, that Israel would only accept the idea if it would
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keep the Jewish Quarter and the Western Wall.
The PA hopes to get the Vatican’s backing for the idea. So far, the Vatican and
the international community have supported internationalizing the Old City, an
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idea which both Israel and the PA have rejected, Palestinian Planning Minister,
Nabil Shaath said.

However, Qurei said, should Israel and the PA fail to reach an agreement on sharing Jerusalem, the PA would agree to create an international city in the Old City,
as stated in UN Resolution 181.

Shaath said, the PA was waiting for Israel to come with some suggestion of sharing Jerusalem to the final status talks, but so far Israeli negotiators have not addressed the subject.
But, what is there to discuss? It’s very clear that the Vatican and the PA have come
to an agreement that promotes the city of Jerusalem to remain in Palestinian control.
Israel has been completely taken out of the picture, which is what the Pope desires.
The Vatican has been anti-Israel throughout history and continues to be today. So,
what is the business that the Pope has in Jerusalem? To get rid of the Jews, and keep
Jerusalem in Arab hands!

The covenant between the Pope and PLO leader Yasser Arafat was nothing, but an
agree-ment against God and the people of Israel and Jerusalem. On February 15th,
2000 at the Vatican, the Pope and the late leader of the PLO terrorist organization,
Yasser Arafat, signed a covenant against the God and people of Israel and Jerusalem.
It was a covenant between two enemies of Israel (the Pope and the PLO), who for a
long time would rather have Israel to just vanish from the Promised Land as quickly as
possible.

According to this agreement, the city of Jerusalem should be an international city
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based on international resolutions and an international guarantee. The UN decided on
more than one occasion that Jerusalem should be an international city.

They

additionally decided that any step or activity taken by the Israeli’s to change this position
of Jerusalem is against the law. Also, this agreement recognizes a “Palestinian” state in Page | 59
the land of Israel and agrees on cooperation between the Vatican and the PLO and the
Vatican committed itself to aide the so-called “Palestinians.”

The authorities in the

Vatican explained: “the agreement paves the way for establishment of full diplomatic
relations with a Palestinian state when it is founded.” The PLO representative in the
Vatican said: “This is a historical covenant.”

However, it is no accident that this covenant was signed one month before the
Pope’s visit to Israel. The agreement is part of the long-term policy of the Vatican
against Israel ever since the State of Israel was founded. This is a continuation of the
historical hostility of the Vatican against the people of Israel. The Jewish people who
are in exile, primarily in Europe, and later also in South America have been persecuted
by the Popes and the Roman Catholic Church and many millions were murdered in
terrible ways during the Inquisition, the pogroms and, in our day, in the Holocaust when
six million Jews were murdered, including 1.5 million children and babies! At the time of
the Holocaust, the Pope did not even try to stop this killing or even state that he was
against it. He just kept silent!

On the other hand, the late leader of the PLO terrorist organization, Yasser Arafat,
continued, through this covenant, the long, bloody struggle of terror against the Jewish
people and his hands were covered in Jewish blood! His goal was, to destroy the State
of Israel and bring another Holocaust on the Jews in the land of Israel. Arafat changed
his strategy when he discovered that he could not obtain his goal by the means of
terror. So, he decided to attempt to achieve his goal through diplomatic means and the
so-called “peace” negotiations. What he did not succeed in doing on the battlefield
because the God of Israel did not allow him to, Arafat tried to achieve success around
the negotiating table, which included the Pope.
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The traditional anti-Israeli position of both these sides created this covenant against
the God and people of Israel. Both of them joined forces together against Israel and the
city of Jerusalem as the godly eternal capital of Israel. A picture of the terrorist, Yasser
Arafat kissing the hand of the Pope after the signing of the covenant, showed an unholy Page | 60
and hypocritical covenant between a mass-murderer and a Pope who the Vatican says
is holy. How could the Pope allow this hand which is full of Jewish people’s blood to
hold his hand and kiss it? This so-called agreement was more than being a covenant
between two who loved each other, but this was a covenant of hate against the State of
Israel.

The Israeli Foreign Ministry reacted immediately and said that the city of Jerusalem
was, is, and will always be the capital of the State of Israel, and no covenant or
agreement will ever change this fact. This statement is a result and continuation of the
Word-of-God from thousands of years ago when the God of Israel made Jerusalem the
eternal capital of Israel. For thousands of years, this city called Jerusalem, the beloved
city of God and Israel, the eternal capital of the God and people of Israel, was the heart,
soul, and focus of God and His people, Israel. Biblically speaking, the city belongs to
the Jewish people!

But, the Pope and the late Yasser Arafat tried to stop God from fulfilling His Word.
Both have stated and believed that the God of Israel divorced His people of Israel, and
forgot them and that they are the new Israel. They did not want to accept and believe
all the promises of God in the Bible that His covenant with Israel is an eternal covenant
of love and God does not behave like mankind when they divorce their beloved wife for
another one.

THE VATICAN AMBITIONS: TO RULE OVER JERUSALEM
October 20th, 2005--An official Vatican newspaper reported that during his upcoming
visit to the Vatican, President Moshe Katsav would sign an agreement to give parts of
David’s Tomb over to Papal control.
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It was said, that if such an agreement is signed, it will put an end to drawn out
negotiations that started in 1998. The Foreign Ministry told Arutz Sheva correspondent,
Shimon Cohen about the negotiations a year and a half ago.
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Israeli and Vatican representatives started talking about the issues concerning the
jurisdic-tion over certain sites around seven years ago. These sites include various
buildings and parcels of land that the Catholic Church claims that it formerly controlled.
The Catholic Church is at this time seeking to reclaim its ownership of these sites.
Among the places under debate is an area that the church refers to as the site of the
“last supper,” which is located at the burial site of Kings David, Solomon, Rechavam,
Assa, Chezekiyahu and Amatzia. The Vatican newspaper, El Messagero, reported that
President Katsav was expected to sign the agreement during his visit that will give the
Catholic Church control over the upper part of David’s Tomb. The church has already
given the State of Israel a trial agreement. Remember: control of the city of Jerusalem
remains one of the main foreign-policy objectives of the Vatican!

This is the sole

purpose of any business that the Pope may have in Israel or Jerusalem.
In its endeavor to rule over the city of Jerusalem, let’s look at how the Vatican gets
the Eastern Orthodox Church to submit itself to the will of Rome. There is the question,
what does the Vatican (Roman Catholic Church) have…that the Eastern Orthodox
Church does not?

Well, the problem is that it is the Eastern Orthodox Church that still holds a great
amount of territory in Israel, and Jerusalem in particular. This fact greatly irritates the
Vatican as it tends to prove that the Eastern Orthodox Church claims to be the
successor to the Crusaders in the city of Jerusalem. But, if the Eastern Orthodox
Church would be willing to do the following: (1) To revise its theology to agree with the
Vatican, (2) To agree to Vatican control of spiritually important sites in Israel. Then the
Vatican would gain ascendance (the top spot). The Vatican would rule Jerusalem.
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The problem for the Eastern Orthodox Church is that although important in the areas
of the former Eastern Roman Empire, this church is not a Nation-State. The EOC can
make agreements, but it cannot do so as its own sovereign state, as an equal state with
sovereignty like other nation states. However, the same limitations is not the case for
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the Vatican. The Vatican is a sovereign nation state, and it can legally make
agreements with other nation states. That is why it is much easier to give control of
certain sites in Jerusalem to the Vatican, than to the Eastern Orthodox Church.

The Eastern Orthodox Church is going in the direction that the Vatican so desires.
As for example, the Eastern Orthodox Church (particularly the Greek Orthodox Church),
still has the legal title to some of the most significant land in Israel and the city of
Jerusalem. However, the Vatican through its treaties and agreements with Israel will
subsume or take over and assimilate the interests of the Eastern Orthodox Church.

The goal of the Vatican has always been to have itself triumph diplomatically, legally,
and theologically in order to be recognized as the main branch of Christianity. Yet, its
primary rival in theological terms has always been the Eastern Orthodox Church. The
Vatican will continue to outmaneuver the Eastern Orthodox Church, while the EOC will
eventually just give in to the demands of the Vatican of being the only leader of the
Roman Catholic Branch of Christianity (this encompassing both the Roman Catholic
Church and the Eastern Orthodox Church).

Of course, the Eastern Orthodox Church Patriarchates will oppose this, especially
“offi-cially.” However, it should be said that theological shifts often precede diplomatic
ones. For the first time in history, the Eastern Orthodox Church is already changing its
Bible and Bible versions away from its own historic position, along with ancient Greek
Manuscripts, to now start lining up in agreement and in cooperation with the Vatican.
Each of these events that have been mentioned were in the plans of the Vatican to gain
control of Israel, as well as Jerusalem.
The position of the Eastern Orthodox Church in the Middle East is soon to be
subsumed by Rome. The Eastern Orthodox Church is still a player in international
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events, because of its control through the Russian Orthodox Church. Remember, that
Russia is a part of the Quartet, and because of the Greek Orthodox Church, control of
the areas of territory in Jerusalem. However, the Vatican will continue to co-opt the
Eastern Orthodox Church, and will have to do so…in order to obtain control of the Holy Page | 63
Sites of Jerusalem. This is occurring at this very day, and will set the stage for the
Vatican control of the Holy Sites in the city of Jerusalem as an International Custodian.

Now, any change to the status of the Holy Sites in Israel, such as giving custody of
them to a government such as the Vatican would have to be approved of by the
Quartet. But, there were already plans during the Clinton Administration to have the
Holy Sites of Israel be placed under an “International Custodian” since the Arabs and
the Jews could not agree on who should control the Holy Sites in Israel. As we are at
this time seeing, that-as previously planned, the “International Custodian” is the Vatican,
how convenient!

To sum it all up, first the Vatican custody of a few sites in Jerusalem will be
announced, then a few more. Finally, the major change will occur when the New
Custodian (Vatican) announces the rebuilding of the Jewish Temple, which will be sideby-side of the Islamic Mosque, that presently stands on the Temple Mount.

WHAT DOES THE VATICAN (THE POPE) WANT?
It can’t be that the Vatican is only interested in “access to their Holy Sites” in the city
of Jerusalem. Because they already possess that as well as legal jurisdiction under
Israeli law for their institutions and assets in Jerusalem. Also, when these “Holy Sites”
were under the rule of the Jordanians from 1948-1967, there was not a Pope to demand
the “Internationalization of Jerusalem.”

However, it is something else, which the Vatican desires.

The Roman Catholic

Church, needs to have certain versions of events to be played out for them to stand in
front of mankind and proclaim: “our Messiah has returned.” Of course, when it comes
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to the Jews, this Messiah will be as false as the first one was supposed to be. But, this
doesn’t matter. This is the goal of the Vatican and this is what the Jews need to be
concerned about.
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First, one has to realize that for centuries, the Vatican has tried to possess control of
Jerusalem, which really began with the Crusades. For them to persuade the world that
the Messiah whom they have put on the world’s stage is going to be accepted as
genuine, they need to perform this play in the city of Jerusalem. The story of this
production is that this “Messiah” will bring together the three monotheistic religions,
bring in peace and also harmony in the world, and solve the Middle East crisis. The
location for this “production” will be in none other than the Old City of Jerusalem.
This so-called “Messiah” that will be proclaimed, will be a false one and it will insist
that by having a “world government” (i.e., the United Nations), the world peace and
harmony will be brought in. Of course, this will be untrue, and a fraud. The end result is
the taking away of Israel’s sovereignty as an independent nation giving way to a
“regional bloc of nations” in the Middle East. Israel will be pressured to accede to these
demands by all world governments and the superpowers on the claim that, “this is the
only way to solve the Middle East Conflict.” In order for Israel to go along with this
belief, they will convince them that with the “Messiah” having being seen by the Jews, it
is time to begin to rebuild the Third Temple-”Solomon’s Temple.”
Let’s conclude by saying this, there is no doubt about it. The Old City of Jerusalem,
along with most of the eastern half of the city, is what The Vatican desires to control.
Why? Be-cause controlling the whole Old City of Jerusalem (and not only Church
properties) and being able to build whatever they desire on Mount Zion, is important for
the program that they have planned to put on in Jerusalem. The agreement that the
Vatican has signed with Israel, via Yossi Beilin and Shimon Peres (in secret and without
the approval of the Knesset) gives the Catholic Church not only extraterritorial status to
their properties (which is what the bi-lateral agreement the Israeli’s signed with the
Vatican on December 30th, 1993, put into law), but of total control over the entire city of
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Jerusalem, as “custodians” under UN presence. In this way, the Israeli’s will surrender
control over the Old City. To the Vatican, the Israeli people would have a problem with
this.

But, when it comes to the UN, the Jews would say, “we had no choice.”
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Here are some examples of the attempt by the Vatican to displace Israel from The
Old City of Jerusalem:

March 1992-On March 17th, Jerusalem Mayor, Teddy Kollek says:
“The Israeli government should meet the Vatican’s demand to apply
special status for Jerusalem.”

September 1993-On the 10th of September, just three days before the signing
of the Oslo Accords in Washington, the Italian newspaper, La Stampa reported that then Foreign Minister, Shimon Peres concluded a secret deal with
the Vatican to hand over sovereignty of Jerusalem’s Old City to the Vatican.
The agreement was a part of the secret clauses of the Declaration of Principles signed on September 13th, 1993, in Washington D. C. In the same
week that Israeli Foreign Minister and the chief Oslo architect, Shimon Peres
signed the Declaration of Principles with Yasser Arafat in Washington, the
Israeli-Vatican commission held a special meeting in Israel. Under Vatican
agreement, the Israeli’s would give over control of the Old City to the
Vatican before the year 2000. The plan also requires the city of Jerusalem to
become the second Vatican of the world with all three major religions represented, but under the authority of the Vatican. Jerusalem will remain the
capital of Israel, but the Old City will be ruled by the Vatican.

December 1993-With absolutely no media coverage in Israel, on December
30th, a “historic agreement with the Vatican” is publicly acknowledged.
Called: “The Fundamental Agreement Between The Holy See and The State
of Israel,” it declares: “Mindful of the singular character and universal significance of the Holy Land. Aware of the unique nature of the relationship
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between the Catholic Church and the Jewish people, and the historic process
of reconciliation and growth in mutual understanding and friendship between Catholics and Jews.” “Having decided on July 29th, 1992 to establish
a Bilateral Permanent Working Commission, in order to study and define to-
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gether issues of common interest, and in view of normalizing their relations already within one month of taking power, there was a special committee to further “Israeli-Vatican Relations.” From where did this initiative come
so soon as the new government took office?

April 1994-Deputy Mayor of Jerusalem, Shmuel Meir announces at a Jerusalem press conference that he had received information that properties promised to the Vatican in Jerusalem would be granted extraterritorial status.
(In early 1996, Meir was killed in a very suspicious car crash whereby, the
driver who drove a UN truck into Meir’s car was not even charged).

May 1994-Marek Halter, a French intellectual-philosopher and a close friend
of Peres, tells the Israeli weekly magazine HaShishi, that he personally delivered a letter from Peres to the Pope in September 1993, in which Peres
promised to internationalize the city of Jerusalem, granting the UN political
control of the Old City of Jerusalem, and the Vatican hegemony of the holy
sites within. The UN would give the PLO a capital within its new territory
and East Jerusalem would become a kind of free trade zone of world diplomacy.

June 1994-On June 15th, the Israeli government signs an agreement with the
Vatican allowing the Catholic Church to participate in negotiations to determine the future of Jerusalem.

November 1994-Israel signs a peace treaty with Jordan which, according to
reports in Haaretz, Maariv, and Yediot Achronot, included secret clauses
concerning water and Jerusalem. The agreement had been negotiated in
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London eight months before between Rabin, King Hussein and Lord Victor
Mishcon. As part of the agreement, Jordan would receive control over the
Islamic Holy Sites within a Vatican-controlled Old City of Jerusalem.
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April 1995-Member of Knesset, Avraham Shapira announced in the Knesset
that he had information that all Vatican property in Jerusalem was to become tax exempt and that large tracts of real estate on Mount Zion were
given to the Pope in perpetuity.

November 1997-On November 10th, the State of Israel and the Vatican
signed the Legal Personality Agreement whereby the State of Israel agrees
to “assure full effect law to the legal personality of the Catholic Church itself.” (What that means in plain English, is anyone’s guess).

February 2000-Hedging its bets by having bi-lateral agreements with both
sides in the Arab-Israeli conflict, on February 14th, Pope John Paul II meets
Arafat in Rome, to sign an accord to normalize relations between Roman
Catholic Churches in Jerusalem and the P.A. Palestinian Legislative Council
Speaker, Ahmed Qurei told The Jerusalem Post that the agreement is “recognition by the Catholic Church of the Palestinian claims to the eastern half of
Jerusalem.” According to Arafat’s spokesperson, Nabil Abu Rudaineh,
“Arafat had been lobbying for the idea of sharing undivided Jerusalem and
for creating a Vatican-style sovereignty in the Old City.” (Somehow we are
to believe that Arafat initiated this, and not the Vatican). The agreement
calls for the city of Jerusalem to be an “international city, based on international resolutions and an international guarantee.” The pact was signed
despite the Vatican having signed an agreement with Israel six years earlier
on December 30th, 1993, which gave legal jurisdiction under Israeli law
over the Church’s own institutions and assets in the Holy Land.

Therefore, the goal of the Vatican is to gain total control of the Old City of Jerusalem
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out of the hands of the State of Israel. To that end, they possess a secret agreement
with Israel which obliges Israel to respect and honor the “extraterritorial” claim to their
physical presence in the city. In short, “we have accepted the Vatican’s rights to have
little Vatican sovereign embassies throughout our eternal capital of Jerusalem.” That Page | 68
very same Vatican has committed itself, in public and in written agreement, to ensure
that the Palestinians have sovereignty in the Old City of Jerusalem.

The public record reveals a secret agreement has already been conducted behind
the backs of the Jewish people of the State of Israel, whereby the Vatican was promised
to take over the Old City of Jerusalem. There is enough proof in the public record to
prove that a secret deal was conducted with the Vatican by two Israeli government
officials, Yossi Beilin and Shimon Peres. As it was concocted covertly, it cannot serve
the Israeli public, but someone else. Therefore, these agreements need to be made
void and nullified.
It doesn’t matter if religious Jews or the Israeli’s believe that “Catholic Theology” is
“strange looking” or extremely “ritualistic.” What does matter, is that all Israeli’s
comprehend that, the Vatican possesses a secret agenda and it includes stealing the
Old City of Jerusalem away from the State of Israel! This is really the business that the
Pope has in the city of Jerusalem, to stake a claim of what the Vatican says, belongs to
them!

The ultimate goal of the Vatican (the Pope) is to control the city of Jerusalem
completely! As we have already stated, in 1994, the Vatican had signed an agreement
with the State of Israel to gain sovereignty over Jerusalem. The city would remain the
capital of Israel, but would be ruled by the Vatican. The city would have an Israeli
Mayor, as well as a Palestinian Mayor, both would be under the authority of the Pope.
Jerusalem would become a second Vatican!
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IN CONCLUSION
The second beast is the false prophet, who rises to power. He appears to be a
Christian, or a representative of Jesus Christ, but he actually speaks the message that
comes from Satan. This false prophet will come in the disguise of religion, performing
miracles, but his message will be from the pit of hell! People will believe him to be a
great world leader. The world today, is searching for a great religious leader, a great
prophet to perform miracles, and to unite the religions of the world. The current Pope’s
mission is to unite the religions of the world. Also, the false prophet is the leader of
religious worship. It is he who causes the world to worship the anti-christ.
The false prophet sets up the image unto the anti-christ, and receives the world’s
approval. This false prophet through demonic power, will give life unto the image of the
beast, and cause all to worship the image or be killed. The same concept that Rome
had in regards to the Trinity. One either excepted this belief or they would be killed! It
is the false prophet who requires all to take a mark in the hand or forehead. The antichrist does not cause this event, but it will be the false religious prophet responsible for
this. Furthermore, the false prophet will see that no person can buy or even sell
anything without this mark, name, or number of the anti-christ. Also, the dragon
(Satan), anti-christ (beast), and the false prophet (beast), will unite together in one
common unity, to try and destroy the nation of Israel and to attempt to stop Christ’s
second coming at Armageddon!
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This battle of Armageddon will take place in a valley in the northern part of Israel
created by the three mountains, called Carmel, Tabor, and Gilboa, all situated in a
triangle. Armageddon will be the battle of the nations against the city of Jerusalem.
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Could this be why the Vatican (Pope) is so interested in possessing Israel and the
city of Jerusalem, because the Pope is actually the false prophet?
……Update………

December 6, 2017, President Donald J. Trump today recognized Jerusalem as the
capital of Israel and plans to move the U.S. embassy from Tel-Aviv to Jerusalem soon.

XXXX
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