
In a Times of Israel article, Haviv Gur says the pope 
“didn’t make any mistakes” during his time in Israel. 
The question is, did he really accomplish anything? 
The writer of the article noted that the pope has no 
“hard” power, that his influence is voluntary, “driven  
by powerful images and narratives of redemption  
and belonging.” The pope is a symbol, he says, a 
“stand-in for a higher reality.” If he is a representative 
of a higher reality, however, what he does and says 
has tremendous significance and quite a bit of  
symbolic clout.
 
When the Palestinian Authority brought Pope Francis 
to a concrete-walled portion of Israel’s West Bank 
security fence, the pope knew they wanted to create 

a symbol, and he, a master of symbolism, gave it to them, says Gur. The pope also made it clear that he 
favors a Palestinian state, but this was unwise. True, he represents a higher power, but he has no political 
authority. In other words, there is nothing he can do to bring about a Palestinian state. The Palestinians, 
under the mistaken notion that he can sway millions with the flick of a hand, were no doubt greatly  
encouraged. But they will be disappointed when they realize that in hard, on-the-ground terms, he can  
do little to make it happen. 

The writer of the Times article says his repeated mention 
of the “State of Palestine” quickly set Twitter atwitter with 
the predictable cheering and hand-wringing. Yet, while  
the Palestinians claimed the pope for their own, one 
Palestinian official noted to the press that the visit to the 
wall was engineered because the pope’s Israeli itinerary 
included, for the first time, an explicit Vatican recognition 
of the justice of Zionism, in the form of the first papal  
visit to the tomb of Zionism’s founder Theodore Herzl — 
something no previous pope, and no Palestinian leader, 
had ever done. 

The pope was also invited by Israel to the national  
memorial for terror victims. The pope acquiesced, even 
delivering on Israeli national TV news a brief but strident 
rejection of terrorism. By the time he left the region on 
May 27, the pope had gone out of his way to accept both 
sides’ narrative. “He signaled without hesitation his belief 
that the Palestinians are traumatized by occupation  
and deserving of long-denied national freedom, and  
simultaneously that the Jews of Israel are victims of  
indiscriminate violence who also deserve to live as a  
free people in their land.”
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So it appears that the pope’s visit ended in a tie for both 
sides. Was he being cowardly by not standing firmly  
with the people who gave us the Bible and Christianity? 
Perhaps. But there is another way of looking at it. The 
Times of Israel put it this way:

In response to the Palestinians’ and Israelis’ efforts to 
get him to legitimize and magnify their narratives, his 
response was simple: he refused nothing. He recognized 
every symbol, stood at every wall and memorial,  
recognized both Palestinian suffering and Israeli victims of 
Palestinian violence, Zionism and the State of Palestine. 
In doing so, he wasn’t being a “pawn.” He was simply but 
emphatically refusing to play the Israel-Palestinian game 
(The Times of Israel, May 29).  

A New Beast Rears Its Head 
 
At least two books of the Bible talk about strange beasts and animals that symbolize kings, kingdoms,  
political leaders, and future events. Some of those beasts had power and authority over Jews. Some of 
them greatly influenced not only the Jews but the entire world. While calling it a “beast” is perhaps not  
appropriate, there is currently a new kind of entity trying to pull itself together in order to stand up to Israel 
and forge a Palestinian state. There are two parts to this entity. One of them is fairly moderate, while the 
other one is extremely radical. But they both have one goal in mind: the eradication of Israel. Of course,  
I am talking about Hamas and the PA. They have tried in the past to get together; it never worked. Their 
leaders are currently in talks to form a unity in order to negotiate with Israel for a Palestinian state. 

Hamas has been responsible for a great deal of violence against Israel. Inasmuch as it has so far refused  
to recognize the right of Israel to exist as a Jewish state, the prognosis for the future is not good. Now  
Israel has warned Abbas, leader of the PA, that they will hold him responsible and accountable for Hamas.  
Recently Abbas asked Prime Minister Rami Hamdallah to form and head a Palestinian unity government. 
“It’s a move that strengthens the possibility that the two groups might really reconcile for the first time since 
Hamas ousted Fatah from Gaza in a bloody coup in 2007” (JPost article by Lazaroff and Toameh). 

Still, the Post article admits, the differences between Fatah (another name for the PA) and Hamas led to  
the postponement on Thursday (May 29) of the anticipated announcement that the new government had 
actually been formed. As for Israel, Israeli leaders suspended talks with the Palestinians when the Fatah-
Hamas unity deal was announced. Israel refuses to negotiate with Hamas, which it views as little more than 
a terrorist organization. Palestinian sources say the new unity government could be announced next week. 
Such an announcement would doom whatever fragile hope remains to resume the peace process between 
Israel and the Palestinians. 

The US may also back away from further supporting such talks. On Wednesday (May 28), US President 
Barack Obama omitted the Israeli-Palestinian conflict in a major policy address he delivered in Annapolis,  
leading to speculation that the US might be pulling out of the peace process after an intense period of  
involvement. Right now this is just speculation, as Obama has repeatedly said the US is committed to  
the talks. 

Iranian Woman Speaks at Jerusalem Conference 
Esther (not her real name) was a devout Muslim until she “met” Jesus while watching a movie about Jesus. 
Before that, she had moved to England and opened a coffee shop there. She took on some Christian staff, 
but she gave them instructions that they were not to talk about their faith.

On her day off, Esther’s husband, who worked elsewhere, took care of the shop, and one day she noticed  
a book about Christianity on top of the dishes. It turned out that her husband had decided to follow Jesus. 
She said, “I had this idea that if you’re a Muslim and you accept another religion something bad will happen 
to you.” 
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A little bit later she found a Bible in the shop. She got so angry she kicked out the Christian staff and started 
divorce proceedings against her husband. They had been married 19 years.
 
Esther was not just a Muslim; she had actually taught the Quran. “So I told him I could not be with him any 
longer if he was now a Christian. But the angrier I became, the calmer he grew. He was being so kind.  
So to prove Islam is better I started to read more of the Quran and wrote down what was either good or 
interesting. But then I discovered things that weren’t so good, like all this stuff about cutting off hands and 
taking multiple wives. So I decided not to read it anymore, but still wanted to divorce my husband.
 
“I went to inform my sister about this, only to find that she too had become a Christian. And a little later, 
when my husband was away, she suggested we watch a movie together. It was all about Jesus, and I was 
so angry that people opposed him when he had done so many good things.

“Then suddenly I heard a voice saying, ‘You are just the same. You are watching this, but cannot believe it.’  
I looked around to see who was speaking, but there was no one there. While my sister was taking a shower, 
I picked up her Bible and started to read it. Eventually I prayed, ‘If you are real and alive, can you start 
speaking to me as you speak to them?’ 

“And that evening I opened the Bible at random (as Muslims do with the Quran) and it fell open to  
Revelation. My eyes were drawn to the words of Jesus, where he said, “Here I am! I stand at the door  
and knock. If anyone hears my voice and opens the door, I will come in and eat with him, and he with me’ 
(Revelation 3:20). 

“I was so afraid I was shaking. So I closed the book, but opened it again at the very same place, at which 
point I just fell down and said, ‘Okay, you are God. I want to accept you!’

“The next day I was crying when I called my husband, who at first misunderstood as he pleaded for me to 
give him another chance. But I told him that, when he came home, I wanted to read the Bible with him and 
together commit our way to Jesus. By this time he too was crying as he thanked God for answering his 
prayers. 

“When he returned, my heart had been totally changed and I was in love with my husband. My two sons 
noticed the difference in our lives and how Jesus had brought peace out of conflict, and now all our family 
are serving God in church.”

This is part of a speech that Esther gave at the Jerusalem conference called At the Crossroads, and is taken 
from Jerusalem Today magazine. 

In the natural, it might seem impossible for an Iranian to come to faith in Jesus, but this testimony proves 
that nothing is impossible with God, and it is very encouraging. There is hope for peace in the Middle East 
when Jew and Arab are united as the “one new man.”

“But Jesus looked at them and said, ‘With men it is impossible, but not with God; for with God all 
things are possible.’”  

In Messiah,

Lonnie C. Mings 


