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POLEMICS & EXCHANGES 

On Letters and Guns 

In a letter to the editor (Polemics & E,v-
changes, May) Henr}- Heatherly .says that, 
in my March Sins of Omission column, 
"A Hero Among Heroes," I refer to Aud-
ie Murphy firing a .50 caliber machine 
gun from "a German tank destroyer" and 
thus made a mistake, because the caliber 
of German machine guns on their tank 
destro\'ers was 7.9 mm. For the record, 
I said only that Murph\- climbed onto 
a "burning tank destroyer" and fired its 
. 50 caliber at tfie oncoming Germans. I 
thought that it was clear that the tank de
stroyer was one of ours. If not, my men
tion of the tank destro\'er's .50 caliber 
should haye made it ob\ious. 

— Roger D. McGrath 
Thousand Oaks, CA 

On Enlightenment Critics 

It is always enjoyable to read the perceptive 
Dr. Paul Gottfried. I have just one correc
tion, though, to his review of Christopher 
Olaf Blum's edited anthology of French 
counterrevolutionan,- thought. Critics of 
the Enlightenment ("Gounterrevolution-
ar}' Light," Reviews, April). The French 
political philosopher Philippe Beneton, 
not Blum, is the author of the Foreword 
to the book which Dr. Gottfried finds 
so problematic. It would be a mistake, 
I think, to assume that Blum and he are 
of one mind regarding the prospects for, 
or desirability of, a "conservative liberal
ism." l l i e feasibilit) of such a cultural 
project, of course, is well v\orth debat
ing, and I am grateful that Dr. Gottfried, 
as one might expect, does not shrink from 
that task. 

— Jeremy Beer 
Editor in Chief ISI Books 

On Millennial 
Misrepresentations 

Once again, Ghurch historian Aaron D. 
Wolf slanders evangelicals with his essay 
"The Christian Zionist Threat to Peace" 
(Views, May). Using the classic ploy of 

quoting from a dichonary-type source in 
his introduction allows him to set up his 
own dispensationalist straw man to knock 
down in the rest of his polemic. 

Mr. Wolf does not really tell the reader 
whatdispensationalism or premillennial-
ism means, but he does get to employ the 
word apocalypse a few times and act high
brow by denigrating the Left Behind se
ries— all to marginalize evangelicals. 

I'll try to offer such a definition in two 
sentences. Premillennialism comes from 
a literal interpretation of Scripture and 
entails a belief that Jesus Christ could 
return at any moment. When taken in 
its literal, historical, grammatical sense, 
God's Word declares that Jesus Christ's 
return is imminent and that, following 
His return for His Church, He will return 
seven years later to establish His literal 
millennial kingdom on this earth. 

Mr. Wolf even goes so far as to sa\' 
that this evangelical eschatolog}' must be 
flawed because —Heaven forfend —it is 
not taught in the Episcopalian or Roman 
Catholic Churches! Well, maybe that 
fact alone proves that evangelicals are on 
to something or have been for quite some 
time. Mr. Wolf should be more worried 
about a belief system that says nothing 
when people venerate images in die efflo
rescence of leaky water pipes in cement 
on the wall of a Chicago expressway' via
duct than about pro-family, Bible-reading 
evangelicals. 

Don't worry —I still look forward to 
your magazine each month. 

— SuzieTinaglia 
Park Ridge, IL 

Chronicles is the only magazine that will 
even mention Christian Zionism, much 
less shed some light on this heresy. I am 
amazed that the whole Arminian side of 
the professing Christian church is "be
witched" by this fable. 

You would think that one of their evan
gelists would have stumbled across the 
third chapter of Galatians, which says 
(verse 16): "Now to Abraham and his seed 
were the promises made. He sayeth not. 
And to seeds as of many; but as of one. 
And to thy seed, which is Christ." 

Then, in verse 29, Saint Paul adds, "And 
if ye be Christ's, then are ye Abraham's 
seed, and heirs according to the promise." 
It is pretty clear that the promises ("great 
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nation"; "I will bless them that bless thee"; 
"in thee shall all the nations be blessed"; 
etc.) vv ere made to a spiritual seed, through 
Christ, and not to the carnal seed. 

— Lionel Ledbetter 
Adamsville, AL 

Mr. Wolf Replies 

The goal of m\ article was not to define 
dispensationalism, nor to slander my 
evangelical fi-iends, nor to explain why I 
am a Lntheran and not a Roman Catho
lic or an Episcopalian (all of which hold 
that "jesus Christ's return is imminent"), 
but to offer criticism of Christian Zionist 
leaders, who do not present serious, Bi-
ble-belie\ing ChrisHans with any other 
option than to give their undying support 
to the Likud government. Entire minis
tries are built around keeping Christians 
convinced that they must support Israel 
or else Cod's wrath will fall on America. 
Why else would the Christian Coalition 
encourage American Christians to spend 
thousands of dollars in order to spend a 
day with the Israeli Defense Force instead 
of giving that money to their own local 
churches in order to support the preach

ing of the Gospel? 
Mrs. Tinaglia seems to confuse dis

pensationalism with prcmillennialisni, 
which might explain wh\- she found my 
use of Charles Ryrie's defiirition of dis
pensationalism to be unsatisfying. Premil-
lennialism simply holds that, after the 
Lord returirs, He will rule the Eartii for 
1,000 years, before enacting a final judg
ment and recreating a New Heaven and 
a New Earth. It is only when dispensa
tionalism is added to the mix that we get 
the se\en-vcar Tribulation, the "rapture," 
and the restoration of "Israel." Even still, 
there are three \arieties of dispensational
ism: "pre-Trib" (those who believe jesus 
will conduct tiie rapture before the Trib
ulation); "mid-Trib"; and "post-Trib." 
Nonctiieless, the most common position 
among evangelicals (reflected in the Left 
Behind series and by Mrs. Tinaglia) is the 
dispensational, pre-Tribulational, premi-
llennial position. Historic premillennial-
ists, on the other hand, do not hold that 
Scripture requires the restoration of the 
nation or state of Israel. 

It is important to note that even if the 
relati\'ely new theologv of dispensation
alism (it dates to the mid-19th century) 
were the proper "literal" interpretation 
of Scripture, dispensationalists need not 

lend their financial and political sup
port to the secular state of Israel. In oth
er words, dispensationalists need not be 
Christian Zionists. 

Mr. Ledbetter's interpretation of Saint 
Paul's Letter to the Galatians is a reflec
tion of the Church's traditional —and 
literal —understanding of "Israel" in 
Scripture. Interpreting the Bible "to the 
letter," the grammatical-historical ap
proach championed by Martin Luther 
(certainly no dispensationalist) does not 
require us to take every v\ord at face \'al-
ue, something that even dispensational
ists do not do (else they would be look
ing for a "literal" seven-headed dragon to 
emerge from the sea). Rather, the theo
logian, in Luther's words, "should take 
pains to have one definite and simple 
understanding of Scripture and not to be 
a wanderer and vagabond, like the rab
bis, the Scholastic theologians, and the 
professors of law, who are alwavs toiling 
with ambiguities." There is nothing am
biguous about the passages quoted by 
Mr. Ledbetter, especially for those of us 
who approach the text with the firm con-
\iction that the subject of even' page of 
Scripture is Christ—crucified, risen, and 
(literally!) coming again. As for the word 
apocalypse: It's Creek to me. 

Announcing . . . 

THE 16TH ANNUAL MEETING OF THE JOHN RANDOLPH CLUB 

"Small Is Beautiful: The Politics and Culture of the Human Scale" 

December 9-10, 2005 

in the city 

where the Ashley and Cooper unite 

to form the Atlantic Ocean, 

Charleston, South Carolina 

Join Thomas Fleming, Donald Livingston, Chilton Williamson, Jr., Clvde Wilson, and others at the 
Embassy Suites Historic Charleston, a beautifully restored 19th-century landmark that originally served 

as the Citadel Military College. Among the weekend's topics will be cultural and political secession, real 
versus virtual communities, commerce on the human scale, and authentic versus manufactured culture. 

This very special Randolph Club meeting will be preceded by a three-day (December 7-9) Rockford 
Institute Convivium celebrating the history and literature of Charleston. Make plans now to attend, and 

watch future issues of Chronicles for registration information. 

For more information call, Christopher Check, executive vice president, 
at (815) 964-5811 or v\sH www.ChroniclesMagazine.org. 
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American Proscenium 
by Srdja Trifkovic 

The Real Issue With the Newsweek Koran Fib 
The obvious moral of the Newsweek af
fair is that journahsts, and leftist journal
ists (the common t}'pe) in particular, are 
habitual liars unworthy of respect. I'o 
those of us interested in Balkan affairs, 
the whole Koran to-do elicits a wr} smile. 
Front-page stories from the 1990's, includ
ing countless fact-free accounts of "Bo.s-
nian rape camps," "Kosovo genocides," 
and ''Racak massacres," were far more 
pernicious inventions, but they remain 
largely unchallenged to this day. Neu's-
week's fib caused a dozen or two overex-
citable Muslims to die rioting against the 
Great Satan; those Balkan lies, by con
trast, caused a countr\' to be bombed and 
a Christian nahon to be demonized. Yes, 
Newsweek is a bad magazine; journalists 
arc riff-raff—so what's new? 

Three generally o\ erlooked points still 
need to be made, and I will present them 
in ascending order of importance. 

The first point is technical: The Ko
ran cannot be flushed down a regular toi
let. That much should have been ob\i-
ous from the outset. It is a book of at least 
400 pages, and a bilingual Arabic-English 
edition—which is, presumably, the gen
eral-issue Koran used in the alleged pro
ceedings—may have oyer 1,000pages. (If 
there isn't a G.I. Koran, I'd recommend 
Marmaduke Pickthal's excellent bilin
gual edition, which is some 900 pages 
long.) Tearing the Koran into just a few 
thick chunks of, sa\, 100 pages each and 
tr\ing to flush it that \ya\' would cause an 
instant clog on the first attempt. The tor
turer would require a motorized snake to 
continue the procedure, likely causing 
the suspect to become even more con
temptuous of the infidel and, therefore, 
more intransigent. 

Tearing two, three, or four hundred 
individual leaves from the book and 
flushing them methodically one by one 
woidd be more refined as a torture tech
nique (I can visualize it as the key scene 
in Michael Moore's Guantanamo!}, but 
it is shll an almost impossible task. You 
would have to crumple them first—un-
crumpled, they would cause a clog in 
no time —but even if you reduced them 
to a small ball and flushed them indi\ id-
ually, after a dozen, \ou would need a 
plunger, and, after 30 or 40, you would 

have the Mother of All Clogs. By the 
time you were done, the suspect would 
be in tears —not of pain or sorrow, but of 
laughter. De\out Muslims ma\ not be 
renowned for their sense of hiunor, but a 
farce is uni\ersall\' funn\. 

It does not take a Sherlock Holmes to 
smell a rat. The hoax is transparent, on 
par with Jimm\', "8 \ ears old and a third-
generation heroin addict, a precocious 
little bo\' wifli sand\- hair, \cl\eh- brown 
eyes and needle marks freckling flic baby 
smooth skin of his thin brown arms," ac
cording to the memorable front-page sto-
r\' from the Washington Post of Septem
ber 28, 1980. As any inner-cih dweller 
couldhayc told\ou, Ron (Jimm\'s moth-

lists er's drug-dealing "li\e-in-lo\cr") would 
never waste ounce upon ounce of expen
sive powder —readih' con\ertible into 
hard cash —on his girlfriend's son's hab
it, and he would not ha\e encouraged 
riie bo}- to de\elop the habit unless the 
kid was old enough to go out and beg, 
steal, or borrow enough mone\" to keep 
the habit funded. 

The second neglected point w ifli re
gard to I'affaire Koran is that we take Mus
lim outrage for granted when flieir scrip
ture is allegedk' desecrated, \ et we fail to 
be moved, let alone outraged, w hen Mus
lims routincK' kill Christians and oth
er non-Muslims and dcstro\ their heri
tage, their sacred books, and flieir shrines. 
0\'cr the past two decades alone, Mus
lims have put to torch some 200 Chris
tian churches in Koso\o, including the 
entire librarx" of the Prizren Scminar\' 
with its thousands of \'olumes, includ
ing precious ilhmiinated manuscripts 
700 years old. The\ ha\e blasted those 
Buddhas in Afghanistan with l iS mm 
artiller). The\ ha\e attacked Christian 
churches and killed w orshippers in Paki
stan, Indonesia, flic Philippines, Sudan, 
Egypt, and Bosnia, and the\" ha\ e decapi
tated Chrisdan priests in Chechn\a. For 
Muslims to gloss o\er an endless stream of 
outrages committed b\ flieir coreligion
ists against others, and proiiipfl\' to work 
themselves into parox\sms of rage over 
the toilet stor\-, takes some iier\e. For 
the West to tolerate this is indicative of a 
deca\ed spirit. 

The third and most significant point 

is that die Koran is a vile book. It has 
caused more death, suffering, and miser\ 
over the centuries than any other book, 
Mein Kampf and The Communist Mani
festo included. It is well deserving not of 
some ugl}' and meaningless act of "dese-
crahon" but of a careful reading and som
ber analysis. It breathes the air of the des
ert; it enables us to hear the battle cries oi 
the Prophet's follow ers as they rushed to 
conquer, kill, ensla\'e, and rob millions 
of Christians in Asia, Africa, and Europe; 
and it helps us understand what makes 
Muslims hck and wh\- fliere can be no 
truce with jihad. 

To a Muslim, as Allah's direct and un
adulterated word, riie Koran cannot be 
subjected to textual analysis and critical 
e\ aluation. From the point of view of or
thodox Islam, the claim that a quotation 
is taken out of context (e.g., "do not take 
the Jews and the ChrisHans for friends," 
or "fight and slay the pagans w herever ye 
find them") is incongruous because fliere 
is no "context." Looking for one in the 
word of Allah would be blasphemous. 

For a non-Muslim, it is hard to see 
how the Koran is an irnpro\ement over, 
or ad\'ancement on, flie moral teaching, 
language, style, and coherence of the 
Old and New Testaments. It reads like 
a construct entirel}- human in origin and 
intent, clear in its earthl}' sources of in
spiration and the fulfillment of the daily 
needs of its author. The Koranic "revela
tion" fliat non-Muslims are not allowed to 
understand the book sits especially odd
ly w ifli Allah's countless commands re
garding the unbelievers: "| S]trike off their 
heads; then when you have made wide 
slaughter among them, carefuIK- tie up 
flie remaining captives." 

The \ioleiit message of the Koran is 
a problem for us as well as for the Mus
lims. We cannot solve it for them, and 
we should not be asked to deem the prob
lem solved b\' pretending that the book is 
a pacifist tract. Humans are capable of 
reinterpreting scripture when absolnteh 
necessary, but, until the oil dollars sup
port a line of Islamic exegesis that can re
nounce the ideals of jihad, terror, mur
der, dhimmitude, and slaver)-, we must 
have the guts to call a religion of war b\ 
its right name. c 
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