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Preface

FEW BOOKS are both morally inspiring and intellectually stimulating. This book is
both. Professor Yakov M. Rabkin, a noted historian at the University of Montreal, has
courageously made his arguments cogent and persuasive. He explains in well-documented
detail how Zionism arose, how it usurped the religious idea of a Jewish return to
Palestine, and how it created a nationalist parody and cruel negation of Jewish values in
the state of Israel.

Judaism is known for its devotion to scholarly examination of ethical issues and the
pursuit of justice. Zionism is not its offspring. The idea of gathering the world’s Jews in
their mythical homeland was advanced by evangelical Christians centuries before it was
taken up by secular Jews. Both religious Jews and the most distinguished Jewish men of
science long opposed the idea of a Jewish state, especially one in the Holy Land, migration
to which, according to Jewish tradition, should await the arrival of the Messiah.

Zionism’s founders were godless men animated by meanspirited Eastern European
nationalism, powered by antisemitic oppression in Russia, and aided and abetted by
British colonialism. Theirs was a nationalism of conquest. Its amorality lives on in the
Israeli militarism that has balkanized the Levant, birthed an ideology of Jewish
supremacism, and culminated in shameless repudiation of both the spirit and the laws of
Judaism as well as international norms and law.

Zionism aspires to transform multiple transnational religious communities into a
nationality. Zionists insist that Israel can speak for all the world’s Jews and denounce
criticism of Israel’s increasingly depraved behavior as antisemitism. By demanding the
loyalty of Jews abroad to Israel, Zionists call into question the patriotism of Jews to their
native countries. Instead of combating antisemitism, Zionists foment it. Israel is “not
good for the Jews.” Its actions menace them.

I have always admired the formidable Jewish intellectual tradition of pursuing the
truth and speaking it even when to do so is to risk ostracism. Professor Rabkin exemplifies
this tradition and does so with uncommon erudition. This is a book from which the
readers will learn much to their benefit.

Ambassador Chas W. Freeman, Jr.,
Former U.S. Assistant Secretary of Defense
Exeter, New Hampshire

May, 2025
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1 am not amongst those who claim that progress can be taken for granted, that humanity

cannot go backwards.

Louis-Auguste Blanqui (1805-1881)*

*Je ne suis pas de ceux qui prétendent que le progres va de soi, que 'humanité ne
peut pas reculer,’ cited in Daniel Bensaid and Michael Lowy, ‘Auguste Blanqui,
heretical communist’, Radical Philosophy, 185 (May-June 2014), p. 28.



Palestine Before Zionist Colonisation

OTTOMAN PALESTINE in the mid-19th century was a largely peaceful province,
a mosaic of diverse religious, ethnic and linguistic groups. The Jews living in Palestine at
the time consisted of several religious communities, primarily divided into Ashkenazim
and Sephardim. Ashkenazim, originally from Central and Eastern Europe, subsisted in
poverty, and were mostly supported by charitable funds from Jewish communities in
Europe and North America. Sephardim, on the other hand, largely descended from Spain,
Portugal and North Africa. They depended less on charity and were well integrated into
the local economy. While remaining devout, Sephardim showed a greater openness to the
modern influences that were infiltrating Western Asia, primarily through the
establishment of foreign schools, hospitals and other institutions. Ashkenazim spoke
Yiddish among themselves and Arabic with others, while Sephardim used Ladino and
Arabic. Arabic served as a common language for most of the region’s ethnic and
confessional communities, which enjoyed a certain degree of autonomy in Ottoman
Palestine.

Although they lived in the Holy Land, Jews understood themselves to be in exile—a
central concept in Judaism. In the Pentateuch, exile from the Promised Land is described
as divine punishment for religious disobedience and transgressions of the Hebrews (they
came to be called Jews centuries later). In reality, historians deem mass expulsion unlikely;
typically, it was mostly the Jewish political elite that was exiled. It is assumed that the
imperial authorities, whether Babylonian or Roman, had no interest in emptying the land
and losing the income that the peasants generated for the imperial treasury.

In 1922, none other than David Ben-Gurion (1886-1973), the future founder of the
state of Isracl, affirmed that Palestinian fe/labin (farmers, peasants) were most likely the
closest biological descendants of the Jews of the Ist century.! Yet, less than thirty years
later, he—and all future leaders of Isracl—categorically refused to comply with the
United Nations’ resolution to allow these Palestinians, made refugees in 1947-1949, to
return to their ancestral lands and homes. For Ben-Gurion, as for the Zionist movement
more broadly, Jewish settlers of European origin had replaced the indigenous population
as the legitimate heirs of the biblical Hebrews.

In rabbinic Judaism, exile and redemption are spiritual concepts of universal
significance. Exile refers to an imperfect state of the world, or a loss of contact with the
divine presence, rather than mere physical displacement. The founding fathers of
Zionism, most of whom had abandoned Judaism, reduced the concept of exile to a literal,
geographical sense. This allowed them to frame their movement in terms similar to
European ethnic nationalism: a call for repatriation to “their” land. However, most Jews,
Muslims and Christians living in 19th century Palestine, were hardly familiar with this
modern concept of nationalism.



The relationship between Jews and the Land of Israel may seem paradoxical.
Although it occupies a privileged place in Jewish identity, Jews made no effort to settle
there en masse before the rise of Zionism. Political scientist and historian Shlomo Avineri
(1933-2023), former Director General of Isracl’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs, points out
that:

[...] for all of its emotional, cultural and religious intensity, the link with
Palestine did not change the praxis of Jewish life in the Diaspora: Jews may
pray three times a day for the deliverance that would transform the world and

transport them to Jerusalem, but they did not emigrate there.2

For most observant Jews today, the physical concentration of millions of Jews in Israel has
little to do with the messianic hope.

Moreover, it is largely understood that the divine promise to Abraham in no way
implies the right to possess the Promised Land. Abraham, well aware of God’s promise of
the Land of Canaan, nevertheless insists on paying for a plot of land to bury his wife Sarah
(Genesis 23:3-16). The Promised Land belongs not to the one who receives the promise,
but rather to the one who gives it.

The origin story of the Jews differs from other founding stories. The Jews were not
born as a people in “their” land. Abraham arrived in the Land of Canaan only after
leaving his homeland in response to a divine command: “The Lord had said to Abraham:
‘Get away from your country, your birthplace and your father’s house, and go to the land I
will show you.”” (Genesis 12:1). His sons and descendants, far from settling there
permanently, migrated to Egypt. In other words, the biblical narrative clearly emphasises

that the Jews were not “natives” of the Land of Canaan.

Judaic sources trace the origins of the Jews to the shared experience of leaving Egypt
and receiving the Torah at Mount Sinai. This group is historically defined as bound by
the precepts of the Torah. Although the latter is replete with episodes of transgression
and forgetfulness of Divine Law on the part of the Children of Israel, the obligation to
obey the Torah remains valid. It is this relationship—and the obligation to follow the
Torah’s commandments—that traditionally characterise Jews as “the chosen people.”
This concept does not imply any intrinsic superiority, but rather denotes specific moral
and ritual responsibilities. As a former Chief Rabbi of Britain once explained:

Every people is “chosen” or destined for some distinct purpose in advancing
the designs of Providence. Only, some fulfill their mission and others do not.
Maybe the Greeks were chosen for their unique contributions to art and
philosophy, the Romans for their pioneering services in law and government...
The Jews were chosen by God to be “peculiar unto Me” as the pioneers of

religion and morality; that was and is their national purpose.?




In the Biblical narrative, failure to fulfill such responsibilities carries consequences. As the
prophet Amos declared: “You alone have I singled out of all the families of the earth—
that is why I will call you to account for your iniquities.” (Amos 3:2)

Of course, this concept is easily misused to justify ethnocentrism, a sense of
superiority, pride and racism. Yet Jewish tradition offers a powerful antidote to such
distortions, particularly through its teachings on the origins of a figure as central as the
Messiah. The sages concur that the Messiah will arise from the lineage of King David,
which would appear to confer upon him a superior ascendancy. However, the same sages
trace King David’s origin to three quite daring female initiatives—those of Lot’s
daughters, Ruth and Tamar (see Genesis 19:30-38, Ruth 3:7-8 and Genesis 38:1-30).
Jewish tradition emphasizes the gentile origins of the Messiah, the savior of the world
meant to return the Jews to the Promised Land, thereby tempering any temptation to
claim “Jewish superiority.” A typical example of this outlook is found in the writings of
the Provengal scholar Menahem Meiri (1249-1315), a renowned rabbinic authority and
philosopher, who categorically rejects any discrimination against gentiles. 4

Most Judaic sources do not regard the gentile as ontologically different. The Talmud
praises the concept of humanity’s common origin—from Adam—because it helps
mitigate hostility in the world. There would be many more wars if people could claim
that they and their opponents were of different ultimate origins.s

Biblical texts emphasise not only the divine origin of the Torah, but also the fact that
it was given outside the Land of Israel. According to the Hebrew Bible, the Jews—or
more precisely the Children of Isracl—are consecrated as a distinct people through their
acceptance of the Torah at Mount Sinai. Moreover, their spiritual purification, necessary
to enter the Promised Land, takes place outside of it, during the forty years of wandering
in the desert. As many exegetes point out, the Holy Land cannot make Jews holy; on the
contrary, their transgressions can desecrate the Land, which in turn will “vomit them
out” (Leviticus 18:28). The French philosopher Emmanuel Levinas (1906-1995)
expressed this idea by suggesting that the Land is permitted rather than promised—a pun

that resonates more strongly in the original French: une terre permise plutét que promise. s

Tradition defines the relationship with the Holy Land in explicitly conditional terms:

Beware lest your heart be seduced, and you turn astray and serve gods of others
and bow to them. Then the wrath of the Lord will blaze against you. He will
restrain the heaven so there will be no rain and the ground will not yield its

produce. And you will swiftly be banished from the goodly land which the

Lord gives you. (Deuteronomy 11:16-17)

Jewish tradition therefore underscores the great risk of living in the Holy Land by
comparing the Land of Israel to a royal palace, where any transgression immediately takes
on enormous proportions. A parable attributed to Rabbi Yosef Hayim Sonnenfeld (1848-
1932), one of the pillars of the pious Jewish community in Palestine and a convinced anti-
Zionist, illustrates the logic behind the hope of Messianic salvation:



God has exiled us on account of our sins, and exile is as a hospital for the
Jewish people. It is inconceivable that we take control of our land before we are
completely cured. ... What we seek of deliverance is that our cure be complete;

we seek not to return in ill health to the royal palace, God forefend.”

According to tradition, the Land of Isracl would be acquired as part of a universal
messianic project, unlike the previous two acquisitions (under Joshua and during the
return from Babylonia), which relied on earthly power. The Zionist claim on Palestine is
based on a literal interpretation of the Bible, one that diverges drastically from the
teachings of rabbinic Judaism. It is this departure from two thousand years of Jewish
tradition that, in this view, helps explain the persistent and recurring violence since the
foundation of the State of Israel. In this worldview, the physical reconstruction of the
Holy Land by the godless can lead only to spiritual and material destruction: “Zionism is
the most terrible enemy that has ever arisen to the Jewish Nation. ... Zionism kills the

nation and then elevates the corpse to the throne.”s

The Talmud records the oaths sworn to God on the eve of the dispersion of the Jews
to the four corners of the earth: not to return en masse and in force to the Land of Israel,
and not to rebel against the nations.? For generations, long before the rise of Zionism,
rabbis insisted on the full application of these Talmudic vows to reinforce the prohibition
against settling in Palestine and to obligate the Jews to accept the yoke of exile. For
example, the revered Maharal of Prague, Rabbi Yehuda Loew ben Bezalel (1512-1609),
insisted that even under threat of massacre and torture, the Jews have no right to establish

themselves in Israel, and have even less right to use force against the nations to do so.10

To better understand the changes brought about by Zionist colonisation of Palestine,
it is important to look at how Jews have historically related to Muslims, now the majority
in Palestine, over the centuries. According to one of America’s most prolific experts on
Judaism, Rabbi Jacob Neusner (1932-2016), “No two religions among all the religions of
the world, concurring on so much, have better prospects of understanding and
conciliation than Islam and Judaism.” 11

While the Hebrew Bible portrays gentiles as idolaters; the advent of Christianity and
Islam led to a new kind of relationship with other religions. Jewish tradition came to see
Christianity and Islam as variations of the true faith. Major Jewish thinkers appreciated
both religions as vehicles for spreading the concepts of monotheism and the Messiah

throughout the world.

Judaic jurists viewed Islam as a strict monotheism, free from idolatrous deviations,
and affirmed that Muslim hearts are directed towards Heaven. According to the great
medieval rabbinical authority and philosopher Moses Maimonides (1135-1204), also
known as Abu Imran Musa bin Maimun bin Ubaydallah al Qurtubi, who held a high
position in Islamic Egypt and knew Islam well, Muslims “are not idolaters, [idolatry] has
long been severed from their mouths and hearts: they attribute to God a proper unity, a
unity concerning which there is no doubt.” 12 Consequently, according to Jewish law, Jews

may enter mosques, while they are forbidden to approach idolatrous houses of prayer.



Moreover, Islamic knowledge was closely integrated with Judaic scholarly production
in Muslim countries, where most Jewish scholars wrote in Arabic. Unlike Latin, Arabic
was widely used in rabbinic literature because medieval Judaism borrowed many elements
from Islam, among them grammar, philosophy and science. Conceptual and often
terminological affinities link Judaism and Islam. Jews were also instrumental in
transmitting Arabic knowledge (and its important Greek component) to Christian
thinkers of the Renaissance.

Muslim judges are said to have consulted Jewish judges in certain cases. Moreover, the
Qur’an has a sacred status within Judaism. For centuries, Jews in Muslim-majority
countries gave their children Arabic names, such as Abdallah, Ibrahim, Ismail or Salim.
This centuries-old heritage of overall good relations, with exceptions, between Muslims
and Jews, stands in contrast to Israel’s consistent efforts to promote Islamophobia.

Today, the majority of Palestinians are Muslim. Israel’s behaviour is diametrically
opposed to Judaism’s normative attitude towards Muslims. The impact of the violence in
Isracl/Palestine on mutual perceptions between Jews and Muslims should not obscure
their long experience of harmonious coexistence. Isracl embodies the Eastern European
ethnic nationalism fashioned at the end of the 19th century, rather than the Judaism that
has developed over millennia. Relations between Jews and Muslims go back some fifteen
centuries, and the traumas caused by mistreatment of Palestinians by the State of Israel
are likely, provided the mistreatment ends, to be healed in the future.
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Zionism and the Palestinians

THE FOUNDERS of Zionism rightly viewed their movement as a rupture in Jewish
history. The pioneers of the colonisation of Palestine proudly proclaimed “the Zionist
revolution.” In the words of David Ben-Gurion:

Zionism in its essence is a revolutionary movement. One could hardly find a
revolution that goes deeper than what Zionism wants to do to the life of the
Hebrew people. [NB: he does not refer to the transformed people as “Jews” but as
“Hebrews,” meaning ‘the New Hebrew” educated in the Zionist mould.] This is
not merely a revolution of the political and economic structure—but a
revolution of the very foundations of the personal lives of the members of the
people. The very essence of Zionist thinking about the life of the Jewish people
and on Hebrew history is basically revolutionary—it is a revolt against a

tradition of many centuries helplessly longing for redemption.!

While the Land of Israel certainly holds a central place in Jewish tradition, it is
primarily Christians, beginning in the 17th century, who sought to “ingather the
Hebrews in the Holy Land.” Thus, this early form of Zionism, “Zionism avant la lettre,”
was not invented by Jews but by evangelical Protestants.2 Their aim was to hasten the
Second Coming of Christ and convert Jews to Christianity. This deep affinity with
evangelical Protestant beliefs helps explain the massive support the State of Israel enjoys
today in the United States and other countries, where evangelical Protestants number in
the hundreds of millions and are a formidable pro-Israel force.

Jewish Zionism emerged much later, toward the end of the 19th century. Among the
many strands of Zionism, the dominant one is a European nationalist movement with
four main aims: 1) to transform the transnational Jewish identity centred on the Torah
into a national identity modeled after other European nations; 2) to develop a new
vernacular, a national language, based on biblical and rabbinic Hebrew; 3) to relocate
Jews from their homelands to Palestine; and 4) to establish political and economic
control over Palestine. While other European nationalisms concerned themselves
primarily with the struggle for political and economic sovereignty, Zionism set itself the
far greater challenge of trying to achieve the first three objectives: redefining Jewish
identity, language and geography. It’s not surprising that, at the time, the Zionist idea
seemed innovative, even daring, and it repelled the majority of Jews.?

The first proto-Zionist settlers arrived in Palestine in the 1880s, over a decade before
the political crystallisation of Zionism. Ahad Ha-Am, the pen name of Asher Hirsch
Ginzberg (1856-1927), a Russian Jew and a leading intellectual in Zionist circles,



deplored the cruelty these early settlers displayed towards the indigenous population of
Palestine. In an article published in St. Petersburg after a visit to Palestine in 1891, he
lamented the “reprehensible behaviour” of the settlers, who provoked the anger and
hatred of the native population. Ahad Ha-Am’s rebuke made no difference. More than a
decade later, a concerned settler, speaking at the Zionist Congress, pointed out the
“flagrant error” of his comrades towards the Arabs. “When we enter our land we must
forget any idea of conquest or deportation.”

Sigmund Freud (1856-1939) attributed the violence of the 1929 Arab revolt to the
“unrealistic fanaticism of our people” and refused to sign a public address that placed the
blame solely on the native Arab population. These warnings and criticisms, along with
thousands of others voiced to this day, have not improved the situation on the ground.
Rather, they serve as a moral counterpoint to Isracl’s ongoing mistreatment of the
indigenous population and continue to embody the chasm between the Zionists’
addiction to violence and the Jewish rejection of the idolatry of power.

Admittedly, the Hebrew Bible, including the books of Joshua and Judges, is full of
violent imagery. But far from glorifying war, Jewish tradition sees loyalty to God, not
military prowess, as the main reason for the victories mentioned in the Bible. Developed
in the absence of political power, Jewish tradition abhors violence and reinterprets the
many episodes of war in the Hebrew Bible through a pacifist lens. The tradition clearly
favours compromise and accommodation, values that have not been abandoned under the
influence of secularisation.

Thus, Albert Einstein (1879-1956) openly denounced Betar, the paramilitary Zionist
youth movement historically affiliated with the ruling Likud party. He considered it “as
dangerous for our youth as Hitlerism was for the German youth.”s In 1946, he wrote:

I am in favor of Palestine being developed as a Jewish Homeland but not as a
separate State. It seems to me a matter for simple common sense that we
cannot ask to be given the political rule over Palestine where two thirds of the

population are not Jewish. What we can and should ask is a secured bi-national

status in Palestine with free immigration.

This idea remains as valid today as when Einstein, alongside other prominent Jewish
figures, advanced it. Historians, in Israel and elsewhere, have pointed out that Jews lived
more peacefully in Palestine before the arrival of the Zionists. According to the testimony
of a German officer attached to the Ottoman army during the First World War:

The Zionists residing there represented no more than 5 percent of the
population, but were very active and fanatical, and terrorized the non-Zionists.
During the war, the non-Zionists attempted to free themselves from Zionist
terror with the aid of the Turks. They rightly feared that the activities of the

Zionists would destroy their good relations that prevailed among long-time

Jewish residents in Palestine and the Arabs.”



In fact, many Jews feared such disruption from the very beginning of the Zionist
settlement.

The collapse of multinational empires in the wake of the First World War gave free
rein and political expression to nationalist sentiment, resulting in several new states being
formed in Central and Eastern Europe in the aftermath of the war. In 1917, Great
Britain, which not only retained its Empire but also aimed to extend it into West Asia,
declared its support for the idea of a “Jewish national home in Palestine” through the
Balfour Declaration. In this sense, Zionism was an integral part of the European colonial
enterprise. At the time, colonialism carried no negative connotations for Europeans; for
example, the main financial arm of the Zionist movement was called the Jewish Colonial
Trust (known today as Bank Leumi).

Zionism is a European project rooted in the ethnic nationalisms of Eastern and
Central Europe. These ideologies assert that nations must live in their “natural”
environment, and those outside the titular ethnic group are, at best, tolerated. Exclusive
aspects of this kind of nationalism influenced the early Zionists, a legacy that remains
significant today. “Zionists both reacted against and emulated such [...] nationalisms and
violence.”s In other words, they opposed them in Europe, where Jews suffered under
exclusionary nationalism, and replicated them in Palestine, where they stood to benefit
from it. This commitment to eliminating the native population has earned Zionism
continued respect and admiration from racists and ethnic nationalists around the world.

The fact that Israel now inspires many right-wing and far-right parties globally speaks
for itself. Israeli society has consistently shifted to the right due to the exclusive ethnic
nationalism that is the foundation of its political structure and culture. The current
assault on Gaza logically stems from the entire history of Zionism in Palestine. While it
has repelled quite a few Jews, Israel has consolidated foreign support from a whole range
of rightwing extremists, racists and antisemites. These include white supremacists in the
United States, Islamophobes in Europe, and Hindu nationalists in India.?

This militaristic culture posed a particularly acute problem for the German Jews who
arrived in Palestine in the 1930s fleeing the Nazi regime. They knew how to recognise
fascism and saw that Nazis treated Zionists more favourably than other Jews. Moreover, a
high SS official visited Zionist colonies in Palestine in the 1930s, and a medal was coined
in honour of that visit.10 To ensure the cooperation of the Nazi authorities, Zionists in
Germany proudly displayed their devotion to their own form of nationalism. In this vein
Kurt Tuchler, a leader of the German Zionist Federation, invited Baron Leopold Edler
von Mildenstein, a highranking SS officer, to write pro-Zionist articles for the Nazi press.
The baron, “an ardent Zionist” who had attended Zionist congresses and would later
recruit Adolf Eichmann to the Sicherbeitsdienst (SD, the Nazi security service) Jewish
Desk, agreed on condition that he first visit the Zionist colonies in Palestine. The two
men, accompanied by their spouses, set out shortly after Hitler’s rise to power:

What had brought them together on this journey to Palestine was their

common desire, motivated by radically different objectives, to make Germany



“free of Jews,” or as the Nazis put it, Judenrein. Where the National Socialists
had not yet worked out a solution to “the Jewish question,” the Zionists, with
their ambition to establish a Jewish homeland and their sponsorship of Jewish

emigration to Palestine, had an answer. 11

The SS official visited agricultural colonies and prominent Zionist activists, signed
the guest book at the National Jewish Library2 and duly wrote a series of laudatory
articles about the Zionist enterprise in Palestine. They were published in the newspaper
Der Angriff, founded and supported by Joseph Goebbels. A medal was coined to
commemorate the visit. It carried the inscription “Der Nazi farht nach Palistina” (A Nazi
travels to Palestine) and had a Swastika on one side and a Star of David on the other. Von
Mildenstein was promoted to head the SS Jewish desk to implement his policy “to assist
the expansion of Zionist influence among Germany’s Jews who, despite the oppressive
conditions under which they lived, still showed no great desire to emigrate to Palestine.” 13
Herzl was right when he wrote that “the antisemites will become our most loyal friends,
the antisemite nations will become our allies.” 14

Conversely, many German Jewish immigrants in Palestine abhorred ethnic
nationalism, militarism and espoused liberal, universalist values. They were offended by
the Zionists’ nationalist arrogance and the resulting dehumanisation of Arabs. Well-
educated and often renowned professionals, they contributed massively to Palestine’s
industrial and cultural development, but they could hardly be found in Zionist or later
Israeli politics.

Indeed, in contrast to Jews from Eastern and Central Europe, German and American
Jews with liberal values were prominent in the ranks of Jewish-Arab coexistence
movements. Many of them did not identify with the muscular, proud “New Hebrew,”
whose image too closely resembled the Nazi Aryan ideal. After decades living in Palestine,
Judah Magnes (1877-1948), president of Hebrew University and an American Reform
rabbi, bitterly remarked: “It is becoming more and more difficult to be a Jew and to
remain true to the spirit of Israel [Jewish ethical tradition] among these new-fashioned
Hebrews.”1s Albert Einstein similarly warned that the party that would be elected in
1977 to govern Israel,

is closely akin in its organization, methods, political philosophy and social
appeal to the Nazi and Fascist parties ... Today they speak of freedom,
democracy and anti-imperialism, whereas until recently they openly preached
the doctrine of the Fascist state. It is in its actions that the terrorist party

betrays its real character; from its past actions we can judge what it may be

expected to do in the future. 16

Given the cult of aggressive masculinity embedded in Zionist education, the genocide in
Gaza was predictable. In addition, Zionist settlers who consistently provoked Arab
Palestinians have been blamed for failing to save Jews from the Nazi genocide. In 1937,



when Jews were fleeing Nazi Germany, Judah Magnes wrote: “With the permission of the
Arabs we can welcome into the Arab countries hundreds of thousands of Jews.” 17

Rabbi Joseph Zvi Duschinsky (1868-1948), representing the traditional Ashkenazi
community before the United Nations in 1947, declared that Zionism had been the root
cause of violence and friction with the Arabs—friction which led the British government
to restrict Jewish immigration to Palestine from 1930 on. Zionism, in this view, was
presented as an obstacle to the salvation of millions of Jews from the Nazi genocide:

The colossal massacre of millions of our brethren at the hands of Nazism
during the Second World War might have been averted to a very substantial
degree for many of them might have been able to live peacefully in the Holy

Land as there would have been not the slightest justification for the limitations

of Jewish immigration as have in fact been enforced during the last decade. 18

Duschinsky had unerringly singled out Zionist militancy, holding it responsible for
the White Paper adopted by the British authorities that imposed severe restrictions on
Jewish immigration to Palestine on the eve of World War II. As a result, millions of Jews

in Nazi-occupied Europe were condemned to death.

The unilateral proclamation of the State of Isracl in 1948 by the Zionist minority,
against the will of the local population, including Muslims, Christians, and many Jews,
intensified the discrimination, dispossession and deportation of hundreds of thousands of
Palestinians, leading to endless cycles of violence. Prominent Germanspeaking Jewish
figures such as philosopher Martin Buber (1878-1965), political scientist Hannah Arendt
(1907-1995), educator Ernst Simon (1900-1988), and physicist Albert Einstein opposed
the idea of a separate state for Jews. So did Magnes who, when threatened by Zionists for
his views, resigned from the Hebrew University and returned to the United States in
1948. In his farewell address to the university, he lamented that Jews throughout the
world, but especially in the United States, “are subject to a Zionist totalitarianism that

seeks to subjugate everyone to its discipline, and if necessary by force and violence.” 19

Indeed, this totalitarian trend shows no signs of abating. Historian Eli Barnavi,
former Israeli ambassador to Paris, warned that “the dream of a “Third Kingdom of Israel’
could only lead to totalitarianism.”20 While one may question Israel’s policies, rejection of
Zionism is denounced as antisemitism. Jews who dare to reject it are ostracised from
mainstream Jewish communities and dismissed from community institutions, fired from
universities and purged from the media and government agencies. Israel’s assault on
Palestinians, which intensified significantly in 2023, has made pro-Israeli circles

particularly aggressive towards any dissenting Jews, who are qualified as “self-hating.”

Zionist supremacy is ensured at all costs, including the suppression of democratic
freedoms on the pretext of fighting antisemitism, both in Israel and in Israel-allied
nations.2! Today, Israel, including local agents in many Western countries, have
successfully pressured governments to suppress opposition to Israel under the guise of
fighting antisemitism.22 Members of Betar, a group once denounced by Einstein as
Hitlerite, have assaulted antigenocide demonstrators and actively cooperated with police



to hound pro-Palestinians activists in the United States and other Western countries.
Additionally, a number of prominent Israeli politicians have proudly declared themselves
racist and fascist (see below).

In Israel, the settler-colonial nature of the state, and the resulting systemic decades-
long oppression of Palestinians, and now genocide, not only discredits democratic
pretences in the country’s political culture. This reality also complicates long-held
assumptions, such as the belief that victims of historical injustice cannot become
perpetrators. Vladimir Jabotinsky (1880-1940), a Russian writer, admirer of Mussolini
and founder of the political movement that produced Benjamin Netanyahu (whose
Russian-born father was Jabotinsky’s secretary), wrote an essay characteristically titled
“Homo homini lupus” (Man is a Wolf to Man). In 1910 he expressed a political
philosophy that explains the genocide in Gaza:

Sometimes we base too many rosy hopes on the fallacy that a certain people has
itself suffered and will therefore feel the agony of another people and
understand it and its conscience will not allow it to inflict on the weaker
people what had been earlier inflicted on it. But in reality it appears that these
are mere pretty phrases ... Only the Bible says “you shall not oppress a stranger;

for you know the heart of the stranger, seeing you were strangers in the land of

Egypt.” Contemporary morality has no place for such childish humanism.23

Unlike Netanyahu, Jabotinsky never claimed Jewish exceptionalism in moral or political

conduct.

Questions about whether pacifist values are firmly anchored in the Jewish worldview
or are instead shaped by historical circumstances were raised almost a thousand years ago
by the Spanish poet, scholar, and rabbi Yehuda Halevi (1080-c.1141). In his
philosophical work The Kuzari, written as a defense of Judaism, Halevi presents a

dialogue between a rabbi and a king seeking a religion for his kingdom. The rabbi says:

I see thee reproaching us [for] degradation and poverty, but the best of other
religions boast of both. Do they not glorify Him who said: “He who smites
thee on the right cheek, turn to him the left also; and he who takes away thy
coat, let him have thy shirt also?” He and his friends and followings, after
hundreds of years of flogging and slaying attained their well-known success,

and just in these things they glorify. This is also the history of the founder of

Islam and his friends, who eventually prevailed, and became powerful.

To which the king responds with a touch of cynicism: “This might be so, if your
humility were voluntary; but it is involuntary, and if you had power, you too would
slay.”24 The king suggests that if Jews held political or military dominance, as other
nations, they too might act as violently. In other words, Halevi’s dialogue explores the
idea that pacifist values may not stem from moral conviction but from lack of power. It is



striking that such reflections were articulated nearly a millennium before the founding of
the State of Israel.

For many devout individuals, the abdication of political power in the Land of Israel is
seen to be an integral part of Judaism. These defenders of Jewish tradition point out that:

We did not go into Galur [exile] because we did not possess a Hagganah [pre-
1948 Zionist militia] and because we had no political leaders of the Herzl and
Ben-Gurion type to guide us along the same paths. But we are exiled just

because we did possess them and did follow their lead. And certainly, Jewish

Salvation will not come through such agencies.s

Across Israel and worldwide, Jews grapple with contradictions between the Judaism
they profess to believe in and the Zionist ideology that has in fact taken hold of them. A
growing number of Jews are embracing National Judaism, or dati-leumi in Hebrew, a
relatively recent form of Judaism rooted in Isracl. For many Jews, this framework helps
reconcile moral qualms and gives religious justification to their Zionist commitment.
Although only a fifth of the country’s Jewish population are followers of National
Judaism, many Israelis who do not necessarily adhere to their lifestyle (whether they are
secular, ultraorthodox, or traditionalist) are coalescing around their political ideology.
Bezalel Smotrich, a prominent follower of National Judaism, said in 2019: “We form the
nuclear reactor that provides power to all the people of Isracl.”26 While he was certainly
prescient, this energy has little to do with the Judaism that has been developed over the
last two millennia. Followers of National Judaism may have more in common with those
who idealistically embraced National Socialism in Germany and ended up committing
genocide.

After the Second World War, Zionist emissaries convinced, blackmailed and even
violently coerced desperate survivors, crowded in displaced persons camps in Europe, to
leave for the newly created State of Israel.27 The Zionist interpretation of the Nazi
genocide has produced a powerful moral narrative. While rabbinic tradition often
portrays the Jew as physically weak but spiritually strong in his faith in God, secular
Zionism replaces faith in God with faith in oneself and in one’s weapons. National
Judaism, which later emerged as a militant religious movement, continues to mobilise
divine purpose in the pursuit of the Zionist settlement. The late 20th century rabbinical
scholar Moshe Sober (1955-2006), for many years affiliated with National Judaism, later
criticized this human propensity to manipulate divine will. He wrote:

The notion that we can do whatever we please, succumb to any kind of
temptation, or engage in any form of foolish self-aggrandizement without fear
of penalty because we have an inside track to the Almighty is the plain opposite
of religious faith. [...] Such blind faith is not really a faith in God at all, but
rather faith in ourselves. It makes a tool out of the Almighty. It turns him into

akind of “secret weapon” whose purpose is to guarantee our success at




whatever we fancy. It is an idolatrous concept that masks what is actually an

irrational belief in our own invincibility. 28

Adherents of National Judaism have become the most active component of Israeli
society, making their viewpoint bear on issues of security, foreign policy and the
treatment of Palestinians. This ideological current includes the assassin of Prime Minister
Yitzhak Rabin, who was killed in 1994 for pursuing a peace agreement with the
Palestinians, as well as prominent members of the Israeli government, some of whom have
been convicted for terrorism in Israel.2o

National Judaism is also the dominant ideology of most of the settlers in the West
Bank, including their vigilantes who have stepped up the harassment, dispossession and
murder of Palestinians in the West Bank as the genocide in Gaza continues.30 These gun-
toting militants work hand in hand with the Israeli army which uses tanks, bombs and
rockets. Adherents of National Judaism overtly encourage the starvation of Palestinians
in Gaza.3! At the same time, many Jews, both in Israel and around the world, are
protesting against the brutal cruelty of Israel, as well as its misuse of Judaism for its own
political ends. These voices call for a return to ethical principles rooted in justice,
compassion and the sanctity of human life.
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A New Hebrew Man

THE HOMILETIC work Avot de Rabbi Nathan (8-10th centuries) teaches: “Who is
the greatest of all heroes? He who turns an enemy into a friend.” (23:1) This ideal, rooted
in the Jewish tradition that elevates peace as a supreme value, is vehemently rejected as
“exilic” by early Zionist settlers. These pioneers saw in such values “the fate of the weak,”
reflecting only the vulnerability of diaspora life. In their enthusiasm to create the “New
Hebrew,” they often depicted the diasporic Jew as a degraded, degenerate being. In fact,
some even internalized the antisemites’ hateful and stereotypical image of the Jew,
engaging in a sort of Jewish self-hatred. This is how Vladimir Jabotinsky, a key figure in
Revisionist Zionism, viewed turning a “Yid,” a pejorative word he borrowed from the
antisemites, into the New Hebrew:

Our starting point is to take the typical Yid of today and to imagine his
diametrical opposite ... because the Yid is ugly, sickly, and lacks decorum, we
shall endow the ideal image of the Hebrew with masculine beauty. The Yid is
trodden upon and easily frightened and, therefore, the Hebrew ought to be
proud and independent. The Yid is despised by all and, therefore, the Hebrew

ought to charm all. The Yid has accepted submission and, therefore, the

Hebrew ought to learn how to command.!

Today, Israclis often describe their state as a continuation of biblical history. Many
Israelis are driven by what some describe as a “dizzying claim to build a bridge the length
of the exile,” linking King David to the modern Israeli military.2 Generations of Israelis
have been raised with values of martial courage and pride to serve in the army, seen as
essential to securing the Zionist state’s legitimacy and survival. As some have noted: while
most countries have an army, in Israel, it is as though the army has a country.

The leaders of the Zionist settlement in Palestine came almost exclusively from the
Russian Empire. It was in Russia that the concept of the “secular Jew,” a notion essential
to the success of the nationalist project, first emerged and crystallised. This new concept
rejected the religious dimension of Jewish identity, both ritual and moral, and retained
only its biological and even racial dimensions. This is how, for them, being a Jew came to
signify someone belonging to a nationality rather than a religious identity with its
important code of ethics. With the creation of the State of Israel in 19438, this identity
became overtly political. For decades, secular Ashkenazi Israelis held demographic and
political dominance, though their influence is now in decline. Nevertheless, the militant
nationalism they developed and institutionalized has been embraced by other segments of
the Israeli population, including nearly two million former Soviet citizens, most of whom



support nationalist right-wing parties.

What makes Zionism unique is its determination to forge a nation out of disparate,
globally dispersed groups speaking dozens of different languages. Their only common
denominator was their religious practise or at least memories thereof. Unlike other
nationalist movements, Zionism had to create and implant a European-style sense of
nationhood among Jews who were largely unfamiliar with such a concept, and to invent a
new common language to unify them.

The first waves of settlers to Palestine were Eastern Europeans, but the Nazi genocide
destroyed much of the population that the Zionist movement regarded as its primary
“human material”:

A hatred of the diaspora and a rejection of Jewish life were a kind of
methodological necessity for Zionism... not only was Jewish history in exile
deemed to be unimportant, but the value of living Jews, Jews of flesh and

blood, depended entirely on their use as raw material for national revival.3

After the Holocaust, despite the Zionist efforts to channel them to Palestine, many
survivors chose to rebuild their lives in North America and Australia. Thus, with the
establishment of the State of Israel in 1948, the Zionist movement increasingly turned to
Jewish communities in Asia and Africa to sustain immigration and settlement. Yet the
Zionist project in West Asia, which was largely modeled on European settler-colonies in
Africa, Australia and the Americas, declared independence at a time when colonialism
was rapidly losing legitimacy even in Western countries.

However, like the Puritans in America, Zionists were imbued with a sense of moral
and historical entitlement, believing they were coming “home” to their promised land,
and that the indigenous Arab population, often descried in colonial terms such as
“savages” or “primitives,” were foreigners and intruders to be ignored, displaced or killed.
This ideological framework was reinforced through the Zionist education system, from
kindergarten to the army, which has instilled in generations of Israelis disdain for the
Arabs, viewed as hopelessly backward and inherently threatening. Nurit Peled-Elhanan,
professor of education at the Hebrew University, concluded her study of Israeli school

materials:

Like all colonizers, Israel portrays the colonized as primitive, evil or
superfluous. Israel portrays them as a racialized group that cannot change and
never will change. [...] They also are portrayed as a problem and a demographic
threat, as a security threat. And because they are deemed a demographic threat,

this legitimates the massacres and their elimination. 4

This narrative is not confined to Israeli schools. Zionist educational institutions in
other countries have also promoted similar messages, albeit sanitized for their local
environments, encouraging young Jews from countries such as France, Canada or South
Africa to volunteer in the Israeli military and eventually settle in Israel.



Yet, at the turn of the 20th century, most Jews did not consider themselves as
belonging to a distinct nation or race in the European sense. On the contrary, they saw
themselves as an integral part of their respective nations. Those Europeans who
questioned their belonging were antisemites.s

The link between Zionism and antisemitism is historically complex and not
accidental. While antisemites yearned to get rid of Jews from European societies, Zionists
encouraged them to emigrate from their homelands and settle in Palestine. Both, in
different ways, envisioned Jewish departure from Europe. It is worth remembering that
the same Arthur Balfour, who in 1917 expressed imperial support for Zionism through
the Balfour Declaration, had only a few years earlier promoted the Aliens Act to prevent
Eastern European Jews from immigrating to Britain. No wonder that the only Jew in the
British cabinet at the time, Edwin Montagu, vehemently denounced the Balfour
Declaration and accused His Majesty’s government of antisemitism. In August 1917 he

wrote:

I wish to place on record my view that the policy of His Majesty’s Government
is anti-Semitic and in result will prove a rallying ground for Anti-Semites in

every country in the world.
He continued:

Zionism has always seemed to me to be a mischievous political creed,
untenable by any patriotic citizen of the United Kingdom. ... When the Jews
are told that Palestine is their national home, ... you will find a population in

Palestine driving out its present inhabitants, taking all the best in the country,

Drawing on a traditional Jewish interpretation, Montagu added with pointed sarcasm:

I certainly do not dissent from the view, commonly held, as I have always
understood, by the Jews before Zionism was invented, that to bring the Jews
back to form a nation in the country from which they were dispersed would
require Divine leadership. I have never heard it suggested, even by their most
fervent admirers, that either Mr. Balfour or Lord Rothschild would prove to
be the Messiah.¢

A profound chasm opened up between the values inherent in the Jewish tradition and
the militant Europeanstyle nationalism of the Zionists. Throughout the 1920s and
1930s, the rabbinical authorities in Palestine tried to bypass the growing Zionist
establishment, secking independent dialogue and separate agreements with Arab leaders,
reflecting a markedly different approach to life in Palestine.



Yet Zionists branded these Jews as traitors. In 1924, members of a Zionist militia
assassinated Jacob de Haan (1881-1924), a Jewish lawyer who was promoting
cooperation between the ultraorthodox Jews, mainly anti-Zionist at the time, and Arab
notables. His aim was to convince the British authorities that the Zionists were no more
than a militant minority who represented only themselves, and to persuade London to
repeal the Balfour Declaration, which supported the establishment of a “Jewish national
home” in Palestine. De Haan was shot dead as he was leaving the synagogue after evening
prayers. Many Zionist settlers from the Russian Empire were experienced with political
terror, a common method of struggle against the Tsarist regime at the turn of the 20th
century.”

De Haan’s assassination marked the beginning of modern political terrorism in
Palestine. It also embodied the rise of the new Hebrew man, muscular, carefree, and
unburdened by tradition. From the outset, Zionists scorned traditional Jews as “weak and
powerless,” seeking instead to forge a new archetype: the fearless Hebrew warrior-
farmer.8 They succeeded beyond their wildest dreams. While the muscular farmer may
have evolved into an it professional, Israel continues to be a mobilised society and a
formidable high-tech war machine, efficiently killing Palestinians. The name of the Israeli
operation triggered in October 2023, “Iron Swords,” reflects the age-old Zionist ethos to
live by the sword rather than coexist with the Palestinians as equals. Ein berera, “we have

no choice,” the usual Israeli excuse for violence, rings even more hollow today than before.

Israeli education inculcates the belief that had the State of Israel existed prior to the
Second World War, the Nazi genocide of the Jews would have been prevented. The
dominant lesson Israelis are taught to draw from the Holocaust is simple: “The Jews were
weak; we must be strong.” This message shapes a national ethos centred on vigilance,
military strength and self-reliance.

What holds together the fragile unity of the Jewish majority in Israel is a pervasive
sense of existential fear: a besieged mentality rooted in carefully cultivated historical
trauma, a sense of righteous victimhood, and a perceived desperate need to prevent a
repeat of the Nazi genocide. The memory of this European tragedy is a powerful tool of
ideological mobilisation. It is not just commemorated; the trauma is kept actively alive

and regularly invoked as a weapon to support Israel’s interests.
gularly p pp

This dynamic was evident following the October 7th Hamas attack on Israel, which
many in Israel described as a pogrom and the largest massacre of Jews since the Holocaust
—overlooking the radically different situation of the Jews of Europe in World War II.
Yet such comparisons reflect how trauma can be mobilized to frame contemporary
threats and justify national responses.

This kind of fear-driven narrative is not unique to Israel. It echoes patterns seen in
other settler colonial contexts, where fear is used to sustain dominance and cohesion. As
American Jewish journalist Peter Beinart observes about the country of his birth: “White
South Africans were just as afraid of being thrown into the sea as Israeli Jews are now.” 10
Indeed, in apartheid South Africa, white settlers lived with a persistent fear of being
overwhelmed or expelled by the Black majority, a fear that was used to justify repressive
policies and militarised control. In the United States, settler narratives often portrayed



Native American resistance as a threat to civilization itself, fueling policies of
displacement and extermination.

References to the Nazi genocide as a means to promote Israeli patriotism never cease.
After an air show in Poland in 2003, three Israeli F-15 fighter jets emblazoned with the
Star of David flew over Auschwitz, as hundreds of Israeli soldiers watched them from the
adjacent Birkenau death camp. The planes were piloted by descendants of the camp
inmates. One of the Israeli pilots later remarked:

This is triumph for us. Sixty years ago, we had nothing. No country, no army,
nothing. We now come here with our own planes to honour those who can no

longer be with us. 11

The weaponization of the collective trauma continues unabated, granting Israel “infinite

license.” 12

It is therefore predictable that most Israclis portray Hamas, and by extension all
Palestinians, as Nazis. Public schools promote the model of the soldier as a heroic
defender against “the Arabs,” as the Palestinians are usually called in Israel. This term
emphasises that the indigenous population belongs to a broader Arab world with over
twenty states, rather than to the disputed land of Palestine. “Why don’t they settle in
those states instead of bothering us here?” is a common refrain in Israel.

For most Israelis, military service is not only a civic duty but also an aspiration and a
rite of passage into adulthood. As Israeli scholars Charles S. Liebman and Eliezer Don-
Yehiya explain:

Whereas Judaism places man’s obligations to God at the center of its value
system, inferring his obligations to the community from his relationship to
God, the new civil religion places the individual’s obligations to the nation at

its center. 13

It has been pointed out that this civil religion offers no answers to questions of
ultimate meaning, while demanding its adherents to be ready for the ultimate sacrifice.
Even as the ongoing assault on Gaza has prompted more and more Israelis to avoid
reserve duty in protest of Israel’s actions, the foundational tenets of this civil religion
appear largely intact.
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European Legacy and Endurance

THE FATE of the Jews has been more tragic in Europe than anywhere else in the
world. Jews first appeared in Europe in Roman times. Their presence often predates that
of the majority population, although this seniority has done little to shield Jews and other
minorities from persecution. For centuries, anti-Jewish sentiment was fueled by Church
teachings, which sought to replace Jews with Christians as the chosen people, accusing the
Jews of deicide and casting them as eternal pariahs. Throughout medieval Europe, mass
displacement, the killing of entire Jewish communities, and the expulsion of Jews from
several countries were tragically common. Violent riots targeting Jews occurred regularly,
especially during the Crusades, with large-scale massacres of Jewish communities. From
the 17th century to the early 20th century, waves of pogroms became a recurring feature
of Jewish life in Eastern Europe. These reflected a long-standing pattern of scapegoating
and persecution that was deeply embedded in European religious, political and social

structures.

This Judeophobia, in particular the accusation of deicide, was later transmuted, in the
spirit of scientism, into racial antisemitism. Like other variants of racism, this ideology
remained socially acceptable, even respectable, until the mid-20th century. After millions
of European Jews were murdered by German Nazis and their willing collaborators across
Europe, especially from the Ukraine and the Baltic countries, Europe effectively resolved
. « . » . . .
its “Jewish problem” by exporting it to Palestine.

In Central and Eastern Europe, where Zionism drew its main forces at the turn of the
20th century, the prevailing form of organic nationalism was often intolerant,
exclusionary and belligerent. In this part of Europe, national renewal was seen as
requiring sacrifice, especially from those who did not belong to the titular nation, a
conviction that, to this day, remains strikingly tenacious.

Faced with intense and widespread antisemitic sentiment, many Jews found the
prospect of emigration attractive. Theodor Herzl (1860-1904), regarded as the founder
of modern political Zionism, and his circle organised the Zionist movement partly to
prevent myriads of shtetl Jews from migrating to Central and Western Europe. They
feared that the arrival of these “uncouth Osz-Juden” might jeopardise their own tenuous
acceptance within European society. There is more than a grain of truth in the
observation that “a Zionist is a Jew who collects money from another Jew to send a third
one to Palestine.”

The oppression of Jews in Tsarist Russia was, indeed, more severe than elsewhere in
19th century Europe. Most Jews were confined to a Pale of Settlement, ethnically non-
Russian lands along the western borders of the empire, where they faced legal restrictions,
social exclusion and economic hardship. Their economic situation deteriorated even
further as industrialization accelerated in the 1860s. Mostly small, often itinerant Jewish



traders and artisans saw their livelihood threatened as railways were built to distribute
mass-produced goods across the country. At the same time, many young Jews were
gaining access to universities and began aspiring to emancipation, such as Jews in other
parts of Europe.

This hope began to flicker as waves of pogroms swept through the Pale. Even though
Jews were not directly involved in it, the assassination of Tsar Alexander IT in St.
Petersburgin 1881 triggered a surge of anti-Jewish violence that terrified Russian Jews.
This fear of violent death intensified a generation later with the massacres in Kishinev in
1903, igniting further fear of the non-Jewish neighbour who might, without warning,
come to rob, rape or murder.

The shock, anger and frustration caused by these pogroms at the turn of the 20th
century led nearly two million Jews to emigrate, primarily to North America. These
events also fuelled Jewish nationalism and revolutionary zeal, drawing thousands of young
Jews into radical underground movements. Many joined parties such as the Socialist
Revolutionaries, which preached and practised the systematic use of violence against the
Tsarist regime.

Many Zionist settlers from Russia, particularly those who would later become leaders
in Palestine, had roots in these underground socialist circles. While most socialists
rejected Zionism as a form of bourgeois nationalism, quite a few, as will be mentioned
later, sought to reconcile the two ideologies. As Jewish radicalism intensified, the
atmosphere of nihilism and contempt for human life gave rise to political terrorism, an
ethos that some of the early Zionist settlers brought with them to Palestine.

Shlomo Avineri, in his intellectual history of Zionism, points out that this movement
marks “a clear break with the quietism of the religious belief in messianic redemption that
is to occur only through divine intercession in the mundane cycles of world history.”1
Within the span of a century, the traditional Jewish abhorrence of violence was
transformed by a handful of Jewish nationalists into a defiant militarism. Vladimir

Jabotinsky wrote in the aftermath of the pogroms:

Young men, learn to shoot!... Of all the necessities of national rebirth,
shooting is the most important... We are forced to learn to shoot, and it is

futile to argue against the compulsion of a historical reality.2

The poet Yosef Haim Brenner (1881-1921), raised in a devout Jewish family in
Russia, vehemently railed against Jewish tradition. He transformed the most famous verse
of the Jewish prayer book: “Hear, O Israel, God is our Lord, God is one!”—one of the
first verses taught to children and the last to be uttered by a Jew before death— into:
“Listen, O Israel! Not an eye for an eye. Two eyes for an eye, all their teeth for any
humiliation.” Brenner met a violent death in a confrontation with Palestinians in Jaffa,
but the spirit of disproportionate revenge he championed lives on in the conduct of
Israeli soldiers, most recently in Gaza.

No other Jewish community embraced the use of force the way it did in the Russian
Empire. Many Russian Jews supported radical political parties which were flourishing in



the Russian Empire at the turn of the 20th century. Russian officials at the time saw Jews
as the “most dangerous component of the revolutionary movement.”

Moreover, the reverberations of the 1905 revolution continue to affect the political
reality in Israel, whose foundation and structure still reflect the concepts and realities of a
bygone Eastern Europe. From the outset, Zionist pioneers projected onto Palestine the
familiar clichés of old Russia: the murderous shadow of the pogroms morphed into “the
Arab threat.” While Zionist settlers acted like colonisers everywhere—acquired arms and
assumed responsibility for defending the territory they sought to control—many
perceived the Arab resistance as a remake of pogroms.

Although emigration from Russia virtually ceased after the triumph of the October
Revolution in 1917, Jews arrived from Poland and other Eastern European countries
where antisemitism was endemic. This migration was largely the result of the restrictive
immigration policies introduced in the United States in 1924. Another wave of
immigration to Palestine was triggered by the appointment of Adolf Hitler as Reich

chancellor in 1933, as German Jews tried to flee Nazi Germany.

A prominent Orthodox educator Rabbi Elhanan Wasserman (1874-1941) saw an
instance of divine justice in the emergence of National Socialism and the horrors it would
inflict upon the Jews of Europe. In his view, Nazism was triggered by a fusion of two
ideological “idolatries” worshipped by East-European Zionists, nationalism and socialism:

A miracle has happened: in Heaven these two idolatries have been merged into
one—National Socialism. There has been formed from them a fearful rod of
wrath which hits at the Jews in all corners of the globe. The abominations to

which we have bowed down strike back at us.s

For Wasserman, the Nazi persecutions, of which he would soon become a victim,
were not merely historical tragedies but divine punishment, a direct consequence of

Zionism.

Because the sin of embracing Zionism’s transgression is seen as a collective one,
Wasserman believed the punishment would be collective as well, echoing the Torah sages’
conception of communal responsibility for the Jewish people as a whole. One story
illustrates this worldview:

On the road to Auschwitz, a Jew asked Rabbi Shelomo Zalman Ehrenreich,
known as the Shimlauer Rov (1864-1944), why the Blessed One had caused
this catastrophe to befall the Jews of Europe. He answered: “We are being
punished because we did not sufficiently combat the Zionists.” For, any
offence against the Torah, even by an individual, will fall upon the community

as a whole.6

In this traditional theological framework, any offense against the Torah, even by an

individual, can bring consequences upon the entire community.
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Before October 7

ISRAEL IS the world’s most recent colonial settlement. Rhodesia and Algeria are now
but distant memories; South Africa is no longer under official apartheid. Whereas white
settlers in the Americas and Oceania carried out violent conquests in the 16th century
and Africa was carved up by European powers in the late 19th century, Zionism initiated
its large-scale ethnic cleansing relatively late, beginning in 1947, at a time when
colonialism was losing legitimacy even in the colonial powers of Europe.

Some, like the Israeli historian Benny Morris who has extensively documented this
period, regret that the Zionists did not “finish the job” like the white settlers in the
United States, Argentina or Australia, who either killed or confined most of the
indigenous populations to reservations. !

Today, Israel controls roughly equal numbers of Jews and Palestinians—both Muslim
and Christian—but their rights are far from equal. Palestinians living under Israeli
control in the occupied territories lack basic political rights. Reputable human rights
organisations, both within Israel and internationally, have concluded that Israel is
practising a form of apartheid.2

Within Israel’s recognized borders, Arab Israeli citizens—Muslim and Christian—
make up about 20% of Israel’s citizens, yet they own less than 3% of the land. While Arab
citizens have formal citizenship, including voting rights, they face systemic discrimination
and exclusion. This stark disparity is also reflected in public spending on education and
healthcare. For example, infant mortality among Arab children under 12 months is twice
as high as among Jewish children.3

On the other hand, Palestinians in the West Bank, Gaza and East Jerusalem endure
entirely different legal and political regimes, without citizenship, freedom of movement
or access to basic services. They are subject to arbitrary arrest under the colonial measure
of “administrative detention,” and thousands have been held without trial for years.
Palestinians on the occupied territories also endure recurrent settlers’ violence and are
rarely protected by Israeli occupation forces. These layered inequalities reflect a deeply
entrenched system of ethnonational separation.

For nearly a century, socialist ideology constituted the mainstream of the Zionist
movement in Palestine. Some socialists struggled to reconcile their socialist ideals with
the realities of settler colonialism, but most readily embraced the project of building a
separate society that excluded the indigenous population. This is what led the late Zeev
Sternhell (1935-2020), a renowned authority on Zionist political history, to coin the
term “Nationalist Socialism”—to distinguish it from to the infamous National Socialism.
Sternhell argued that the Zionist variety of socialism was a far cry from socialist ideals of
universalism, but rather a tool for nation-building and territorial expansion, driven by
exclusive ethnic nationalism.



It was Ben-Gurion’s socialist government that rejected the UN’s repeated demands
that the Palestinian refugees be allowed to return to their homes. That same government
also devised legal mechanisms, such as the status of “present absentees,” to dispossess
Palestinians who remained within Israel’s borders after 1948. Nationalist Socialism
subjected Palestinians to 18 years of military rule before granting them citizenship.
Cloaking their policies in progressive rhetoric, Israel’s socialist governments—in power
between 1948 and 1977 —received the support of the Socialist International.4

In contrast, the nationalist right, which has dominated Israeli politics since 1977,
with only a few interruptions, makes little effort to conceal or disguise its intentions.
Before joining Netanyahu’s government in December 2022, the extreme-right parties
openly declared their demands and required the prime minister to sign his commitment
to uphold them.s One such demand, the policy of limiting judicial power, led to mass
demonstrations across the country. Yet these demonstrations, which lasted for months
and emphasized the importance of an apolitical justice system, did not address the
ongoing oppression of Palestinians.¢ In fact, protesters boasted of their own Zionist
credentials and military exploits, underscoring that domination of the Palestinians has
broad societal consensus in Israeli society.

The word “fascist” is no longer used merely as an insult thrown into the heat of
political battle. Yitzhak Herzog, who would become the president of Israel in 2021,
warned a few years before then that “fascism is touching the margins of our society.”
While other mainstream politicians have expressed the same concern, in stark contrast
Bezalel Smotritch, finance minister since 2022 and leader of the Religious Zionist Party,
has proudly declared himself a “fascist homophobe.” 7 A rising star in Israeli politics is
May Golan, an anti-immigration activist who was appointed minister for social equality.
She belongs to the new generation of politicians who are known for their direct and
unapologetic rhetoric. At a public rally in 2013, she declared: “If I am racist for wanting
to defend my country and for wanting to protect my basic rights and security, then 'm a
proud racist.”s A year earlier, her colleague Miri Regev, former brigadier general and IDF
spokesperson, referred to Sudanese refugees in Israel as “a cancer in the nation’s body”
and declared that she “is proud to be a fascist.”? She was later appointed minister of
culture. In 2014, just before assuming the role of minister of justice, Israeli
parliamentarian Ayelet Shaked said about Palestinians in Gaza:

They have to die and their houses should be demolished so that they cannot
bear any more terrorists. They are all our enemies, and their blood should be

on our hands. This also applies to the mothers of the dead terrorists. 10

These Israeli politicians embody an important political trend that extends beyond
national borders. They often operate outside of the conventions of liberal democracy and
may be seen as emblematic, if not a harbinger, of broader shifts occurring in Western
societies. Anthony Loewenstein, Australian Jewish author and journalist, observed:
“Ethnonationalist ideology grows when accountable democracy withers. Israel is the
ultimate model and goal.” 11 European history shows that ethnic nationalism can indeed



easily slide into fascism, and Israel’s political trajectory increasingly reflects that process.

Meanwhile, left-wing Zionism—once dominant in Israeli politics—is in steep
decline. With only a handful of representatives remaining in the Knesset, it has become a
political oxymoron. In this sense, Isracl may be a trendsetter: authoritarianism and ethnic
nationalism are on the rise in many erstwhile liberal democracies around the world.

At the same time, vestiges of left-wing Zionism continue to serve useful purposes.
When the Israeli government prepared its defence against genocide charges before the
International Court of Justice in January 2024, it appointed the task to Aharon Barak,
former president of Israel’s Supreme Court. Barak, long associated with progressive
Zionism, and for that reason reviled by members of Netanyahu’s government, was
nonetheless entrusted by Netanyahu himself. The decision reflects a pragmatic
understanding: what passes for the left in Israel remains firmly committed to Zionism.

Israel is a state without clearly defined borders. Geographically, it has expanded
through military conquest and colonisation. The Zionist movement and successive Israeli
governments have gone to great lengths to avoid defining the borders they envisage for
the state. Israel’s intelligence services and army pay no heed to borders and routinely
operate beyond its declared boundaries, striking targets in neighbouring countries and
elsewhere at will. At the time of writing (summer 2025), Isracli forces occupy parts of
Lebanon and Syria, in addition to the West Bank and Gaza. The Israel military regularly
conducts airstrikes and covert operations in Lebanon, Syria, Yemen, and Iran. This stems
from the rogue state’s sense of impunity, bred and reinforced by unshakable Western
support and complicity.

These actions evoke the official anthem of Betar (the Revisionist Zionist youth
movement mentioned earlier). Written by Betar’s founder, Vladimir Jabotinsky, in the
early 1920s, the anthem declares:

Two banks has the Jordan—this is ours, that is too. If my land has become
poor and small, it is mine from its head to its end, stretching from the sea to

the wilderness, and the Jordan, the Jordan in the middle.12

The slogan “Greater Land of Israel,” usually understood as the territory between the
Jordan River and the Mediterranean Sea, which has been occupied by the IDF since 1967,
may seem modest in comparison.

This borderless character is also reflected in Israel’s claim to be not merely a state of
its citizens, but as a state of the Jewish people worldwide. 13 This framing has led to the
open transformation of major Jewish organisations around the world into vocal advocates
and lobby groups for Isracli state interests, such as AIPAC (American Isracl Public Affairs
Committee) in the US or the CRIF (Conseil représentatif des institutions juives de France)
in France. In the US, for example, the Israel lobby secures Israel’s interests in American
elections at every level, from local school boards to the White House. 4 Yet this scope of
foreign political interference attracts far less criticism and scrutiny in mainstream media,
especially when compared to the alarm surrounding alleged Chinese or Russian meddling,
Only recently, the Netherlands became the first NATO country to name Israel as a threat



to its national security. 15

Israel also feels entitled to interfere in the internal affairs of other countries by
demanding the suppression of pro-Palestinian activism. In close coordination with Israel,
Zionist organisations such as Canary Mission, Betar, and The Israel Project have
developed sophisticated methods for monitoring and targeting pro-Palestinian students,
critical academics and university curricula. 16 These groups compile detailed profiles, often
using social media and public records, which are then shared with government agencies,
educational institutions and employers. These institutions, in turn, have imposed
sanctions ranging from university expulsion to deportation. Betar has openly claimed to
have provided hundreds of names of visa holders and naturalized citizens to the Trump
administration, advocating for their deportation, based on alleged support for designated
terrorist organizations.!” The United States and Germany are currently the undisputed
leaders of this repression. The consequences for pro-Palestinian activists have been severe:
individuals have been fired, banned from public events, expelled from academic
institutions, arrested and deported.

The predicament of Palestinians in the West Bank is dire. They face repression from
multiple sources: the Israeli army, its Palestinian Authority subcontractors and armed
Zionist settlers. Arbitrary detention without trial, dispossession, roadblocks, segregated
roads, warrantless house searches and fatalities have become increasingly common.
Pogroms by settler vigilantes are claiming hundreds of Palestinian lives, further
intensifying the ethnic cleansing that has long been underway.

Even before the current genocide, the situation in Gaza, often described as “the
world’s largest open-air prison” was much worse. Israel, in cooperation with Egypt,
controlled every entry and exit and determined the amount of food and medicine allowed
in. Employment opportunities were scarce, and more than two million people lived
without prospects of normal life. In 2007, the people of Gaza described themselves as
“prisoners for life,” enduring conditions of unimaginable misery: 80% depended on
international aid, water was rationed, electricity was only available for two hours a day
and food shortages were chronic.18 Peaceful demonstrations by Gazans were met with
deadly fire from Israeli soldiers stationed across the border fence. Gaza was also subjected
to regular military incursions, which the Israelis referred to as “mowing the grass,”
operations that routinely left hundreds of dead and wounded. This metaphor embodies
the dehumanisation of Palestinians and the disregard for their lives. It is hardly surprising
that the resulting pressure cooker culminated with an eruption of violence as it did on
October 7, 2023.
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Revenge and Survival

ISRAELT ACTIONS against the Palestinians since October 2023 reflect the main
points of the Decisive Plan presented by Bezalel Smotrich in 2017, then a backbench
Knesset member. Born and raised on the territories occupied by Israel in 1967, Smotrich
was educated in leading institutions aligned with the ideology of National Judaism or dat:
leumi, as referenced earlier. A long-time pro-settlement activist, he was briefly detained by
Israeli security services in 2005 on suspicion of terrorism. Smotrich was later appointed
the finance minister and the official in charge of the administration of the West Bank.

Smotrich’s plan asserts that Jewish and Palestinian national aspirations do not allow
for compromise, reconciliation or partition.! Rather than maintaining the illusion of a
possible political agreement, the plan calls for decisive unilateral action: full annexation of
the West Bank and a strong ultimatum to Palestinians where they must choose between
an officially inferior legal status if they stay, or emigration. Any armed resistance is to be
treated as terrorism, and in Smotrich’s words, in response Palestinians must be “killed if
necessary,” including civilians and children. Moreover, he rejects as a lie the idea that
terrorism derives from despair. “Terrorism derives from hope—a hope to weaken us.”2
Smotrich’s approach has gained significant traction.

The Israeli public has largely embraced his framing, dismissing any mention of the
Palestinian suffering as an attempt to justify terrorism. The Hamas attack of 2023 offered
a pretext to implement the Decisive Plan, normalizing extreme measures, including mass
displacement and terrorising and starving more than two million people in Gaza.3
Concurrently, Israeli forces in cooperation with settler vigilantes have intensified anti-
Palestinian violence in the West Bank with the purpose of ethnically cleansingit.4

The shift toward the nationalist right in Israeli society did not begin with the Hamas
attack in October 2023. Isracli youth in particular appear to diverge from their Jewish
counterparts worldwide. While young Jews, particularly in the United States, which has
the largest population of Jews outside of Israel, tend to be more progressive than their
parents, embracing values of social justice and political equality,s Isracli youth have
increasingly adopted more combative and anti-Arab attitudes.6 One example speaks
volumes. A teacher in a Tel Aviv school circulated an article from the Israeli newspaper
Haaretz arguing that Israelis should be informed about the massive destruction the army
was unleashing on the civilian population of Gaza. Initially fired from her position, the
teacher won her case in the labour court. But upon her return to school, she was booed by
the pupils: “Traitor, go back home!” 7 This incident reflects a broader climate in Israel in
which dissenting voices—especially those expressing empathy for Palestinians—are
marginalized or vilified. Haaretz remains the only legacy newspaper to regularly

document, criticize and reflect on the path the country has taken.



At the same time, young Jews in the United States are at the forefront of pro-
Palestinian activism. Many have rallied behind Zohran Mamdani, a young Muslim
socialist and New York State Assembly member who in June 2025 won the Democratic
nomination to become the mayor of New York. Nearly a half of Jewish voters said they
would vote for Mamdani, including 67% of Jewish voters aged 18 to 44. Mamdani’s
criticism of Israel is reported to have strengthened his support among New York Jewish

voters.$

This contrasts greatly with the reality in Israel. The justification for the destruction of
Gaza draws heavily on the fear of another Holocaust, inculcated in the Israeli school
system. According to mainstream Israeli discourse, just as the Nazis were driven by an
unprovoked and irrational hatred of Jews, so too are the Palestinians. According to this
logic, the Hamas attack is attributed solely to innate antisemitism. No other explanation
is acceptable, and those who point the finger at Israel’s suffocation of Gaza since 2006, let
alone mention the Nakba (“catastrophe” in Arabic denoting the massive ethnic cleansing
of 1947-1949) and the apartheid system imposed from the outset, are silenced and even
persecuted. When Israelis point out that the number of Jews killed by Hamas on October
7 was the highest in a single day since the Holocaust, this macabre comparison reinforces
the idea that antisemitism is the sole driver of Palestinian resistance. This framing also
leaves no room for political or historical context and serves to delegitimize any attempt to

understand the roots of the conflict beyond moral absolutes.

This attitude sharply underscores the self-righteousness and feigned innocence typical
of all colonial regimes when confronted with resistance from the native population. It
stands in contrast to the Judaic dictum of “examine your own actions!”—a call to reflect
and pay close attention to the root causes of calamity. The annihilation of Gaza reveals
Israel’s character as a colonial settlement based on exclusion and oppression. Many Jews
deplore this practise because it contradicts their understanding of Judaism, namely the
values of humility, compassion and benevolence. They recognise that those Jews—indeed,
the vast majority of them in its earlier days—who rejected Zionism for over a century may
well have been right.

The genocide in Gaza was preceded by decades of “pacification of the natives.” Since
2023, the Isracli hasbara (public relations or propaganda) has focused on the Hamas
attack. Yet Hamas, originally organised with the help of the Israeli security services in the
late 1980s as a counterweight to the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO), is
reacting to decades of misery.? Its root cause is the siege of over two million people in
Gaza and the continuing dispossession of Palestinians throughout the occupied
territories. But this root cause hardly appears in mainstream Israeli and Western media, as
if it all began on October 7, 2023.

Press coverage of the Palestinians is tightly controlled through various mechanisms
and remains extraordinarily effective. The spectre of accusations of antisemitism hangs
over journalists, whose careers suffer if their narratives, or even their choice of
terminology, deviate from Israel’s official line. To prevent such deviations, CNN, for
example, has required its journalists covering events in Israel and Palestine, and their
global reverberations, to have their material validated by CNN’s Jerusalem bureau. This



system is known as “Jerusalem Second Eyes.” 10 It not only ensures that CNN’s reporting
conforms to the dominant Israeli discourse, but also with the rules of Israeli military
censorship. Some prominent Western media outlets even employ former IDF

personnel. 11 This stronghold appeared to crack in late July 2025, when a number of
mainstream media outlets were allowed, in line with some Western politicians, to use the
word “genocide” to describe Israel’s actions.

Israel presents the Hamas attack of October 7, 2023, as an existential threat. Of
course, a one-off raid, however bold and brutal, poses no such threat. What Hamas
certainly succeeded in doing was shaking public confidence in the state’s ability to protect
its citizens. This also undermines the claim that the Zionist state represents the pinnacle
of Jewish history and the safest refuge for the Jews.

The Israeli population, with a few exceptions, reacted with steely resolve to terrorize,
expel or exterminate all Gazans. “There are no innocents in Gaza” became a common
Israeli refrain. The massive, indiscriminate bombing and deliberate starvation are not
only acts of revenge but also a considered strategic action aimed at emptying the Gaza
Strip of its inhabitants. In fact, starvation is always deliberate, it cannot happen by
accident, and certainly not while trucks carrying humanitarian assistance are being
blocked from reaching those in need. Over a thousand trucks full of food and medicine

were simply burnt by Israeli military.12

The bombing of hospitals, bakeries and water purification plants are proof, if there is
any needed, that this genocide is part of a plan. It began in 2006, when Israeli policy was
summed up by Dov Weisglass, an adviser to then-Prime Minister Ehud Olmert: “The
idea is to put the Palestinians on a diet, but not to make them die of hunger.”13 Once

food is weaponized, genocide follows.

When Israel claims to be the “state of all the Jews,”14 it effectively takes Jews
worldwide hostage to its policies and actions. When Jewish organizations around the
world unconditionally “stand with Israel,” they act as proxies for Israel rather than as
representatives of their respective Jewish communities. To be more precise, they represent
those Jews who identify with Israel in the spirit of “my country, right or wrong,” an
expression of unconditional patriotism and blind loyalty.

This “Israelism”1s—a vicarious identification with the Zionist state, cultivated in
many Jewish schools, summer camps, and youth movements—has, in many cases,
supplanted traditional Jewish identity, in part because this new identity is less demanding,
Traditional Jewish identity is rooted in adherence to Torah commandments and
encompasses both private and public behaviour and actions. Israclism, by contrast,
imposes no moral or ritual obligations, while conveying a strong sense of belonging and
collective pride. According to Israeli intellectual Boaz Evron (1927-2018), “this moral
identification with power politics is tantamount to idolatry,” especially since, in his view,
“Zionism is, in truth, a negation of Judaism.”16 While official Jewish organisations in
Western countries remain steadily pro-Israel, some Jewish Zionists seem to be having
second thoughts about their identification with the state. This reappraisal is driven in
part by the rising numbers of antisemitic acts in Western countries, but also the constant
flow of painful images of Palestinian suffering that confront viewers on their screens.



The destruction of Gaza remains largely invisible to, or dismissed by, Zionists who
organise community parades and events in support of Israel across many Western cities.
These gatherings, often featuring Israeli flags and public displays of solidarity, aim to rally
support for Israel but rarely acknowledge the suffering of Palestinians. American
theologian Marc Ellis has argued that “collective pride implies collective guilt,”17 a claim
that adherents of Israclism vehemently reject as a manifestation of antisemitism.

It is, of course, unequivocally wrong and antisemitic to blame and attack Jews as Jews
for the actions of the Israeli state. However, many Jewish organizations, synagogues and
Jewish retirement homes have long displayed Israeli flags, usually alongside flags from
their respective countries, from a time when these wouldn’t have caused much attention.
In moments of heightened violence, these symbols can become flashpoints. Attacks on
such institutions, though reprehensible, are often interpreted solely as antisemitic,
without acknowledging how the public conflation of Jews with Israel may provoke such
acts.

In November 2023, an Orthodox Jewish school in Montreal was shot at multiple
times, though there are no Isracli symbols anywhere in the vicinity; indeed, such symbols
would be at odds with the school’s religious values and ideological stance. Similarly, in
Italy in July 2025, a Jewish father and his son—both wearing kippahs (the author of this
book also wears one)—were assaulted. These incidents, and examples abound, underscore
the rise in attacks on visibly Jewish individuals and institutions worldwide.

The conflation between Jews and Israel creates a fraught and ambiguous space. On
the one hand, it is unequivocally unjust and dangerous to target Jews for the actions of
another state. On the other, the public alignment of Jewish institutions with Israel,
combined with their marginalization of pro-peace and pro-Palestinian Jewish voices,
certainly contributes to perceptions of complicity.
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Impunity and Protest

AS OF AUGUST 2025, over 60,000 Palestinians in Gaza, 80% of them civilians,
have been killed, mostly women and children. Many more people have been wounded,
and thousands more are believed to be buried under the rubble. Two million Palestinians
have been displaced, a figure that far exceeds the entire history of Palestinian expulsions
since the onset of Zionist colonisation. As Israel attacks hospitals and civilian
infrastructure, infectious disease and famine claim even more lives. The violent
bombardment of Gaza has devastated the area, with hospitals, schools and power stations
in ruins. There is also strong evidence that the Israeli military has particularly targeted
journalists, rescue workers, doctors and academics.!

Israel has long enjoyed a high degree of impunity. Despite its rejection of dozens of
UN resolutions, the deliberate sinking of the USS Liberty with its crew in 1967, the theft
of uranium-235 from Pennsylvania and of five French military boats in the 1960s, the
violation of the Limited Test Ban Treaty in 1979 and many other illegal exploits, Israel
has enjoyed firm diplomatic and military support of the United States and most Western
countries. Severe sanctions are imposed on Iran for its civilian nuclear enrichment

programme, while Israel faces no consequences for its undeclared military nuclear arsenal.

This impunity is rooted not only in the weaponization of collective trauma,
particularly the legacy of the Nazi genocide in Europe, but also in the fact that Israel is
still widely viewed as a bulwark of Western influence and geopolitical interests in the
Middle East. Political and economic links remain strong,? while anti-Muslim and anti-
Arab sentiment in several countries creates a natural sense of alignment with Israel. The
reasons for this complicity and, more generally, for the support for Israel by the ruling
classes in many countries of the world, certainly deserve deeper investigation.

Western support for Israel is extensive and multifaceted. It includes the supply of
munitions used in the war in Gaza, the presence of navy vessels to protect Israel, the
interception of missiles directed at Israel and repeated US vetoes in the UN Security
Council. Israel and the United States are “joined at the hip.”s In Germany, support for
Israel is elevated to the level of a Raison d’Etat that overrides all other considerations of a
legal or moral kind.4 Europe, while sometimes rhetorically critical of Israel, nonetheless
criminalises pro-Palestinian activities as manifestations of antisemitism or support for
terrorism and stifles free debate on Israel.

Israel’s impunity also reflects the impotence of the rest of the world. While Muslim
and Arab governments have denounced and protested Israel’s destruction of Gaza, none
has imposed economic, let alone military, sanctions. Turkey, for example, despite its
president’s fiery vitriol directed at Israel, has not cut vital energy supplies passing through
its territory to Israel. Only a handful of countries have fully severed diplomatic ties with
Israel over its war on Gaza. As of August 2025, Bolivia, Colombia, Nicaragua, and Belize



have cut all diplomatic ties, while Bahrain, Brazil, Chad, Chile, Honduras, Jordan,
Turkey and South Africa maintain diplomatic ties but have recalled their ambassadors.
Russia, China and much of the Global South, have expressed strong disapproval of the
scale of destruction and civilian suffering in Gaza, but as of this writing, these
governments have taken no concrete steps to halt the violence.

However, there are signs of a shift on the international stage. France, Malta, Canada
and the United Kingdom have announced plans to formally recognize Palestine as a state,
some with conditions. These would be the first major Western states to do so. This move
has triggered strong backlash from Israel and its closest ally, the United States. President
Donald Trump has threatened Canada with economic retaliation,s while Israel is
reportedly considering halting security cooperation with the UK.6

This emerging diplomatic narrative is new, and its practical impact remains to be
seen. While recognition of Palestinian statehood by Western powers is a symbolic and
political milestone, it does little to alleviate the immediate suffering and death of Gazans.
Meanwhile, as of August 2025, the Isracli government, despite criticism from its own
military, has begun discussing a phased plan to take full control of Gaza City and
surrounding areas.” The plan has raised alarm among humanitarian organizations and
international observers, but the US continues to shield Israel from accountability,
alongside the complacent non-action of other countries, who offer little more than
rhetorical condemnation.

Israel’s stance after October 7, 2023 can be compared to that of the United States in
the aftermath of the attack on New York’s Twin Towers in September 2001. Just as the
Hamas attack on Israel in October 2023 is widely portrayed as entirely unprovoked, so
too was the attack in New York. The use of the term “unprovoked” serves a strategic
purpose: it casts the enemy as inherently evil and irrational, discredits diplomacy and
negotiations as forms of appeasement, and shuts down any inquiry into the possibility of
other factors potentially contributing to these attacks.

This framing is not unique to Israel or the US; it is also practiced by the ruling circles
in Europe. The European Union, for example, has assumed a pose of moral superiority,
roundly condemning and sanctioning Russia for its invasion of Ukraine in 2022, while
continuing to support Israel diplomatically and militarily. Just like Israel and the US with
respect to October 7 and 9/11, Europe calls Russia’s attack on Ukraine “unprovoked,”
ignoring its root causes.

Even leaving aside the questionable accuracy of such characterisations, Western
policies reflect an obvious double standard. In the space of a few months, the Israeli
military dropped more explosives, killed and wounded more civilians and caused a higher
civilian-to-military casualty ratio, estimated 4 to 1 in May 2025,8 than Russia has in over
three years of war in Ukraine. The drastic economic sanctions imposed on Russia contrast
deeply with the continuing supply of weapons and, at best, diplomatic appeals for
restraint, in response to Israel’s massacres and starvation in Gaza.

Despite the widespread opprobrium and public condemnation, the Zionist state
seems immune to international pressure. Israel’s contempt and disregard for international

law, the United Nations and, 4 fortiori, moral arguments is well documented.



The International Court of Justice (IC]J)’s investigation into the charges of genocide
is denounced and dismissed by Isracl and several Western governments as yet another case
of pervasive antisemitism.? In a dramatic gesture, in 2024 Israel’s delegate to the UN
shredded the organisation’s charter before the General Assembly.10 Though Israel is the
only country whose legitimacy stems from a UN General Assembly resolution, it now
condemns it as a “cesspool of antisemitism.” 11 But the disdain for the UN is deeper:

The same leader who on May 1948 proclaimed the state “on the basis of the
decision of the United Nations” later, on March 29, 1955 claimed “it was only
the daring of the Jews that established the state—and not any UN

nonsense.” 12

This claim by Israel’s founder Ben-Gurion has been reiterated by his successors, including
Netanyahu. 13

Israel has long been at the forefront of efforts to undermine the system of public
international law.14 These efforts have been bolstered by threats from major Western
powers, including the United States and the United Kingdom, to defund or dismantle
the International Criminal Court (ICC) if it did not withdraw arrest warrants against
Israel’s prime minister and defense minister. In an unabashed display of double standards,
US Senator Lindsey Graham told ICC Prosecutor Karim Khan that the ICC was “made
for Africa and thugs like Putin, not democracies like Israel.” 15

The court’s president has faced considerable pressure, including US sanctions, threats
to his personal safety, with warnings that Israel’s Mossad was active in The Hague and
posed a potential threat.1¢ This subversion of the justice system is another demonstration
of Israel’s adherence to the old imperialist maxim “might makes right,” in
contradistinction to Judaism’s foundational emphasis on law and justice.

The decline of colonial empires is usually characterised by increased violence aimed at
destroying anticolonial resistance. Israelis, however, do not see themselves as colonisers,
and unleash violence in the belief that they are engaged in a legitimate national liberation
struggle; moreover, for many followers of National Judaism the objective is a proto-
messianic return to the Promised Land foretold by the biblical prophets.

Western bias towards Israel suffers from a democratic deficit: unlike the ruling class,
the majority of citizens in Western countries regard the State of Israel as a danger to
international peace and a threat to fundamental humanity.17 In response to mass
demonstrations against Isracl and its supporters, many Western governments stepped up
measures to restrict freedom of expression, dismantle encampments and stifle other forms
of protest. Widespread intimidation and doxxing1s by pro-Israel agencies are ruining
careers and reputations and have led to prosecutions and deportations.

The exercise of free speech can lead to expulsion of non-us citizens if, according to
Secretary of State Marco Rubio, free speech “severely undermines that significant foreign
policy objective.”19 Students who organize pro-Palestinian demonstrations—many of
whom are Jewish—are accused of antisemitism. Televised debates on what is alleged to
constitute “genocidal antisemitism” on American university campuses distract attention



from the actual genocide unfolding in Gaza. Allegations of antisemitism, interpreted as
criticism of Zionism, have become a weapon of mass distraction, a tool for obstructing
efforts to stop the genocide.

Support for Isracl must be understood within the broader context of the disconnect
between popular will and government action. This support tends to increase with income
and correlates with socio-economic class. A few billionaires mobilise impressive funds to
suppress criticism of Israel.20 This reflects the growing divide between the wealthiest one
percent and the rest of society, where elite influence, often exerted directly or indirectly
on government decisions, often does not align with the views or interests of the majority.

This democratic deficit is also evident in electoral politics. As Zohran Mamdani’s
candidacy in New York gains popular support, not only the city’s real estate moguls, but
even anxious tycoons from faraway Silicon Valley are openly raising millions of dollars to
torpedo his election.2! Another glaring example of democratic deficit is the ongoing
militarisation of the economy and the resulting dismantlement of the welfare state in
Europe and North America, a policy that, like support for Israel, lacks popular legitimacy
and reflects a widening gap between public will and interests of the ruling class.

The Hamas attack has galvanized the Zionist information war. Israeli officials rely on
a network of powerful supporters, including high-tech executives, to ensure that the
Internet amplifies pro-Israeli voices while stifling or silencing pro-Palestinian discourse.22
This climate of censorship leads to self-censorship, as individuals and institutions fear
repercussions. Coverage in Western mainstream media reflects this, where Palestinian
lives clearly don’t count as much as Israeli lives.

A notable example is the comprehensive study by the Centre for Media Monitoring,
which in 2025 published findings on double standards in the BBC. They explained that
Israeli deaths received 33 times more coverage per fatality than Palestinian deaths, despite
Palestinians suffering 34 times more casualties during the same period. Moreover, the
Centre documented systematic language bias favouring Israelis, suppression of genocide
allegations and the stifling of Palestinian voices. 23

The vehemence of Israel’s assault on Gaza, marked by mass casualties and increasingly
automated warfare, some guided by artificial intelligence, 4 is leading many Jews,
especially younger generations, to denounce Israel’s actions. According to a 2021 poll by
the Jewish Electorate Institute (thus even pre-dating Israel’s offensive in Gaza), 38% of
US Jews under 40 believe that “Israel is an apartheid state,” compared to 25% of Jews
overall.2s This generational shift is reflected in the spectacular Jewishled demonstrations
against Israel’s mass attacks on Gaza, organized by groups such as Not in My Name,
Jewish Voice for Peace (US), Independent Jewish Voices (Canada) and Union juive

frangaise pour la paix (French Jewish Union for Peace, France).

In July 2025, a coalition of Jewish organizations and 28 rabbis gathered outside the
Israeli Consulate in Manhattan under the banner “Jews Cry Out.”2¢ Their protest was
one of many. In 2023, shortly after the Israeli offensive began, hundreds of Jewish
demonstrators blockaded New York’s Central Station demanding an immediate ceasefire.
A week earlier, Jews wrapped in prayer shawls staged a sitin at the US Congress in
Washington, where they called for an end to the violence and recited Jewish prayers that



have sustained Jews for generations. In November 2023, at the foot of the Statue of
Liberty in New York, Jewish protesters unfurled banners reading “Palestinians Should be
Free” and “Never Again for Anyone.” Many wore black tee shirts marked with the words
“Jews Say Ceasefire Now.”27 Ultraorthodox Jews, long-standing anti-Zionists and anti-
Israel demonstrators, took active part in protests in support of the Palestinians around
the world. Jewish students have played an active role in pro-Palestinian encampments
across US and Canadian campuses.

Paradoxically, many of these Jewish protesters, including the ultraorthodox in
traditional black frock coats, have been accused of antisemitism by powerful pro-Israel
organizations. It is clear that Israel does not represent or speak for all Jews worldwide, nor
do the Jewish organizations outside of Isracl who claim to represent a unified Jewish
voice. Accusing Jews of antisemitism is becoming less and less credible as prominent
Jewish intellectuals and activists worldwide, including some from Israel, continue to
denounce Israel’s actions and remain among the most consistent critics of Zionism.

Since its inception in the late 19th century, critics of Zionism warned that a Zionist
state would become a death trap, endangering both the colonisers and the colonised alike.
For these voices, especially those outside of Israel, the Zionist experiment was seen as a
tragic mistake. They argued that the sooner it ended, without harm to its inhabitants, the
better for humanity as a whole. The catastrophic reality of the Nazi genocide, however,
altered this discourse. For some, the Holocaust reinforced the perceived necessity of a
Jewish state as a refuge; for others, it did not erase the fundamental concern that such a
state, born in a land with an existing indigenous population, and built on colonialist
principles, would inevitably be mired in perpetual violence. Still another Jewish
perspective is the traditional religious belief that only the Messiah can lead a legitimate
return of Jews to the land of Israel.

Within Israel, expressions of empathy for the Palestinians in Gaza have come under
scrutiny and repression, led both by police measures and social pressures. These measures
first targeted Palestinian citizens of Israel, and, following the logic of any repression
initially limited to a minority, then extended to Israel’s Jewish citizens. An emblematic
case is that of Meir Baruchin, a Jewish Israeli history teacher, who was arrested and held
in solitary confinement after publishing the names of victims of Israeli bombings—his
attempt to break through the routine dehumanisation of Palestinians. The day after the
Hamas attack on southern Israel he called on his fellow citizens on his Facebook account
“to do everything possible to stop this madness. Stop it now. Not later, Now!!!”28

Despite Israel’s highly developed media landscape, many citizens remain uninformed
or disengaged from the scale of suffering inflicted on Palestinians by the Israeli military.
Public discourse and mainstream media coverage tend to focus predominantly on Israeli
casualties and trauma, sidelining many more Palestinian deaths and injuries caused by the
Israeli forces in Gaza. Mainstream media outlets have largely amplified government and
military narratives, often downplaying or omitting coverage of the humanitarian crisis in
Gaza. Investigations by outlets such as Haaretz, +972 Magazine, and Local Call have
revealed systemic censorship and editorial pressure to avoid portraying Palestinian
suffering.2



However, this disengagement is not universal. In August 2025, more than 100,000
Israelis, including families of hostages held by Hamas, took to the streets to protest the
government’s plan to expand its military operations in Gaza.3 Former hostages and their
relatives joined the demonstrations, with some calling on soldiers to refuse participation
in what they described as an “illegal war.”31 As well, in July, 2025 a public opinion poll
showed that an overwhelming majority of Israclis—74% of those interviewed—
supported an immediate end to the war in exchange for the release of all remaining

hostages held in Gaza.3?

While Israelis remain focused on the fate of the hostages and do not typically refer to
the tragedy in Gaza as a genocide, there is growing public concern over the humanitarian
crisis, particularly in Israel’s more liberal circles. Leading Israel human rights groups
B’Tselem and Physicians for Human Rights Israel released a joint report titled “Our
Genocide,” accusing the Israeli government of taking “coordinated action to intentionally
destroy Palestinian society in the Gaza Strip.”33 Former Israeli Attorney General Michael
Ben-Yair echoed this assessment, stating publicly that “Jews, who went through a
genocide 80 years ago, are committing genocide in Gaza.” 34 Yet for many Israelis, the
devastating plight of Palestinians remains distant or abstract, and far-right citizens and
settler groups continue to support the military campaign.
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David, Goliath and Samson

SINCE OCTOBER 2023, Palestinians in Gaza have continued to be killed and
wounded by one of the world’s most sophisticated war machines. This has only
intensified the tragedy of Palestinians in both Gaza and the West Bank. Israelis,
meanwhile, have found themselves trapped in a vicious circle: the chronic and inevitable
insecurity inherent to settler colonialism reinforces the Zionist belief that Jews must rely
on the use of force and violence to survive. This mindset provokes aggression, which in

turn generates more insecurity.

It has been observed that “to stand in the way of settler colonization, all the native has
to do is to stay at home.”1 Whatever settlers may claim—and they often have much to say
—the primary motive for elimination is not race, religion, ethnicity, or level of
civilization, but access to land. Territorial control is the defining and irreducible element
of settler colonialism. The logic of colonial settlement radicalises society and can lead it
down a path from displacement and ethnic cleansing to genocide.

The often-used phrase “Isracli-Palestinian conflict” is misleading, as it creates the
illusion of two more or less equal parties in a struggle. But this framing obscures the
profound imbalance of power. A girl resisting a rapist is not “involved in a conflict,” she is
defending herself against violence. Similarly, Israel’s military capabilities far exceed those
of all of its neighbouring states, let alone the Palestinians. The IDF is at the service of a
colonial settlement that is engaged in the control, pacification, displacement and
elimination of the indigenous population.

What are the possible scenarios? Most countries continue to support the so-called
two-state solution as the preferred conclusion of the conflict. However, as Palestinian
politician Mustafa Barghouti has argued, this support is hollow. He stated,

Nobody can claim to support the two-state solution without the removal of
the occupation; the removal of all settlers from the occupied territories;
reversing the decision to annex East Jerusalem, and finally allowing Palestinian
refugees to come back home. Without this, anybody who talks about a two-

state solution is practicing hypocrisy. It’s only a slogan to give Israel time to

finish the job of annexation.2

In July 2025, the Isracli parliament passed a non-binding motion calling for the
annexation of the occupied West Bank. The resolution passed 71-13, declaring the West
Bank to be “an inseparable part of the Land of Israel.”s This symbolic move reflects a
normalization of annexation in Israeli politics. At the same time, settler violence against
Palestinians in the West Bank has intensified over the past decade. One of the most



notorious incidents occurred in February 2023, when hundreds of Israeli settlers
rampaged through the town of Huwara, torching homes, vehicles and businesses. Major

General Yehuda Fuchs, head of the IDF Central Command, described the event asa
“pogrom” and accused the Jewish extremists of “spreading terror.” 4

The prospect of abandoning Zionist supremacy and apartheid structures to grant
equal rights to all inhabitants between the Jordan and the Mediterranean is extremely
remote. Such a transformation, entailing the full application of equal social and political
rights, would require a fundamental reimagining of the Zionist state: a process of
“dezionisation” of both state and society, comparable to the denazification of Germany
after 1945. This would mean replacing the existing ethnocracy with a state that treats all
citizens equally, regardless of ethnicity or religion.s

However, Israeli society is deeply conditioned to see such projects as an existential
threat and a rejection of Israel’s “right to exist.” Nothing, not even the killing of tens of
thousands of Palestinian civilians, half of them babies and children, seems to shake this
carefully nurtured conviction. One hypothetical path to systemic change could involve
total economic isolation, potentially leading to an implosion of Israeli society under the
weight of an economic crisis and mass emigration. However, Zionist billionaires,
primarily in the United States, might leverage their impressive financial and therefore
political clout to buffer Israel from such isolation.

The scenario currently unfolding is part of the century-long Zionist project, namely,
the total ethnic cleansing (through displacement, emigration or genocide) of indigenous
Palestinians from the Zionist state.6 A major stumbling block so far is the lack of
countries willing to take in millions of displaced Palestinians. Otherwise, US President
Donald Trump has proposed rebuilding Gaza as a “Riviera of the Middle East” on the
“demolition site” left behind by the Israeli forces.”

At the time of writing, massive global protests against the Isracli genocide have had no
impact—neither on the vengeful violence in Gaza, nor on the continued supply of
American, Canadian and European weapons used to execute it. The mass murder
continues unabated, and there is ample cause for despair. Yet Judaic tradition encourages
perseverance, even in seemingly hopeless circumstances: “It is not your duty to complete
the work, but neither are you at liberty to desist from it...” (Pirkei Avor 2:16).

Israel is perhaps the most obvious expression of the imperialist and racist elements in
Western foreign policy. The wars waged by Israel are part of a broader pattern of Western
colonial wars against Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya and Syria, not to mention the occasional
operations in Africa and Latin America. Whether the pretext is the “white man’s
burden,” the “civilizing mission,” the “promotion of democracy” or the “responsibility to
protect,” it is consistently the same powers that intervene in regions inhabited by less than

. e » <« » <« . »
white “insurgents,” “savage rebels,” “terrorists,” etc.

Many observers, drawing parallels with the precedent of South Africa, argue that
strong international pressure could force Israel to change course. However, such a shift
would require a significant global geostrategic realignment and the emergence of a
credible threat of military action against Israel.



The anti-apartheid struggle in South Africa was deeply intertwined with Cold War
dynamics. It received political support from the Soviet Union and military assistance
from Cuba. This geopolitical context pressured the United States to go against its
previous record and support the anti-apartheid movement, not out of moral imperative,
but to prevent South Africa from aligning with Soviet interests, so as “not to lose South
Africa to the Russians.”

It is difficult to predict when such a balance of geopolitical forces might emerge again.
Israel’s military, economic and technological dominance was achieved during the
“unipolar moment” following the self-destruction of the Soviet Union, a period marked
by unrivaled US global influence. As longas American military supremacy remains, Israel
has little to fear from the international community.

Israel has shifted from the early image of a Zionist David confrontingan Arab
Goliath, an image cultivated during its first wars, to that of a Goliath dominating the
entire region and enjoying automatic support of the American superpower and its
satellites. Yet the more fitting metaphor may be that of Samson, which the world must
fear: a figure willing to take his own life to kill his enemies, a nuclear-armed Samson
whose back may one day be against the wall. In the meantime, this apocalyptic scenario
remains far away. Even if a more equitable global distribution of military power were to
develop, Israel retains a powerful deterrent: the Samson Option, a doctrine suggesting
that Israel might resort to nuclear retaliation against countries it deems to pose an
existential threat.8 Clearly, no country in the world is prepared to risk a nuclear attack to
liberate the Palestinians.
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Strategic Conflation: Israel’s Win-Win

WHILE the stranglehold of Zionist billionaires remains strong, the public’s frustration
at the hypocrisy of their governments in supporting the annihilation of Gaza may boil
over. Anger at Israel is building among populations in many countries, but as
governments balk at putting real pressure on Israel, there is a risk that local Jews, whom
Israel claims to represent, will bear the brunt of popular anger. In reality, Jews, including
those who identify as Zionist, have negligible to no effect on Israel’s actions. Nevertheless,
they have become hostages to Israel’s international image. Israel and pro-Israel advocacy
groups have largely succeeded in conflating Jews and Israel in the public mind.

Western politicians also frequently associate Jewish citizens with Israel. President
Trump referred to Netanyahu as “your prime minister” in 2019 when addressing a Jewish
audience in the United States during his first term as president.1 In 2023, President
Biden declared that “without Israel, there’s not a Jew in the world who’s secure.”2 Such
remarks further muddle fundamental distinctions between Judaism and Zionism,
between Jewish identity and Israeli nationality.

Israeli leaders actively encourage this conflation as it serves highly strategic purposes.
It reinforces Zionist ideology, fuels antisemitism by making Jews abroad appear complicit
in Israeli policies and may ultimately drive Jews to emigrate to Isracl. It’s a win-win
scenario for the Zionist state: new immigrants contribute intellectual, entreprencurial

and financial resources, while also expanding the pool of potential recruits to the IDF.

Other Jews, who resent being associated with Israel and are disgusted by its actions, as
well as by the pro-Israel voices emanating from mainstream Jewish communities, are
distancing themselves from communal Jewish life. Many choose to practice Judaism and
Jewish culture privately, within the safety of their homes. In response, new communities,
some of them virtual, are emerging to bring together Jews who are deeply committed to
Judaism and its values and therefore are critical of Israel and Zionism.3 More and more,
one can read “Free Palestine” at the end of messages on Jewish social media. The largest
Jewish organisation critical of Israel is Jewish Voice for Peace, which has close to 800,000
members and supporters in the United States and 2.37 million social media followers.
Steadily growing numbers of ultraorthodox Jews, many of whom reject Zionism on
theological grounds, certainly boost Jewish anti-Zionist ranks.

Pro-Palestinian demonstrations are banned in several European capitals, where
commercial or cultural boycotts of Isracl have been outlawed for years. This concerted
pressure from governments, courts, police, media companies, employers and university
administrations is fueling a powerful sense of frustration among the public. Even in the
United States, a majority of people now hold an unfavourable view of Isracl.4 According
to 22025 Pew Research Center survey, 53% of Americans express a negative opinion of
Israel. This shift is especially pronounced among younger adults and Democrats, with



69% of Democrats and 50% of Republicans under the age of 50 viewing Israel
unfavorably.s Yet despite public disapproval, this sentiment does not translate into
government policy, as Israel continues to enjoy the backing of many extremely wealthy
and, by extension, powerful people.

Israel’s technologies are in high demand among the governments in both Western
countries and the Global South. The unprecedented gap between the wealthy minority
and the impoverished majority that can be observed across the globe makes Isracl a
strategically valuable partner. Its military and surveillance industries offer sophisticated
tools for population control, tools that have been tested and refined over decades of use
on Palestinians.

These technologies, encompassing both equipment and operational expertise, are
increasingly in demand as economic and social polarisation continues to destabilise the
established political order. Across regions, ruling classes require effective means to
suppress citizen resistance, and Israeli know-how in this field, though undermined by the
October 2023 Hamas attack, remains in high demand.

The October 2023 calamity also brought attention to a secret military order known
as the Hannibal Directive. Designed to prevent Israeli soldiers from being captured by
enemy forces during combat, it was interpreted as “an IDF soldier is better dead than
abducted.” Its aim is to prevent having to negotiate with those Israel describes as terrorists
and hostage-takers. Although this doctrine was apparently rescinded in 2016, several
investigations and survivor testimonies suggest that on the day of the Hamas attack, the
Israeli military opened fire on Israelis to prevent them falling into Hamas hands.s
According to reports, Isracli commanders issued orders to prevent kidnappings “by any
means necessary.”” Former Defense Minister Yoav Gallant later admitted to authorizing
the Hannibal Directive in certain areas during the attack.s The imperative to prevent
capture therefore overrides the survival of fellow Israelis, whether civilians or soldiers.
One incident involved three Israeli hostages who emerged shirtless and waving white
flags, only to be shot at and killed at close range by IDF soldiers who claim to have
mistaken them for threats.? There have even been allegations that Israeli forces attempted
to kill an American Israeli hostage to derail direct US negotiations with Hamas. 10

More than two decades ago, renowned Israeli author David Grossman addressed
then-Prime Minister Ariel Sharon, whose bellicose policies were widely seen as provoking
the Second Intifada. Grossman wrote:

We start to wonder whether, for the sake of your goals, you have made a
strategic decision to move the battlefield not into enemy territory, as is
normally done, but into a completely different dimension of reality—into the
realm of utter absurdity, into the realm of utter self-obliteration, in which we

will get nothing, and neither will they. A big fat zero. 11

This reflection captures a deeper cultural undercurrent within Zionist political and
military thought, one that contains sacrificial and even suicidal elements. It harks back to

the nihilist ethos of the Russian revolutionary underground, which early Zionist settlers



brought with them to Palestine. Once their goal of statchood was achieved, this ethos was
symbolically reinforced when the IDF chose Masada as the site for its officer swearing-in
ceremonies. 2 The Masada fortress is historically significant as the location. It was there in
73 CE that Jewish zealots, surrounded by Roman legions, concluded their hopeless revolt
against Rome in a collective suicide. The founders of the State of Israel strove to inculcate
this heroic spirit in generations of Israelis. One may also recall that the Israeli nuclear
doctrine is named after the biblical Samson, who brought down death to his enemies by
killing himself. This contrasts with traditional Judaism, where rabbinical teachings value
life above all and condemn suicide as alien and fundamentally opposed to Jewish law and
ethics. No wonder “Ben-Gurion saw Judaism as the historical misfortune of the Jewish

people and an obstacle to its transformation into a normal nation.” 13

William Hechler, the Anglican chaplain at the British embassy in Vienna who
inspired Theodor Herzl to launch the Zionist movement and introduced him to several
European rulers at the turn of the 20th century, confided to a Jewish friend near the end
of his life in 1931: “Part of European Jewry is to be immolated for the resurrection of

your biblical homeland.” 14

Ben-Gurion is reputed to have said at the Central Committee meeting of the Mapai

party in 1938:

If T knew that all Jewish children could be saved by having them relocated to
England, but only half by transferring them to Palestine, I would choose the
second option, because what is at stake would not only have been the fate of

those children, but also the historical destiny of the Jewish people. s

Ben-Gurion’s personality aside, the Zionist movement has long faced accusations of
turning a blind eye to the fate of European Jews, except when the Nazi genocide might
serve the objectives of Zionism. Some Zionist leaders actively obstructed rescue efforts
that did not correspond with their political objectives.16 The Zionist leadership has been
accused of “blocking attempts to allow European Jews to immigrate to other parts of the
world, in order to force them to emigrate to Palestine.”17 Indeed, some Zionist leaders did
their utmost to subordinate rescue efforts to their primary objective, which was the
creation of a New Hebrew nation and the establishment of a Zionist state. In doing so,
they considered human beings as “human material,” treating the survival, or death, of
millions as a matter of political expediency. 18

Morris Ernst (1888-1976), a prominent Jewish American civil liberties lawyer and
close associate of President Franklin D. Roosevelt, embraced the president’s proposal to
encourage various countries to accept Jewish refugees after the end of the Second World
War. Tasked with gauging international willingness to participate and aware that only a
minority of Jewish survivors wanted to settle in Palestine, Ernst shared the initiative with

his Zionist friends, only to face strong resistance:

I was amazed and even felt insulted when active Jewish leaders decried,

sneered, and then attacked me as if I were a traitor. At one dinner party, I was



openly accused of furthering this plan of freer immigration in order to

undermine political Zionism.19

Roosevelt’s plan of resettling survivors in different countries was derailed by the Zionist
movement and its allies in the United States. Since then, Isracli governments have
consistently opposed freedom of choice for Jewish refugees from the Soviet Union and

other countries, attempting to force them to settle in Israel.

Ernst was sceptical of the Zionist project in Palestine, “a kind of remittance society
supported by the dollars of rich Americans of Jewish descent.”20 As a principled Jewish
advocate for human rights, Ernst also opposed the very idea of a parochial political

structure:

I am fearful of any racial religious state. Even for those who desire such a
congeries of race and state, or for those who urge it for others, it seems less
than the ultimate in the development of the brotherhood of man. Nor do I
believe that the thousands of years of bitter persecution of the Jewish people

ineluctably proves that the Jewish heritage will not ultimately fit into the

conglomerate folkways of the nations of the world.2!

Like several other movements in post-World War I Europe, Zionism developed a
moral framework centered on one sole criterion—it’s utility for the collective political
Cause: “Zionism was an operation to rescue the nation and not an operation to rescue
Jews as individuals.” 22 This prioritization of the collective Cause versus individual lives
likens Zionism to a modern-day Moloch, seemingly insatiable and demanding more and
more human sacrifices to this day.

While for most Israelis and their supporters, the survival of the “Jewish state,” in
other words, of Zionist supremacy, is an absolute imperative, some Israelis offer a
different perspective. Boaz Evron, a noted Israeli intellectual, expressed the following

view of Jewish continuity:

The State of Israel, and all the states of the world, appear and disappear. The
State of Israel, clearly, will disappear in one hundred, three hundred, five
hundred years. But I suppose that the Jewish people will exist as long as the
Jewish religion exists, perhaps for thousands more years. The existence of this

state is of no importance for that of the Jewish people.... Jews throughout the

world can live quite well without it.23

Tellingly, Evron’s secular vision dovetails with rabbinic anti-Zionism, which is
categorically opposed to Zionist messianism and views the modern State of Israel as
nothing more than an obstacle to redemption. From this perspective, concentrating
millions of Jews in a geopolitically volatile region is seen as a perilous gamble, particularly
when millions of Christian Zionists interpret Israel’s role through apocalyptic lenses,



viewing it as a tool to provoke Armageddon and hasten the End of Days. Evron’s critique
challenges the foundational assumptions of Zionism and calls for a reimagining of Israeli
identity, suggesting a regional federation of Isracl and her Arab neighbours; “only within
such a federal structure will it be possible to overcome the self-segregating, communal and
protofascist tendencies gathering strength inside Israeli society.” 24

Israel’s defiant posture on the global stage is now in full display for the world to see.
Nothing seems sacred or beyond bounds. The country has manipulated Holocaust
memory to justify its own actions, challenged the authority of international law and the
UN system, and actively suppressed freedom of speech far beyond its borders. Israel has
also become a leader in high-tech surveillance, targeted assassinations and the integration
of artificial intelligence (AI) into military operations.2s These developments, according to
observers and civil society groups, have contributed to a broader erosion of democratic
norms within Israel and elsewhere. Many Israelis feel that they are living in an increasing

authoritarian environment.2¢

Israel is also one the first Western democracies where far-right rhetoric and
authoritarian tendencies have gained traction in mainstream political discourse and
public life. As John Mearsheimer, a prominent scholar and world authority on
international relations, has stated: “What the Zionists and now Israel have done to the

Palestinians over time is one of the greatest crimes in modern history.” 27
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Postscript

CITIZENS of Western countries, who have long prided themselves on moral
superiority and civilizational values, must reckon with their own responsibility for what
Israel is and does. By practising apartheid and committing war crimes against civilians for
along time, Isracl has become the latest expression of what Europeans and their
descendants have done to indigenous populations around the world for centuries. Zionist
leaders, in building the modern Israeli state, have consistently learnt from and imitated
the European experience of nationalism and colonialism, including land expropriation,
population displacement and the establishment of ethnically defined governance
structures. In doing so, they rejected traditional Jewish values of peace, justice and
compassion that have guided Jewish thought for millennia.

The genocide in Gaza, where thousands of children have been slaughtered and
starved alongside their mothers, embodies the success of Israeli education in uprooting
these values. IDF soldiers have not only committed these crimes, but a few have even
revelled in them and made video clips of themselves doing so. This is why associating and
conflating the State of Israel with Jews, Jewish history or the Jewish religion only serve to
blur the picture. So does the guilt of past mistreatment of Jews or the fear of being
accused of antisemitism. Whereas Jews were among the most tragic victims in 20th
century Europe, Zionists have cruelly and systematically mistreated the Palestinians. Like
any state, Israel must be judged objectively, on its actions and policies, something that the
International Court of Justice has been called upon to do.

The genocide in Gaza brings to me personal associations. My father and his brother
endured, and survived, the nearly 900-day Nazi Siege of Leningrad. When liberation
finally came, my great-uncle, a doctor in the Soviet army who was part of the liberating
forces, could barely recognize them. He said they were nothing but emaciated versions of
themselves, all that was left was skin and bones.

Their suffering was part of a much larger tragedy, one that encompassed not only the
Siege of Leningrad but also the brutal invasion of the Soviet Union by Nazi Germany and
its collaborators. The blockade was enforced by land and naval forces from Germany,
Finland, Italy, Spain and Norway. The Siege of Leningrad began three and a half months
after the launch of Operation Barbarossa on June 22, 1941, a massive military campaign
led by Nazi Germany against the Soviet Union and supported by an even larger coalition
of Europeans united under the swastika. Under German leadership, soldiers from twelve
nations participated in the invasion of the Soviet Union: Romania, Italy, Finland,
Hungary, Slovakia, Croatia, Spain, Belgium, the Netherlands, France, Denmark and
Norway. Over the course of the war, approximately two million troops from these
countries joined the war effort. The German forces, including Waften-SS and auxiliary
units, incorporated hundreds of thousands of volunteers from within the Nazi-occupied



part of Soviet Union, particularly from the Ukraine, Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia.

The Nazi invaders summed up their objectives clearly regarding the Siege of
Leningrad, stating:

After the defeat of Soviet Russia, there can be no interest in the continued
existence of this great urban centre [...] After the city is surrounded, requests
for negotiations on surrender will be rejected, as we cannot and must not solve
the problem of resettlement and relocation. [...] After the city has been
encircled, requests for surrender negotiations will be rejected, as we cannot and
must not solve the problem of resettling and feeding the population. In this

war for our very existence, we can have no interest in retaining even a part of

this very large urban population.!

The last railroad line linking Leningrad to the rest of the Soviet Union was cut off on
August 30, 1941, and, a week later, the final road access was blocked. The city was
surrounded, and supplies of food and fuel dwindled as a harsh winter set in. What little
aid the Soviet government managed to deliver to Leningrad was strictly rationed. At one
point, the daily ration was reduced to just 125 grams of bread, made with as much
sawdust as flour. Those unable to obtain even this meager ration resorted to eating cats,
dogs and wallpaper paste. There were even a few reports of cannibalism. Corpses littered
the streets, as people died of hunger, disease, freezing temperatures or bombing.

Leningrad lost over a third of its population. It was the greatest loss of life suffered by
a modern city. The former imperial capital, famous for its magnificent palaces, elegant
gardens and breathtaking views, was methodically bombed and shelled. Over 10,000
buildings were destroyed or damaged. This devastation was not accidental; it was part of
the Nazi plan to annihilate the city precisely because it was a major centre of science and
engineering, home to writers, ballet dancers, prestigious universities and world-class art
museums. In the Nazi plan, nothing was meant to survive.

On January 27, 1944 people poured into the streets of Leningrad and hugged and
wept with joy, celebrating the end of the siege after Soviet forces finally penetrated the
city after months of fierce fighting. Exactly one year later, on January 27, 1945, the Red
Army liberated Auschwitz, a notorious Nazi death camp located in Poland.

Even today, as you stroll along Nevsky Prospect, St. Petersburg’s main avenue (St.
Petersburg had been renamed Leningrad during the Soviet era), you can still see a
remnant of that time, a blue sign painted on a wall that reads: “Citizens! This side of the
street is more dangerous during the bombardments.”

The war against the Soviet Union differed significantly from the one Germany had
waged in Western Europe. It was a war of annihilation (Vernichtungskrieg), driven by the
Nazi vision of securing a “living space in the East” (Lebensraum im Osten), but it didn’t
need the people who lived there. The war against the Soviet Union was, in many respects,
a colonial war.



Considered “sub-human” (Untermenschen) by the Nazi regime, Soviet citizens were
destined to be suppressed, starved or enslaved. Their lands were to be colonized by
“Aryans.” To express his point of view in racial terms familiar to European audiences,
Hitler often referred to the Soviet population as “Asians.”

Millions of Soviet civilians—Slavs, Jews, Roma and others—were systematically
killed. To name but a few examples, the Wehrmacht was responsible for the deaths of
approximately three million Soviet prisoners of war; over one million civilians were killed
or starved in the Siege of Leningrad; and at least two million Jews were murdered by Nazi
Germany and its collaborators in the territories of the Soviet Union.

The scale of violence during the Nazi invasion of the Soviet Union surpassed earlier
genocides committed by Germany, such as the extermination of the Herero and Nama
peoples in German South-West Africa (present-day Namibia) between 1904-1908. In
that colonial campaign, tens of thousands were killed through forced displacement,
starvation and concentration camps, methods that foreshadowed later atrocities. Of
course, Germany was no exception: other European colonial powers were not to be
outdone, and Britain, France and Belgium, among others, also engaged in brutal
campaigns of conquest and repression.

Alas, neither sieges nor colonial wars ceased in 1945. In the years following World
War II, Britain, France and the Netherlands waged brutal wars in their colonies, such as
Kenya, Algeria and Indonesia, attempting to “pacify the natives,” maintain imperial
control and suppress independence movements through force.

Meanwhile, racism remained institutionalized and official in the United States.
Ironically, both Britain and the US, though key allies of the Soviet Union in the fight
against Nazism, continued to uphold racially discriminatory policies in the postwar era.
Twelve years after the war, in 1957, it took the intervention of the 101st Airborne
Division to enforce the desegregation of a school in Little Rock, Arkansas. To add a
personal dimension to these facts: my daughter once told me about a Holocaust survivor
she met in Montreal who had been liberated by Black American soldiers. Years later,
while visiting Florida, he broke down in tears upon seeing segregated bathrooms. He
could not comprehend how the very men who had freed him from the Nazis were
themselves subjected to repression and humiliation in their own country.

The values of inclusiveness currently advocated by the West are both recent and
fragile. While explicit racism may no longer be socially acceptable, it lurks behind many
anti-immigrant measures undertaken in the United States and elsewhere. Human lives
are not valued equally, neither in our media nor in our foreign policies. The death of a
single Israeli receives more media attention than the deaths of hundreds of Palestinians

killed and starved daily.

During the Siege of Leningrad, the Nazis and their allies dropped almost 150,000
bombs and shells on Leningrad, averaging 172 per day over the 872-day siege. This
bombardment destroyed approximately 16% of the city’s housing stock. In comparison,
and according to its own data, the IDF dropped an average of 1,000 bombs and shells a
day on Gaza in the first week of the war.2 By January 2025, 60% of Gaza’s housing had
been damaged or destroyed.3 While besieged Leningrad covered a much larger area—



about 14 times the size of the Gaza Strip— the populations of the two regions are
comparable, approximately 3.4 million in Leningrad and 2.3 million in Gaza before the
assaults. One should note that the bombs and shells are much more powerful today.

Israel’s Defence Minister Yoav Gallant was clear when he declared on October 9,
2023: “T have ordered a complete siege of the Gaza Strip. There will be no electricity, no
food, no fuel, everything is closed. We are fighting human animals, and we are acting
accordingly.”4 In May 2024, Tali Gottlieb, a lawyer and member of the Israeli parliament
from the ruling Likud party, expressed outrage towards a US decision to pause arms
transfers. She warned that if Israel were not supplied with precision-guided munitions, it
would resort to its own less accurate weaponry, imprecise missiles, which instead of taking
down one room, will destroy ten buildings.s And in November 2023, Isracl’s Heritage
Minister Amihai Eliyahu, himself a rabbi and grandson of a former Chief Rabbi of Israel,
suggested in a radio interview that droppinga “nuclear bomb” on the Gaza Strip was “an
option.”6 While his remarks were disavowed by the prime minister and defense minister,
and Eliyahu was suspended from cabinet meetings, he remained in his ministerial post.”

Unlike the Leningrad blockade or the operation of Nazi death camps, when colonial
or genocidal intentions were hidden or coded, Israeli intentions regarding Gaza are both
public and widely publicized. Countries with heavy racist and/or colonialist pasts are
active accomplices in Israel’s genocide. Moreover, these same Western countries have
suspended funding for the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine
Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA).8 Without delay and without seeing the evidence,
this decision was taken at the request of Israel, which has long campaigned for the
abolition of this agency essential to the very survival of the Palestinians.

Recalling the Siege of Leningrad against the backdrop of the tragedy in Gaza proves
that the 1955 accusation levelled at the European man by the Martinique poet Aimé
Césaire in his Discourse on Colonialism remains relevant today:

What he does not forgive Hitler is not the crime itself, the crime against man,
it is not the humiliation of man in himself, it is the crime against the white
man, it is the humiliation of the white man, and for having applied to Europe

colonialist procedures hitherto only applied to the Arabs of Algeria, the coolies

of India and the negroes of Africa.?

Palestinians have long experienced this kind of colonial violence. Some thirty years
ago during a sabbatical in Jerusalem, I was deeply touched by a moment on the campus of
Al-Quds University in the West Bank. After my lecture, my hosts stepped away briefly to
check if the canteen was open. Here I was, standing alone in the middle of a campus,
when a Palestinian student approached me and said in Hebrew, “Shalom! I've never seen
a Jew with a kippah on his head who wasn’t also carrying a rifle.” His comment moved
me. I had never associated my kippah with anything violent—if anything, quite the
opposite. Yet the student was clearly referring to the settlers in his midst, who now
rampage across the West Bank, terrorizing Palestinians and killing hundreds of them
believing they exercise Israel’s right to defend itself.



American Jewish author Peter Beinart admits:

In most of the Jewish world today, rejecting Jewish statehood is a greater
heresy than rejecting Judaism itself. ... We have built an altar and thrown an

entire [Palestinian] society on the flames. 10

For this former Zionist, the destruction of Gaza marks a turning point in Jewish history,
one that demands moral reckoning for the cruelty inflicted by Israeli Jews and those who
encourage them to ignore all moral norms and to justify such actions “in the name of

survival” or, worse still, as carrying out of a divine commandment.
Rabbi Moshe Sober warned in his 1990 book Beyond the Jewish State against the

movement’s increasingly bellicose tendencies:

The Palestinians will indubitably suffer more than the Israelis. That is the
usual pattern in insurrections. But every dead Palestinian will only serve to
strengthen their organization and every dead Israeli to weaken our

establishment. It is a battle that cannot be won. 11

Decades after Ben-Gurion and his comrades unilaterally declared the establishment
of the Zionist state, William Blum (1933-2018), American author and journalist
observed: “The worst thing that ever happened to the Jewish people is the Holocaust.
The second worst thing that ever happened to the Jewish people is the State of Israel.” 12

I am concluding this afterword on the eve of the 9th of Av, a solemn date in the
Jewish calendar that commemorates a series of catastrophes, including the destruction of
First and Second Temples in Jerusalem (in 586 BCE and 70 CE, respectively), and the
expulsion of Jews from Spain in the late 15th century. On this day, Jews gather in dimly
lit synagogues to mourn and atone for the sins and transgressions believed to have
precipitated these tragedies. Traditional Jews fast and repent, even though the
perpetrators, Babylonian officers, Roman emperors and los Reyes Catdlicos, the Catholic
Kings, were external forces. In Jewish tradition, however, these figures, be they Pharaoh,
Amalek or Hitler, are often viewed as agents of divine punishment, an undoubtedly cruel

means meant to awaken the Jewish people to repentance.13

Jewish teachings frequently attribute the root causes of communal suffering to
internal moral failings. In this light, Israel’s current trajectory—marked by impunity,
hubris and cruelty, all of which contradict core Jewish values—appears destined for moral
and political ruin. Whether or not that reckoning has arrived by the time you read this
book, the genocide witnessed in real time has indelibly left its mark not only on the
psyche, but also on the way many Jews understand themselves. Even Jews who have long
rejected Zionism as fundamentally un-Jewish, and who have never had anything to do
with the State of Israel, now find themselves wondering what more they could have done
to stop Israel from committing war crimes in their name. This year, the 9th of Av of
2025, should remind Jews, myself included, not only of the suffering we have historically

endured, but also of the suffering the State of Israel has caused in our name.



Some Jewish Israclis are slowly awakening from their moral slumber and are
recognizing the humanity of Palestinians. Some have been aware of this for a long time,
namely the activists and human rights advocates who have been crying out loudly for
decades. An idea, likely a pipe dream, would be for Israelis to consider a collective act of
repentance, especially since Gaza has become, in Trump’s parlance, “a demolition site.”
This would mean welcoming Palestinians, treating them as fellow human beings, and help
them heal from the terrible traumas inflicted by the IDF. It would mean compensating
them for lost property and enabling them to rebuild lives of dignity and independence.
Such an overdue act of repentance could lay the foundation for a society in which all

people, from the river to the sea, enjoy equal rights.

This process of re-humanization is daunting, a process of truth and reconciliation,
but it is the only scenario that can liberate both the oppressed and the oppressors from
the cycle of incessant brutality. Quite a few people would qualify this proposal as suicidal.
Indeed, history shows that dominant groups—whether in the American South or
apartheid South Africa—often perceive equality as an existential threat. Yet numerous
studies—and plain common sense—confirm that oppression fuels violence, whereas
justice, equal rights and the possibility of political inclusion can mitigate it.

This year’s 9th of Av, and every 9th of Av from now on, must transcend ritual fast
and move beyond mere lip service to this age-old tradition. It must become a call to
conscience, a catalyst to change. And so, to conclude this book, I turn to the words of the

prophet Isaiah:

You fast in strife and contention, and you strike with a wicked fist! Your
fasting today is not such as to make your voice heard on high. Is such the fast I
desire, a day for people to starve their bodies? Is it bowing the head like a
bulrush and lying in sackcloth and ashes? Do you call that a fast, a day when
God is favorable?

No, this is the fast I desire: to unlock fetters of wickedness and untie the cords
of the yoke to let the oppressed go free, to break off every yoke. It is to share
your bread with the hungry and to take the wretched poor into your home;
when you see the naked, to clothe them... (Isaiah 58:4-7)
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