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Preface

Our coun try, the United States of Amer ica and the

“Leader of the Free World”, faces great dif fi cul ties. When

only about one half of the popu la tion both ers to go to the

polls, and a presi den tial elec tion is decided by one vote of the 

Supreme Court, warn ing flags have to go up. Of the numer -

ous prob lems beset ting our soci ety in the field of for eign

affairs, none seems to be more dan ger ous and urgent than

the devel op ments in the Middle East. With pas sions run -

ning at fever pitch in that area of the world, genu ine peace is 

a chi mera. Our lead er ship and the public mass media ought

to take a step back and take a close look at the facts as they

have evolved over mil len nia before rush ing into actions.

We keep pro claim ing that “Israel is our friend” and don’t

know that this par ticu lar phrase is more than two thou sand

years old. During the times of Judas Mac cabeus, the Senate

in Rome had declared that the “Jews are our friends” and

had warned the Seleu cid king Demet rius to abstain from

fur ther hos tile action against the forces of Judas Mac cabeus

or Rome will step in. The out come of that friend ship is

known but the rea sons are being swept under the rug. We

know also fully well that nations have no friends but only

self- interests. The cur rent slogan makes good propa ganda

and is intended to win Jewish votes at elec tions but at the

same time it thor oughly alien ates us from the Muslim

world. This pres ents a grave danger to our coun try and is

clearly not in the best inter est of even the Jewish mem bers

of our soci ety. If a major war were to break out in the Middle

East Ameri ca’s oil sup plies are likely to be seri ously cur -

tailed with an inevi ta ble eco nomic down turn as the result. It 

does not take much imagi na tion as to who will really get

blamed. “The Jews,” of course!
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Jewish organi za tions are trying with all their might to

pre vent another Holo caust by keep ing the memory alive

through muse ums, books and lec tures. These efforts are

bound to fail because they ignore the fun da men tals of

human nature and the rea sons why there was a Holo caust

in the first place. In order to shed some light on the latter

ques tion I have pub lished a book War and Mayhem, and

another book The Moses Legacy is in prepa ra tion at this

time. Since major pub lish ing houses tend to shy away from

con tro ver sial topics by unknown authors, one is forced to go

the print- on- demand route. This in turn has the dis ad van -

tage that the major media will not review the mate rial,

thereby rele gat ing it to obscu rity. Fur ther more, there is a

ten dency in our soci ety to stay away from seri ous topics and

a book which in manu script form takes up nearly four hun -

dred pages is not likely to be read in full except by some very

dedi cated souls.

The gen eral public, and espe cially the poli ti cians who

hold our fate in their hands, cannot be expected to read the

ante ce dents of the cur rent Middle East con flict, which go

back more than 2000 years, in their entirety. Nev er the less,

unless one knows them, wish ful think ing will domi nate over 

real ity. For this reason I have extracted some pages from

War and Mayhem in addi tion to four chap ters from The

Moses Legacy which bear most directly on the Middle East

prob lem. This, what one might call Read er’s Digest ver sion

of the events, will be sent free of charge to key mem bers of

Con gress and Presi dent Bush’s cabi net. Whether or not

they will read it, let alone act on the infor ma tion, is not up to 

me. If they choose to ignore it, they and their chil dren will

also have to bear the con se quences. The words “Who ever

does not know his tory will be forced to repeat it” have never

been more true, espe cially in regard to that part of the world 

where ancient dramas are re- enacted in our time.
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The Jewish people, more than any other ethnic group,

are pain fully aware of their his tory, but it seems that they

are mainly guided by myths that have evolved over the mil -

len nia rather than the his tori cal facts. To dispel these

myths in favor of the facts is the pur pose of this pub li ca tion.

The book is available through trafford.com, as well as

amazon.com. Further information can also be obtained

through the URL:www.thinktruth.com. 

                  February 28, 2001  

                  Ash Wednesday
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CHAPTER 1

The Maccabean Era

At that time there appeared in Israel a group
of renegade Jews, who incited the people. ‘Let
us enter into a covenant with the Gentiles
round about,’ they said, ‘because disaster,
upon disaster has overtaken us since we
segregated ourselves from them’ (I Macc.:1). 

When one reads the his tory of the Mac cabean era, which

com prises approxi mately 100 years from 166 to 63 B.C., one

cannot help but expe ri ence a pro found sense of déjà vu. His -

tory does repeat and the only ques tion for today is: will the

out come be simi lar? To pre vent the dis as ters of the past

from hap pen ing again the Mac cabees have to be stud ied dis -

pas sion ately and the mis takes which were made have to be

exposed. Inas much as the two books of Mac cabees are not

part of the regu lar Bible but are con tained in the Apoc ry pha, 

they have not received the wide cir cu la tion that might oth -

er wise have occurred. The glo ri fi ca tion of the Mac cabean

era is directly respon si ble not only for Zion ism, but also its

cur rent prob lems. In 1896 when Herzl wrote his pro gram -

matic pam phlet Der Juden staat he stated “The Mac cabees

will rise again.” They have, and they are behav ing exactly as 

in the days of old.  The fol low ing brief syn op sis was culled
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from the two books of Mac cabees, Jose phus’ Antiq ui ties of

the Jews, and The Cam bridge Ancient His tory.

As far as the popu lar ver sion of the events is con cerned,

the Seleu cid king Antio chus IV, dese crated the temple in

Jeru sa lem and for bade the Jewish relig ion. As a result the

Jews rebelled under Mat tha tias. His son Judas Mac cabeus

defeated Antio chus’ armies, lib er ated Jeru sa lem, cleansed

the temple and insti tuted the feast of Hanuk kah in com -

memo ra tion of the event. Judas’ broth ers, Jona than and

sub se quently Simon, suc ceeded through mili tary con quests

in restor ing the coun try to the size of David’s king dom and

free ing it from Syrian over lord ship. This ren der ing of

events is true, but it pres ents only a par tial account of what

had hap pened and most impor tantly omits the rea sons for

Antio chus’ behav ior as well as for the suc cesses of Jewish

arms.

Accord ing to the first book of Mac cabees, the dif fi cul ties

the Jews expe ri enced with the authori ties emerged rather

gradu ally and were ini tially not due to oppres sion but a

result of the strong pull Hel le nis tic cul ture exerted on the

locals. In the wake of Alex an der the Great’s vic to ries in the

East the Mace do ni ans had set tled their vet er ans and other

colo nists from the Greek speak ing world in the land. They

brought along Greek cul ture and phi loso phy which began to

per me ate all walks of life.

The Greeks, who firmly believed in mens sana in cor pore

sano (a healthy mind in a healthy body), estab lished gym na -

sia not only in the larger cities but also smaller ones. These

served as venues for ath letic com pe ti tions and the local

youths obvi ously wanted to par tici pate on an equal foot ing.

The Greeks had no prob lem with that but train ing and com -

pe ti tions were held in the buff, which imme di ately estab -

lished the ances try. Is it sur pris ing that young Jews wanted
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to blend in with the rest of the crowd? So the pact with the

Lord, as evi denced by absence of fore skin, was renounced, or 

as the Bible puts it: “They removed their marks of cir cum ci -

sion and repu di ated the holy cove nant. They inter mar ried

with Gen tiles, and aban doned them selves to evil ways [ I

Macc. 1:15].” The process was appar ently simi lar to nine -

teenth cen tury Europe and present- day Amer ica where

assimi la tion was, and is, viewed with a great deal of con cern

by relig ious authori ties. The first book of Mac cabees then

goes on to relate how Antio chus, despoiled the Jeru sa lem

temple upon his return from a cam paign in Egypt, appar -

ently out of sheer wick ed ness, turned the town into a Greek

city, and declared that all of his sub jects were to become one

people under one law. Keep ing the Sab bath and cir cum ci -

sion of the male off springs were pun ish able by death. On the 

15th of Kislev (Decem ber) in 167 B.C. the “abomi na tion of

deso la tion” was set up on the altar of the temple. Specu la -

tion has it that it was a statue of Zeus in the like ness of

Antio chus whose sur name Epiphanes trans lated into “God

Mani fest.” “On the twenty- fifth day of the month they

offered sac ri fice on the pagan altar which was on top of the

altar of the Lord [ I Macc.1:59].” The date of Decem ber 25

was chosen because it coin cided with the ancient Fes ti val of

Lights which cele brated the return of the sun after the

winter sol stice. Pagan altars were then erected through out

Judea and “unclean beasts were to be offered in sac ri fice.”

This is the source of the short ver sion of the causes for the

revolt which tends to be dis pensed to tour ists.

A more detailed and, there fore, more accu rate account

can be found in Mac cabees II.  A quar rel had broken out

between Onias, the high priest, and Simon, the temple

admin is tra tor, over finan cial mat ters. It must now be said

that the book was writ ten by Onias’ par ti sans and we don’t

have Simon’s ver sion of the events. Since Onias stood his
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ground on the issue of how to regu late the city market,

Simon took his case to the gov er nor of Syria who was in

charge of the region. He told him that the Jeru sa lem temple

con tained untold riches and, due to what would now be

called “crea tive book keep ing tech niques,” the king was in

essence being defrauded. When this infor ma tion was

relayed to the king ( Seleu cus IV 187-176 B.C.), he sent his

chief min is ter, Helio do rus, to Jeru sa lem to get at the truth

of the matter. Onias assured him that what ever depos its

existed in the temple were held in trust for widows and

orphans, while another por tion belonged to Hyr ca nus, the

son of a highly esteemed family. Simon’s alle ga tions were,

there fore, pure lies.

Helio do rus, not quite sat is fied, employed Presi dent Rea -

gan’s “trust but verify” rule and set a date for inven tory to

be taken. This caused great dis tress in the city because the

temple func tioned also as the main finan cial insti tu tion and

deposi tors were afraid of losing con sid er able sums of money

to the royal fiscus. This was, by the way, also the reason why 

the Jewish authori ties became so upset about two hun dred

years later when Jesus over turned the tables of the money

chang ers and declared that they had turned the temple into

a “den of thieves.”

In the days of Helio do rus, the situa tion was saved by a

“divine mira cle.” On inven tory day an appa ri tion of a

“splen didly capari soned horse” and a “rider of ter ri ble

aspect” who wore golden armor appeared on the scene. The

rear ing horse threat ened Helio do rus with his hooves and

two young men of  “sur pass ing strength and glo ri ous

beauty, splen didly dressed … scourged him, rain ing unceas -

ing blows upon him.” As a result of the unex pected attack,

the king’s min is ter passed out and had to be car ried from

the scene. On regain ing con scious ness, instead of call ing for

the arrest of the assail ants, he is sup posed to have firmly
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believed in the mira cle and cred ited the saving of his life to

Onias’ inter ces sion with God. Helio do rus went back with

his troops to the king and when asked who ought to go next

he replied, in essence, “send some body whom you hate and

want to get rid of.”

Simon, who had been the origi nal insti ga tor of all the

trou bles, was much less intrigued with the “mira cle” and let 

it be known that this was just a ruse on Onias’ part. Acri -

mony between the two sides con tin ued to increase and

Onias’ for tunes began to wane. Since Simon’s fol low ers

“even resorted to murder,” Onias felt that the only way to

restore order was to appeal directly to the king. The Bible

breaks off at this point and doesn’t tell us about the out come 

of his mis sion. The Cam bridge Ancient His tory on the other

hand relates that he remained at Anti och and, fear ing for

his life from his own coun try men, took refuge in the temple

of Apollo.

The Bible con tin ues with the death of Seleu cus and his

suc ces sion by Antio chus IV (175-163 B.C.). Seleu cus had not 

died of natu ral causes but had been mur dered by Helio do -

rus, who had appar ently been none the worse off for the

blows he had received in Jeru sa lem. Antio chus was no para -

gon of virtue either and his to ri ans described him as eccen -

tric, capri cious, rev el ing with crowds, dis trib ut ing large

sums of money care lessly, and being given to bouts of cru -

elty. This was the man in whose hands the fate of the Jewish 

people now rested.

The infight ing among Jeru sa lem’s fac tions had con tin -

ued and the Bible reports that Jason, the brother of Onias,

had obtained the office of high priest “by cor rupt means.” It

was he who had asked the king to estab lish a sports sta dium

in Jeru sa lem and to grant the inhabi tants the privi lege to be 

regarded as citi zens of the capi tal Anti och. Since the request 

was accom pa nied by 360 silver tal ents in cash and the prom -
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ise of another 150 from future reve nues, Antio chus had no

reason to deny the request. “As soon as he had seized the

high- priesthood, Jason made the Jews con form to the Greek 

way of life.” Thus the impe tus for Hel leni za tion had origi -

nally not come from the crown but from a group of Gre co -

phile Jews and the ini tial quar rel was, as usual, not about

relig ion but money!  The office of the high- priest was not

nec es sar ily desired for relig ious pur poses but led to con trol

over the temple treas ures and was, as such, a mas sive life-

 time sine cure. Infight ing among Jewish con tend ers for the

high priest hood con tin ued and inter mit tently rose to the

level of civil war.

Antio chus stayed aloof from these inter nal quar rels until

his ill- fated inva sion of Egypt where he had his come-

 uppance. Although he had been mili tar ily suc cess ful, his

ambi tions were thwarted by Rome. After having deci sively

defeated the Car tha gin ians in the second Punic war, Rome

turned her eyes to the East and sub jected Mace do nia. When

the Greeks tried to shake off Roman over lord ship, they were 

sub dued in 168 B.C.  Imme di ately there af ter, Gaius Popil -

lius Laenas was dis patched to Egypt in order to put a check

to Antio chus’ for tunes. Rome had no inter est what so ever to

see a strong east ern empire emerge over which she would

have no con trol. They met in a suburb of Alex an dria and the

Roman demanded Antio chus’ uncon di tional with drawal.

When Antio chus demurred and asked for time to con sider,

the now pro ver bial “line in the sand” was lit er ally drawn for 

the first time. Laenas took his walk ing stick, drew a circle

around the king, and informed him that by the time he

stepped out of the circle he would have to know whether it

was peace or war with Rome. Since Antio chus could ill

afford all- out war, espe cially since rumor had it that not

only Jeru sa lem but all of Judea was in open revolt, he
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acceded to Rome’s demands. Need less to say, he felt thor -

oughly humili ated and aggra vated by this turn of events.

The rumor about the Judean revolt had only been par -

tially true. There had been no revolt, but a civil war lim ited

to Jeru sa lem. This did not make much dif fer ence for Antio -

chus who must have been thor oughly dis gusted. Upon his

return from Egypt he vented his fury on the hap less Jews.

He ordered the army to storm Jeru sa lem and put an end to

this trou ble spot once and for all. Jason, the insti ga tor of the

revolt, took to his heels and, as usual, the common people

who were totally inno cent had to bear the brunt of the

onslaught. We are told that within three days forty thou -

sand were killed and another forty thou sand were sold into

slav ery.

These num bers need not be taken lit er ally because bib li -

cal writ ers had a pen chant for the number forty when ever

either a great many or a long period of time was meant. As

an aside, one might men tion that this also applies to Moses,

for instance. His life falls, accord ing to the Bible, into three

neat for ties. Forty years at court in Egypt, forty years herd -

ing sheep, and another forty years wan der ing with the Isra -

el ites and the mixed mul ti tude in the desert. It is

remark able that, even today, some people take the forty lit -

er ally and the dates of Moses’ birth and death have been cal -

cu lated on that basis for a CD ROM Mul ti me dia World

His tory which prom ises to “take the Mys tery out of His -

tory.”  

Antio chus sub se quently entered the temple, with Mene -

laus, one of the con tend ing high- priests, as his guide, and

helped him self per son ally to some of the treas ures he had

pre vi ously enjoyed only as bribes. He now became con vinced 

that the major prob lem in Judea was the relig ion itself,

which demanded sepa ra tion from Gen tiles and that future

dis tur bances were unavoid able unless the coun try was
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united under common laws and common gods. On account

of these con sid era tions, the ban on cir cum ci sion, the Sab -

bath, and the die tary laws was decreed. For trans gres sors,

there was the death pen alty, and the Bible describes sev eral

instances of heroic mar tyr dom. Thus the stage was set for

the Mac cabean revolt. But it must be re- emphasized that

the origi nal cause for the dra conic meas ures had been dis -

sen sion and sub se quent civil war among Jews. The trage -

dies were, there fore, in part self- inflicted.

The Maccabean Wars

The revolt started in the town of Modin which is situ ated

roughly half- way between Jeru sa lem and the coast. Mat -

tath ias, a priest and influ en tial com mu nity leader, as well as 

his five sons were deeply dis turbed about the turn of events

and put ting on sack cloth, went into public mourn ing. When

the king’s offi cers came to town, to enforce the decrees they

not only encour aged Mat tath ias to give up this type of

behav ior but prom ised him, in addi tion, rich rewards if he

would influ ence the com mu nity to coop er ate with the

authori ties. The latter vehe mently denounced this propo si -

tion. When another Jew asserted his inde pend ence and

began to offer public sac ri fice at the pagan altar, he was

imme di ately set upon by Mat tath ias and killed right then

and there. For good meas ure, he also killed the king’s offi cer 

who had made this impi ous pro posal and then went on in his 

holy fury to destroy the altar.

Since it was obvi ous that the authori ties would now have

to inter vene, Mat tath ias, his sons, and some of their fol low -

ers took to the hills to start guer illa war fare. They were soon 

joined by a group of Hasid eans  (Pious Ones), as well as

others of ortho dox per sua sion. Relig ious war fare broke out

in ear nest. They scoured the coun try side, tore down pagan
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altars, plun dered the vil lages, and forci bly cir cum cised all

the uncir cum cised boys within the bor ders of Judea. That

this behav ior did not make them very popu lar among non-

 Jews can read ily be appre ci ated. When Mat tath ias died at

what was appar ently quite an old age, he put his son Judas

in com mand.

Judas was soon con fronted by a gen tile con tin gent, which 

he defeated, as well as a second one which arrived there af -

ter. When Antio chus heard about this, he sent an expe di -

tion ary force, which was also promptly routed. It needs to be 

men tioned, how ever, that Antio chus him self was again

engaged else where in Persia because his treas ury had run

low and he was in search of increased reve nues. It is rea son -

able to assume that he had the pick of the army with him

and the Jews were fight ing the home guard. After these vic -

to ries, Judas moved into Jeru sa lem, cleansed the temple,

and estab lished Hanuk kah in com memo ra tion of this event

(164 B.C.). It is note wor thy that the mira cle of the oil, which 

was to have lasted only one day but was burn ing for eight, is

not men tioned in the Bible but comes from a later legend in

the Talmud.

The land of Israel, then as well as now, was also inhab ited 

by a con sid er able number of Gen tiles who did not take

kindly to these events: “they were furi ous, and deter mined

to wipe out all those of the race of Jacob who lived among

them. Thus began the work of mas sa cre and exter mi na tion

among the people [I Macc. 5:2].” To put it into modern

terms, ter ror ism abounded. Judas was evi dently con cerned

about what would be called today the quest for “secure bor -

ders” and launched sev eral suc cess ful attacks against

neigh bor ing city states on both sides of the Jordan, the

Medi ter ra nean shore line, as well as in Samaria and Gali lee.

The fol low ing year Antio chus died in Persia and the

crown went to his young son Antio chus V Eupa tor (163-162
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B.C.). With the cen tral gov ern ment thus con sid era bly weak -

ened, Judas and his brother Jona than had ample oppor tu -

nity to enlarge their ter ri to rial hold around the coun try side. 

Mean while, all was not well in Jeru sa lem. The Hel len iz ing

party had not van ished but longed for the good old days.

There fore, they peti tioned the new king to re- establish the

old order in the city. The ensu ing war waxed back and forth

and even tu ally ended in an armi stice which guar an teed the

Jews free dom of relig ion (162 B.C.). Thus, the per se cu tions

had lasted no more than five years, three in Jeru sa lem. As

far as the Hasid eans were con cerned, it was now “mis sion

accom plished” and they went home.

For Judas and the rest of his fol low ers this was, how ever,

merely Phase One. The goal now shifted from relig ious free -

dom to nation al ism and the re- creation of  David’s king dom.

The reason for the abrupt end to the fight ing had been the

news that Philip, Antio chus Epiphanes’ most trusted adju -

tant, had returned from Persia and was install ing him self

with royal power in Anti och. There fore, first things first;

the crown had to be res cued and this was suc cess fully

accom plished by the incum bent. Nev er the less, the Seleu cid

king dom was in con sid er able dis ar ray by the suc ces sion of

none- too- victorious cam paigns else where which pro vided

Judas with the oppor tu nity to fur ther enlarge his sphere of

influ ence. That this was not entirely easy on the con quered

popu la tion is amply tes ti fied by repeated accounts of the

razing of towns, plun der and “put ting the inhabi tants to the 

sword.”

World events did not stand still, how ever. In 161 B.C.

Demet rius I Soter returned from Rome where he had been

held hos tage and, upon dis em bark ing, pro claimed him self

king. He marched on Anti och, the army declared for him

and he first deposed then mur dered young Antio chus V.

Sens ing a change in the direc tion of the politi cal wind, a
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depu ta tion of Hel len iz ing Jews went to greet the new king

and asked him to send some one he trusted to inspect the

land so that he might get a first hand view of the havoc

Judas was wreak ing on the prov ince. The leader of these

“rene gade Jews,” as the Bible calls them, was Alci mus and

his goal – the high priest hood. Demet rius com plied and Alci -

mus returned to Jeru sa lem accom pa nied by a con sid er able

force of the king’s army under Bac chides. They were met by

a group of Hasid eans who trusted Alci mus as having been a

descen dant of Aaron, and made peace over tures. They soon

found out that their con fi dence had been mis placed because

he arrested sixty of them and had them exe cuted. Once

installed “Alci mus fought hard for his high priest hood. All

the trou ble makers ral lied to him, they gained con trol over

Judea and did ter ri ble damage in Israel. [I Macc. 7:21-22].”

Judas, how ever, was not one to give up in adver sity and

strength ened his hand by raids upon the coun try side “pun -

ish ing desert ers” i.e. the fol low ers of Alci mus. The latter

com plained to the king who sent an army under Nicanor,

but it received a sound thrash ing by Judas’ party. Judas

now deserves credit for not only having been devoutly relig -

ious and an excel lent gen eral, but also a very astute poli ti -

cian. He real ized fully well that tiny Judea could not

with stand the Greeks for ever and, there fore, nego ti ated a

mutual assis tance pact with the Romans who were only too

happy to extend their sphere of influ ence into the east ern

Medi ter ra nean. Since this treaty is of con sid er able inter est

for the under stand ing of sub se quent events and rep re sents

the first foot hold Rome gained in the Levant, it is here

repro duced in full from I Macc. 8:23-32:

Suc cess to the Romans and the Jewish nation by sea and
land for ever! May sword and foe be far from them! But if 
war breaks out first against Rome or any of her allies
through out her domin ion, then the Jewish nation shall
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sup port them whole- heartedly as occa sion may require.
To the ene mies of Rome or of her allies the Jews shall
nei ther give nor supply pro vi sions, arms, money, or
ships; so Rome has decided; and they shall observe their
com mit ments with out com pen sa tion.

Simi larly, if war breaks out  first against the Jewish
nation, then the Romans shall give them hearty sup port
as occa sion may require. To their ene mies there shall be
given nei ther pro vi sions, arms, money, nor ships; so
Rome has decided. These com mit ments shall be kept
with out breach of faith.

These are the terms of the agree ment which the Romans 
have made with the Jewish people. But if, here af ter,
both par ties shall agree to add or to rescind any thing,
then they shall do as they decide; any such addi tion or
rescind ment shall be valid.

 To this the Romans added: As far as the mis deeds which
king Demet rius is per pe trat ing against the Jews, we
have writ ten him as fol lows: ‘Why have you oppressed
our friends [empha sis added] and allies the Jews so
harshly? If they make any fur ther com plaints against
you, then we will see that jus tice is done them, and will
make war upon you by sea and by land.’

Judas had suc ceeded to har ness Rome’s pres tige, if not

yet the legions, to his cause. The answer to the ques tion the

Senate had asked of Demet rius: why he was doing what he

was doing? the Romans had to learn the hard way about two

hun dred years later when they found them selves in his

shoes.

Means of com mu ni ca tions were some what slow in those

days and before Judas could bene fit from this treaty Demet -

rius had sent another army against him. Not only was Judas 

defeated, but he also lost his life in the battle. At this point

the assimi la tion ists, to use a modern term, again saw light

at the end of the tunnel and rejoiced might ily or as the Bible

put it: “the rene gades raised their heads in every part of

Israel and all the evil do ers reap peared. In those days a ter ri -
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ble famine broke out, and the coun try went over to their side 

[ I Macc. 9:23-25].” The tables had been turned and Judas’

fol low ers were now per se cuted: “it was a time of great afflic -

tion for Israel, worse than any since the days when proph ets

ceased to appear among them [I Macc. 9:27].” It needs to be

re- emphasized that these per se cu tions were by Jews of Jews 

rather than imposed by the crown.

The relig ious right, in modern par lance, appealed to

Jona than, Judas’ brother, to take over the lead er ship and

resume the fight. Sev eral skir mishes ensued with uneven

suc cess, but Jeru sa lem remained firmly in the hands of the

“rene gade” Alci mus until he had a stroke and died. Bac -

chides then left the field and returned to Anti och. This wor -

ried the Hel len iz ers con sid era bly and they tried to bring

him back in order to have Jona than and his fol low ers

arrested. The plan was leaked, mis fired and about “fifty of

the ring lead ers of this vil lainy in Judea were seized and put

to death [I Macc. 9:61].” A peace treaty was then arranged

between Jona than and Bac chides who returned to Syria

there af ter. “Jona than took up resi dence in Michmash and

began to govern the people, root ing the god less out of Israel

[I Macc. 9:73].” In other words, relig ious per se cu tion was

the order of the day.

Due to the fact that the Seleu cid empire was in the

process of dis in te gra tion with numer ous pre tend ers to the

throne com pet ing for the crown, Jona than, and, after his

death, brother Simon achieved the goal of re- creating

David’s king dom to a con sid er able extent. In 142 B.C.

Simon nego ti ated a treaty with Demet rius II Nica tor

(145-140 B.C.) which allowed the Jews to keep the strong -

holds they had cap tured. The debts to the crown were can -

celed as were all the other taxes on Jeru sa lem. As the Bible

put it “Israel was released from the gen tile yoke [ I. Macc

13:41].”
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The golden age had now dawned for the Jews of the

ortho dox per sua sion, but not nec es sar ily for others, and

espe cially not for the Gen tiles, who lived within the bor ders

of Simon’s realm. He soon enlarged his ter ri to ries and made

him self “master of the whole land.” “Those were the days

when every enemy van ished from the land and when every

hos tile king was crushed.” Simon also “paid close atten tion

to the law [Torah] and rid the coun try of law less and wicked

men.” The latter refers, of course, not only to Gen tiles but

also “rene gade Jews” who did not believe that the law must

be fol lowed lit er ally.

In view of Simon’s merits, a public proc la ma tion was

engraved in 140 B.C. which gave him vir tual dic ta to rial

powers in per pe tu ity. He was to be: high priest, eth narch,

gen eral, and pro tec tor of the people. He was also in charge of 

the temple and there fore the fiscus, as well as all for ti fi ca -

tions; all con tracts were to be drawn up in his name and he

was to wear the royal purple and clasp. Nei ther priest nor

layman would have author ity to abro gate or oppose any

com mand issued by Simon or con vene any assem bly in the

land with out his con sent [I. Macc 14: 41-47]. Thus, the coun -

try was under a theo cratic mili tary dic ta tor ship where inde -

pend ence of mind was not tol er ated. Of spe cial inter est for

today’s events is the spe cific men tion of set tle ments in the

occu pied ter ri to ries and the “Gen tiles were expelled from

the land [I. Macc. 14:36].”

In order to cement his power against exter nal ene mies,

Simon sent a golden shield to Rome with the request to reaf -

firm the mutual assis tance treaty which had been nego ti -

ated sev eral years ear lier by Judas. The senate was happy to

oblige and sent an addi tional letter to the east ern kings and

poten tates requir ing them to do no harm to the Jews nor

make war on any of their cities or their coun try. Nei ther

were they to ally them selves with anyone who warred
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against the Jews. Fur ther more “trai tors”– or politi cal refu -

gees, as we would call them today – were to be extra dited

and returned to Simon. In essence, Greater Judea had

become a theo cratic dic ta tor ship pro tected by Rome.

There is one more facet of Simon’s rule which deserves

recount ing because of its rele vance to today’s events. After

the death of Demet rius II, Antio chus VII Side tes (138-124

B.C.) arrived on the scene and when he saw the state the

coun try was in, he wrote to Simon:

You are occu py ing Joppa and Gazara and the cita del in
Jeru sa lem that belong to my king dom. You have laid
waste their ter ri to ries, and done great damage to the
coun try. I demand the return of the cities you have cap -
tured and the sur ren der of the trib ute you have exacted
from places beyond the fron tiers of Judaea over which
you have assumed con trol. Oth er wise you must pay five
hun dred tal ents of silver on their account, and another
five hun dred as com pen sa tion for the destruc tion you
caused and for the loss of trib ute from the cities. Fail ing
this we shall go to war with you [I. Macc 15:28-31].

Simon’s reply was remarka bly modern:

We have not occu pied other peo ple’s lands nor taken
other peo ple’s prop erty, but only the inheri tances of our
ances tors, unjustly seized for a time by our ene mies. We
have grasped our oppor tu nity and have claimed our pat -
ri mony. With regard to Joppa and Gazara, which you
demand, these towns are doing a great deal of damage
among our people and in our land. For these we offer one 
hun dred tal ents [I. Macc.15:33-35].

It should come as no sur prise that “The king was furi -

ous,” as we read in the Bible, and he pre pared to invade

Judea. After a brief account of how Simon was mur dered by

his son- in- law who had wanted the high priest hood for him -

self, the first Book of Mac cabees ends. The second book of

Mac cabees had stopped after the events of about thirty

years ear lier.
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Apart from the fact that the state of Israel is cur rently a

par lia men tary democ racy rather than a theo cratic state,

one does find a rather uncanny resem blance to today’s

events. When the Israeli forces cap tured and occu pied the

“West Bank” from Jordan in 1967, it was not regarded as

for eign soil but only as the recov ery of the “ancient prov -

inces of Judea and Samaria,” which were right fully theirs in

the first place. The simi lar ity extends fur ther more to the

some what high- handed treat ment of the non- Jewish popu -

la tion in the con quered ter ri to ries and the crea tion of set tle -

ments therein, with resul tant ill- will against the occu pi ers.

It also includes the infight ing between relig ious ortho doxy

and the “secu lar ists” as well as the pro tec tive hand of the

new Rome, the U.S.A. It is obvi ous that the inter val of more

than 2000 years since Mac cabean times has failed to make

much of a dif fer ence in the minds of some poli ti cians and

jour nal ists who still regard that era as a model to be fol -

lowed. If this mind- set con tin ues to be the case in the future, 

fur ther self- inflicted wounds and dis as ters for the Jewish

people are unavoid able.

The Has mone ans

The dynasty estab lished by Simon’s son John Hyr ca nus,

referred to as the Has mone ans, was also char ac ter ized by

nearly con tinu ous exter nal and inter nal war fare. The strug -

gle for suprem acy between the Phari sees and the Sad ducees

was one aspect of it. The dif fer ences between these two

groups were not only religious- theological but also politi cal.

As far as the ol ogy was con cerned, the Sad ducees believed

that the writ ten law – the Torah as embod ied in the five

books of Moses – was suf fi cient. The phari sees added an oral

ver sion to the Torah in form of leg ends, expla na tions, and

the 613 rules and regu la tions which gov erned all aspects of
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daily life. In order to lend author ity to these addi tions, they

were ret ro ac tively attrib uted to Moses, although he had

expressly for bid den that sort of thing: “Ye shall not add

unto the word which I com mand you, nei ther shall ye dimin -

ish from it, that ye may keep the com mand ments of the

LORD your God which I com mand you. [Dt  4:2].”

As far as the politi cal issues were con cerned, the Sad -

ducees were the aris to cratic party and gov erned the temple,

while the Phari sees con trolled the masses of the common

people. Ini tially, John Hyr ca nus was allied with the Phari -

sees, but when they began to ques tion the legiti macy of his

being high priest, he broke with them and “abol ished the

decrees they had imposed upon the people.” In addi tion, he

began to “punish those that observe them [Jose phus Ant.

XIII 10:6].” For the next sev enty odd years John’s suc ces -

sors were engaged in inter nal as well as exter nal wars.

There was only a rela tively brief inter lude of rest (27 years)

under Alex an der Jan neus. After having defeated his ene -

mies in one of the civil wars and having returned to Jeru sa -

lem he com mit ted, accord ing to Jose phus “one of the most

bar ba rous actions in the world.” While feast ing with his

con cu bines, he had eight hun dred of his Jewish adver sar ies

cru ci fied in sight of all the people and while they were still

alive had the throats of their  wives and chil dren cut in front

of them. This type of public death sen tence was obvi ously a

deter rent because we are told that Alex an der “reigned the

rest of his time in the utmost tran quil ity [Ant. XIII 14:2].”

Some time later, while the two broth ers Aris tobu lus and

Hyr ca nus were involved in one of the peri odic wars over the

high priest hood, Pompey arrived in the area (64 B.C.). His

mis sion was to wrest one prov ince after another from what

was left of the Seleu cid empire. The broth ers then put their

case for arbi tra tion to Pompey. He took the matter under

advise ment and sug gested they settle their dif fer ences
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them selves. Aris tobu lus was not sat is fied with this deci sion

and con tin ued to pursue war against his brother. When

Pompey was informed, he became furi ous and used his

legions and mer ce nar ies to teach Aris tobu lus some man -

ners. The latter, real iz ing that his army was no match

against the Romans, desisted from the war against his

brother, offered Pompey some money, and invited him to

Jeru sa lem. Pompey was pleased with the arrange ment and

sent Gabin ius to col lect the money as well as the keys to the

city. Aris tobu lus had, how ever, prom ised more than he

could deliver, and his sol diers shut the city’s gates in Gabin -

ius’ face. Pompey sus pected duplic ity on Aris tobu lus’ part,

put him in prison, and marched against the city him self.

Upon this turn of events, the inhabi tants of Jeru sa lem

were of divided opin ion. The peace party was for open ing the 

gates and saving the city, while the war party, con sist ing of

Aris tobu lus’ fol low ers, insisted that they were able to with -

stand a siege. Both sides won. Aris tobu lus’ people with drew

into the temple and for ti fied it while the rest of the city wel -

comed Pompey. The siege of the temple was then embarked

upon with the eager help of Hyr ca nus. Even tu ally it was

con quered. Pompey inspected the prem ises but didn’t take

any thing. The fol low ing day he ordered it cleansed and the

normal sac ri fices to be resumed. Hyr ca nus was installed as

high priest; Jeru sa lem was made a tribu tary to Rome; the

Syrian cities the Jews had con quered in the past were put

under Roman con trol, while others includ ing the coastal

towns were left to self- government. The Has monean king -

dom and dreams of Jewish glory were gone for the next 2000 

years with the brief excep tion of the Bar Cochba upris ing

from A.D. 132 - 135. Pompey returned to Rome bring ing

with him the chained Aris tobu lus and his chil dren. Sic tran -

sit gloria mundi (thus passes the glory of this world), as the
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Romans were fond of saying. The stage was now set for

Roman occu pa tion and the resul tant Jewish revolt.

In sum mary, one must con clude that feuds between Jews

them selves had brought on Roman occu pa tion. The Romans 

had, in this par ticu lar instance, not come as con quer ors but

had actu ally been invited as peace mak ers. They had ini tially 

no inter est to shoul der the burden of admin is ter ing the

coun try them selves. Divide et impera (divide and rule) was

their motto. A loyal Jewish king would have been their pref -

er ence. All he would have had to do was to refrain from incit -

ing war against Rome and con tent him self with keep ing civil 

law and order. Under those cir cum stances, the relig ion

would have been safe and the temple would have pros pered.

This read ing of his tory is borne out by sub se quent events.
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CHAPTER 2

Roman Occupation and 
the Fall of Jerusalem

The popu lar ver sion in regard to the fall of Jeru sa lem

tends to be that the Jews were oppressed by the Romans.

They rose to gain their lib erty, were defeated, the temple

was burned and the people were sold into slav ery. The result 

was 2000 years of exile from which the Jewish people were

redeemed only in the twen ti eth cen tury.

As is common in popu lar ver sions of one’s coun try’s his -

tory, hero ism and vic timi za tion tend to be empha sized while 

his tori cal accu racy becomes the loser. Ver sions of this type

also paint “the Jews” as a homoge nous group with common

goals, which never was, nor is now, accu rate. It may there -

fore come as a sur prise to some that the destruc tion of Jeru -

sa lem by Titus, and espe cially the loss of the temple, were

quite unnec es sary and rep re sent another self- inflicted

wound. The dis as ter was not due to the con duct of patri ots

but that of chau vin is tic zeal ots. To blame the Romans exclu -

sively, with out exam in ing the rea sons which drove them to

their actions, is not merely a dis serv ice to his tory. It is also

harm ful and dan ger ous for the future when one ignores the

latent chau vin is tic streak in some mem bers of Jewish soci -

ety which gets masked under the noble names of lib erty and
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relig ion. Inas much as these pas sions can erupt again at any

time, and the gen eral public is quite unin formed about what 

really hap pened in A.D. 70, the fall of Jeru sa lem will be sum -

ma rized here.

The most reli able infor ma tion we have comes from Jose -

phus’ Wars of the Jews. Inas much as he wrote for the

Roman intel li gent sia, and could not offend his impe rial

patrons, Wars of the Jews shows some bias toward the

Roman side. On the other hand, his is the only report from

some one who was actu ally there. Ini tially, Jose phus was a

Jewish gen eral defend ing Gali lee and sub se quently became

a pris oner of war. After his release from chains, he acted as

“local advi sor” to Titus and watched the fall of Jeru sa lem

from the Roman camp. He had, there fore, full infor ma tion

not only of the mis er ies the Jewish people were exposed to

but also of their causes.

After Pompey had left, Aulus Gam bin ius became pro con -

sul. He was fol lowed by Cras sus, who dis tin guished him self

by plun der ing the temple. When Caesar took power in

Rome, he released Aris tobu lus and sent him back to Pal es -

tine with two legions. This plan was foiled by Pompey, who

had Aris tobu lus poi soned and his son Alex an der beheaded.

Pom pey’s for tunes were, how ever, also already on the wane

and he lit er ally lost his own head in Egypt soon there af ter

(48 B.C.). Caesar granted the Jews sev eral privi leges and

installed Antipater, the Idu mean, as procu ra tor. To what

extent Roman Jewish money was help ful, Jose phus does not 

men tion but Feld man in Jew&Gen tile in the Ancient World

repeat edly points to the “ver ti cal alli ance” between the

ruling politi cal cir cles and Jewish finan cial power, regard -

less of what coun try was involved. Fur ther more, Antipater

had res cued Caesar from a dif fi cult mili tary situa tion

during the Egyp tian cam paign and grati tude was called for.
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Herod, one of Antipater’s sons, took over in Jeru sa lem

there af ter and made him self pro foundly unpopu lar. This

was not only on account of his arro gance, but he was also not 

regarded as a real Jew since the Idu means had only recently

been con verted against their will. Fur ther more, he was a

“law and order” man who suc cess fully and bru tally fought

the “brig ands” – as Jose phus referred to them – in Gali lee,

and who were regarded as free dom fight ers by other seg -

ments of the popu lace. Herod closely toed the Roman line.

As an astute poli ti cians who is not encum bered by prin ci -

ples, he aligned him self with who ever was in power at a

given moment. This earned him inves ti ture as king, first by

Marc Antony and then by Octa vian who became Augus tus.

Herod built lav ishly in the Greco- Roman style through out

the coun try. He also tore down the old temple and erected a

new one of unpar al leled opu lence. Since he kept a firm hand

on the people, the Roman eagle on the por tico entrance was

tol er ated by the faith ful whose choices were quite lim ited

while he was in power. He brooked no inter fer ence from

anyone, includ ing his sons, and the death pen alty was lib er -

ally dis pensed. This led to the quip by Augus tus that it was

safer to be Herod’s pig than his son. On the other hand, the

“Slaugh ter of the Inno cents,” as reported in the New Tes ta -

ment, is absent from his tori cal records. It belongs in all

prob abil ity to the same genre as the one sup pos edly per pe -

trated by Phar aoh in Moses’ times. When Herod died in 4

B.C. his king dom was prac ti cally co- extensive with that of

David and Solo mon and its Hel leni za tion exceeded the fond -

est dreams of the “rene gade Jews” of Mac cabean times.

Herod’s suc ces sors proved them selves incom pe tent and

the Jews appealed to Augus tus to depose them and install a

procu ra tor instead. Their wish was granted but the coun try

became, over the years, pro gres sively more ungov ern able.

Jews were fight ing each other over relig ious dif fer ences and
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they fought the Romans on account of relig ion as well as

nation al ism. In addi tion, the procu ra tors con trib uted more

than their share to the prob lem as a result of insen si tiv ity to

the needs of the popu la tion, which was com pounded by per -

sonal rapa cious ness. They regarded the coun try as a cash

cow to be milked as fast as pos si ble before they would be

ordered out again.

Two major fac tions arose in the land. The peace party felt 

that work ing within the system would bring about ame lio ra -

tion in the long run, while the war party wanted imme di ate

results through force of arms. Some of the latter took over

Masada, killed the Roman gar ri son of that moun tain for -

tress and manned it with their own people. In addi tion,

Eleazar, the son of the high priest who was gov er nor of the

temple, per suaded those who offi ci ated in the cere mo nies

not to accept gifts from, or per form serv ices for for eign ers.

This was clearly an insult and tan ta mount to a dec la ra tion

of war. It had always been cus tom ary to receive gifts from

for eign poten tates; it had been equally cus tom ary to pray

for the well- being of the sender, who ever it might have been, 

which included the vari ous Cae sars. The upper eche lons of

Jeru sa lem soci ety, includ ing priests, then got together and

besought the mul ti tude, which was assem bled in the temple

pre cinct, to con sider that the glory of the temple had come

from gifts by for eign ers since time imme mo rial. This made

no impact on the war party and the city was again sharply

divided. The “doves” took over the upper city, while the

“hawks” bar ri caded them selves in the lower city and the

temple. Civil war raged for seven days. Then the “doves”

were driven out of the upper city and the house of Ananias

the high priest, was torched. The pal aces of Agrippa and

Beren ice as well as the house which con tained all the prop -

erty docu ments and con tracts with credi tors were also

destroyed. This was cal cu lated to entice the debt ors, who
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were now free of finan cial obli ga tions, to join their ranks.

Look ing at the events from a modern per spec tive, one can

see that relig ion was not the prime moti va tion for the con -

flict; it was much rather a class strug gle of the younger rela -

tively dis pos sessed popu la tion against the older wealth ier

one. It was a social revo lu tion where the latter had noth ing

to gain and eve ry thing to lose while the former thought, in

the words of one of their descen dants, they had “noth ing to

lose but their chains.”

Mana hem, son of Judas the Gali lean, then took some of

Herod’s armor from Masada, regaled him self as king, and

entered Jeru sa lem on the side of the sedi tion. On account of

his over bear ing and tyran ni cal atti tude, he found him self

out of favor in short order and had to leave the city amid a

hail of rocks. He was killed soon there af ter but one of his fol -

low ers, another Eleazar – a son of Jarius – escaped to

Masada where he took charge and insti tuted a reign of

terror. This is the Eleazar who is glo ri fied today for his

stand against the Roman siege and his exhor ta tions that all

of them, includ ing the women and chil dren, should die by

their own hands rather than sur ren der to the Romans.

Amidst all these dis tur bances there was still a Roman

gar ri son trapped in Jeru sa lem’s cita del. Matil ius, the com -

mander, over pow ered as he was, offered to lay down arms in

exchange for free pas sage out of the city. This was agreed

upon, but as soon as they had dis armed, the sedi tious mob

attacked and killed them. While his men accepted their fate

and com plained only of treach ery, Metil ius begged for his

life, prom ised he would become a Jew and have him self cir -

cum cised. The mod er ates, and what was left of the upper

crust of the popu la tion, were appalled by this vil lainy, not

only because venge ance was sure to follow but because the

calam ity was per pe trated on the Sab bath.
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Mas sa cres were not lim ited to Jeru sa lem; on the same

day Roman troops killed Jewish inhabi tants of Cae sarea.

Those who ran away and were cap tured were sent to man

the gal leys. The rea sons for this pogrom were not reported

and Jose phus simply ascribes it to divine Provi dence. The

revolt quickly spread to other cities where it was Gen tile

against Jew, again like in olden times: “so the day time was

spent in shed ding blood and the night in fear.” Plun der was

also the order of the day. As a result:

it was then common to see cities filled with dead bodies,
still lying unbur ied, and those of old men, mixed with
infants all dead and scat tered together; women also lay
amongst them with out any cov er ing for their naked ness, 
you might see the whole prov ince full of inex pressi ble
calami ties, while the dread of still more bar ba rous prac -
tices which were threat ened, was eve ry where greater
than had already been per pe trated [War II, 18:2].

The slaugh ters turned into a free for all. Not only was it

Jew against Gen tile but also Jew against Jew. In addi tion to

the above men tioned fac tions, the sicarii appeared on the

scene. They had sprung up origi nally during the procu ra tor -

ship of Felix, who had impris oned one Eleazar (not con -

nected with any of the pre vi ously men tioned ones) and his

fol low ers, who had rav aged the coun try side for about

twenty years. Some of them were cru ci fied and others sent

to Rome. Instead of open rebel lion, their friends sub se -

quently resorted to what nowa days would be called terror

tac tics. They kept their dag gers (sica) hidden under neath

their cloaks, min gled with the crowds, espe cially on fes tive

occa sions, stabbed their enemy, and then raised loud shouts

of woe and grief over the vic tims in order to give the impres -

sion that they were upright citi zens. This decep tion worked

to such an extent that after some time no one could trust

anyone else because “eve ry body expected death at every
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hour.” The motives were mixed. Some of the assail ants were 

relig ious fanat ics, others where nation al ists, while still

others were mostly inter ested in per sonal gain. Thus, there

is truly noth ing new under the sun – espe cially in that part

of the world.

Anti- Jewish riots then started to spread beyond Pal es -

tine to Alex an dria. That city had a large Jewish popu la tion

which had enjoyed fairly equal privi leges with the Greeks

ever since Alex an der the Great had founded it. Although the 

Jews had seg re gated them selves in a sec tion of the city

called the Delta (so as not to be “pol luted” as Jose phus put

it), there were still inter mit tently a great many con fron ta -

tions with the rest of the citi zenry. These were usu ally put

down by the authori ties with out having to resort to the

legions. As a result of the events in Pal es tine, pas sions soon

ran even higher than usual and a major mas sa cre took place.

The Alex an dri ans had gath ered in public assem bly to dis -

cuss an embassy to be sent to Nero when a group of Jews

arrived. They were promptly denounced as spies and beset

upon; some were killed while others ran away. They

returned, how ever, soon there af ter in full force and turned

the tables on the Greeks. First came rocks, then burn ing

lamps, the pre cur sors of the modern Molo tov cock tails.

Since the Greeks were in danger of being burned alive in the

thea ter where the assem bly had been held, Tiber ius, the

gov er nor, had to inter cede and sepa rate the war ring fac -

tions. He was an apos tate Jew him self and tried a policy of

per sua sion. Jose phus regrets that this was done pri vately

rather than begin ning “to teach them wisdom by arms.”

The Jews were not ame na ble to reason. When Tiber ius real -

ized this fact, he called out the two legions, which were sta -

tioned in the city at the time. These were joined by a host of

other sol diers and they were given lib erty to kill and plun der 

the Jews in their quar ters. As usual, the slaugh ter was
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indis crimi nate, kill ing the inno cents with the guilty till

“fifty thou sand of them lay dead upon heaps [II 18:8].” His -

to ri ans agree that Jose phus’ num bers tend to be con sid era -

bly inflated, but there is no doubt that a major pogrom had

taken place.

Since local upris ings were spring ing up all over the place,

it was time for the legions to inter vene on a larger scale.

They were rein forced by aux il ia ries from the free cities who

“indeed had not the same skill in mar tial affairs but made

up in their alac rity and in their hatred of the Jews what they 

lacked in skills [II 18:9].” It was now time again for the Gen -

tiles to seek revenge for past mis for tunes. The major towns

of Gali lee as well as those of the plains soon fell and the

army moved on Jeru sa lem under the lead er ship of Ces tius,

the trib une. He first encamped on Mount Scopus, which

over looked the city, and a few days later moved into the city

proper. The sedi tious group bar ri caded itself in the temple

pre cinct and the Romans started to mine the wall. They also

got ready to set fire to the temple gate, which caused a

severe panic among the defend ers. The war would have been 

over within a day or so when one of those inex pli ca ble exi -

gen cies of his tory super vened. Totally mis judg ing the situa -

tion, Ces tius with drew his army “with out any reason in the

world [II 19:7].” Why he did so has remained a mys tery but

it was this deci sion which became the proxi mate cause of the 

long war and the ulti mate destruc tion of the city with its

temple.

Ces tius soon came to regret his mis take. Jewish war ri ors

attacked his rear guard in a manner simi lar to the Cos sacks

during Napo le on’s dis as trous retreat from Moscow, and the

dis en gage ment turned into a route. Over five thou sand

Romans were killed. The event took place on Novem ber 8,

66 A.D. Thought ful Jews knew that this was an open invi ta -

tion for the dis as ter which would inevi ta bly follow. There -
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fore, “many of the most emi nent of the Jews swam away

from the city, as from a ship when it was going to sink [II

20:1].” It was obvi ous that Rome could not pos si bly tol er ate

this defeat and the coun try braced for all- out war. Jewish

gen er als were appointed for the vari ous regions and our his -

to rian was put in charge of Gali lee. There is specu la tion that 

the peace party had not yet given up hope alto gether and the 

appoint ment of Jose phus to a region which would bear the

first brunt of the inva sion is used as one reason. His pro-

 Roman ten den cies were well known and it may have been

assumed that he would not pursue the war as vig or ously as

some one with more zealot ardor in his blood.

While for ti fy ing the part of the coun try under his con trol

for the inevi ta ble assault, Jose phus was vig or ously

denounced by John, a son of Levi, from the vil lage of Gis -

chala. There was deep ani mos ity between the two men.

Since John even tu ally died in a Roman prison, while Jose -

phus, living in Roman splen dor, went on to write his to ries,

we have only one ver sion of the events. As far as Jose phus

was con cerned, John was evil incar nate:

His char ac ter was that of a very cun ning, and a very
knav ish person, beyond the ordi nary rate of other men
of emi nence there; and for wicked prac tices he had not
his fellow any where.…He was a ready liar, and yet very
sharp in gain ing credit to his fic tions: he thought it a
point of virtue to delude people and would delude even
such as were dear est to him. He was a hypo criti cal pre -
tender to human ity, but when he had hopes of gain he
spared not the shed ding of blood; his desires were ever
car ried to greater things, and he encour aged his hopes
from those mean wicked tricks which he was the author
of. He had a pecu liar knack at thiev ing … [Wars II 21:1].

This might be an exam ple of what Freud had called “pro -

jec tion.” The term denotes that ideas and atti tudes which a

given person expresses about some body else he may really
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harbor within him self. A power strug gle ensued between

Jose phus and John. The former was to be relieved of his

com mand and ordered back to Jeru sa lem but he man aged to 

get the better of his oppo nent. Jose phus retained his author -

ity in pitched battle while John escaped to Jeru sa lem. The

people of Gali lee were, there fore, far from uni fied which

soon reflected itself in the con duct of the war.       

In the mean time, Nero had been noti fied of Ces tius’

defeat and had appointed Ves pa sian to take charge. While

the latter advanced from the north, his son Titus brought

the two legions from Egypt. Nev er the less, some Jews

thought that Mac cabean times had arrived again and tried

to sack Asca lon. The city con tained a small but com pe tent

mili tary gar ri son and the attack ers suf fered a resound ing

defeat. Not con tent, they returned a second time with the

same result. While Jose phus was trying to hold on to Gali -

lee, Titus joined his father, Ves pa sian, at Ptole mais and the

full force of Roman armor, sup ple mented by aux il ia ries, was 

now brought into the war. First they took the city of Gadara

from Jose phus and sub se quently besieged him in Jota pata.

The fight was, of course, hope less; the for tress was even tu -

ally over run and Jose phus cap tured. When brought before

Ves pa sian, he prophe sied that the latter would become

emperor. When this came true a little while later he was

held in great esteem by father and son from then on. As

men tioned ear lier, he acted as “local advi sor” to the Romans 

there af ter for which he received a great many rewards when 

the war was over.

We can skip the early events of the war and con cen trate

on those sur round ing the destruc tion of Jeru sa lem. While

Titus was mar shal ing his forces, chaos con tin ued in the

coun try. In addi tion to two war ring forces in Jeru sa lem,

namely that of John of Gis chala and that of Eleazar the

zealot, a new player in form of  Simon of Gesara made his
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appear ance. First he joined the sicarii in Masada but soon

had a fal ling out because his ambi tions were riv eted on the

capi tal. After having gath ered a force of like- minded fol low -

ers, he first pos sessed him self of some of the coun try side by

leav ing noth ing but ruins and then went for Jeru sa lem,

where John of Gis chala and Eleazar the zealot were fight ing 

their own pri vate war. Eleazar had retreated to the temple,

while John’s people held the city. Their behav ior was quite

graphi cally described by Jose phus:

Their incli na tion to plun der was insa tia ble, as was their
zeal for search ing out the houses of the rich; and for
mur der ing of the men, and abus ing the women, it was
sport to them. They also devoured what spoils they had
taken, together with their blood, and indulged them -
selves in femi nine wan ton ness, with out any dis tur -
bance, till they were sati ated there with: while they
decked their hair, and put on women’s gar ments, and
were besmeared with oint ments; and that they might
appear comely they had paint under their eyes, and imi -
tated not only the orna ments, but also the lusts of
women … while their faces looked like the faces of
women, they killed with their right hands; and when
their gait was effemi nate they pres ently attacked men,
and became war ri ors, and drew their swords from under
their finely- dyed cloaks, and ran eve ry body through
whom they alighted upon [IV 10:10].

We ought to remem ber at this point that all of these out -

rages were per pe trated sup pos edly in the name of relig ion

and/or national lib era tion! What would Moses or the proph -

ets have said?

With these goings on, the common people yearned for

deliv er ance and since Simon was out side the walls, he was

let in. Their hopes were in vain because now they had not

only two but three war ring fac tions in their midst. Simon

held the upper parts of the city and sec tions of the lower;

John held the rest of the city and the outer temple pre cincts, 
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while Eleazar was ensconced in the inner temple. Eleazar

had the high ground but only a lim ited number of fol low ers

so they had to con tent them selves with throw ing rocks and

darts at John’s troops. John, although he had the man -

power, was caught in the unen vi able posi tion of being

between the pro ver bial rock and a hard place. He was bom -

barded from the temple and belea guered from the other side

by Simon’s con tin gents.

Some time ear lier John had cap tured Roman siege

engines, which he now applied against Eleaz ar’s temple

forces. To make mat ters worse, it was Passo ver week and

the city was filled not only with locals but also with for eign -

ers, who had made the annual pil grim age in spite of the car -

nage which was taking place in the city and coun try. This

led to the fol low ing scenes:

[John] had such engines as threw darts, and jave lins,
and stones, and that in no small number by which he did
not only defend him self from such as fought against him, 
but slew moreo ver many of the priests, as they were
about their sacred min is tra tions; for not with stand ing
these men were mad with all sorts of impi ety, yet did
they still admit those that desired to offer their sac ri fices 
… those darts that were thrown by the engines came
with that force, that they went over all the build ings,
and the temple itself, and fell upon the priests and those
that were about the sacred offices; insomuch that many
per sons who came thither with great zeal from the ends
of the earth, to offer sac ri fices at this cele brated place,
which was esteemed holy by all man kind, fell down
before their own sac ri fice them selves, and sprin kled the
altar, which was ven er able among all men, both Greeks
and bar bari ans, with their own blood; till the dead
bodies of strang ers were min gled with together with
those of their own coun try, and those of pro fane per sons
with those of the priests, and the blood of all sorts of
dead car casses stood in lakes in the holy courts them -
selves [ V 1:3]
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A recent PBS “docu men tary” led one to believe that this

car nage was ini ti ated by the Romans when, in fact, this is

what life was like in Jeru sa lem as a result of the civil war

among Jews, which con tin ued in spite of the immi nent

assault by Titus. One can read ily imag ine that the common

people just sat in their houses and cel lars pray ing for speedy

deliv ery from these calami ties.

As Titus encom passed the city with his legions and aux il -

ia ries, he soon observed that there was really only one area

which lent itself to assault because the others bor dered on

steep val leys offer ing natu ral pro tec tion. The defend ers,

aware of this situa tion, had raised not only one but two more 

strong walls in the most exposed sec tions making assaults

extremely dif fi cult and costly.

On the four teenth of Nisan, Passo ver day, John and

Eleazar arranged for a truce. The sanc tu ary was opened to

the people for the holy event, but John used the occa sion to

smug gle into the temple some of his people who promptly

fell on Eleaz ar’s men. Sur prised and out num bered, they

took refuge in the sub ter ra nean cav erns of the temple.

John’s troops then set tled per sonal as well as imper sonal

accounts with anyone they could lay hands on, while “the

people that stood trem bling at the altar, and about the holy

house, were rolled on heaps together, and tram pled upon,

and were beaten both with wooden and with iron weap ons

with out mercy [ V 3:1].”   With the inner temple thus seized

by John’s fol low ers, and Eleaz ar’s people either cap tured or

killed, the power over the city now rested with two rather

than three fac tions. Some of the cap tured, which included

Eleazar, prom ised good behav ior and were joined to John’s

forces. As far as num bers are con cerned, Simon had about

15,000 men, while John had about 8,000. The total city

popu la tion, as esti mated by Taci tus, was about 600.000. On

the Roman side were three battle tested legions of Ves pa -
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sian and in addi tion there were the twelfth,  plus por tions of

the eight eenth and third legions which had come from

Egypt. Assum ing an aver age strength of about 5000 per

legion this would amount proba bly to at least 25,000 men.

Fur ther more:

This force was accom pa nied by twenty cohorts of allied
troops and eight squad rons of cav alry, by the two kings
of Agrippa and Sohe mus, by the aux il iary forces of king
Antio chus, by a strong con tin gent of Arabs, who hated
the Jews with the usual hatred of neigh bors, and, lastly,
by many per sons brought from the capi tal and from Italy 
by pri vate hopes of secur ing the yet unen gaged affec -
tions of the Prince [Taci tus Hist. V:1].

A Roman cohort ranged between 400 and 600 men. It is

likely, there fore, that at least 30,000 troops encir cled the

city. Unfor tu nately, Taci tus breaks off  at the point where

Titus sur veys the situa tion and pre pares the assault. Taci -

tus shifts his atten tion instead to events in Ger many. Jose -

phus remains, there fore, the only source for the sub se quent

siege.

Despite val iant sal lies by the defend ers the first wall was

breached within four teen days. Five days later the second

wall gave way, but the Romans now found them selves under 

severe attack within the narrow streets and alleys and had

to retreat with con sid er able loss of life. This defeat was rec -

ti fied a few days later and there was now only one more wall

to go.To avoid fur ther blood shed and destruc tion, Titus sent 

Jose phus to nego ti ate sur ren der terms. He pointed out the

utter futil ity of fur ther resis tance, that the Romans would

deal leni ently with those who laid down their arms, and that 

the city would soon be reduced by star va tion if not force of

arms. The offer was rebuffed and the mis sion was a fail ure.

Inas much as there were already seri ous food short ages in 

the city, some of the defend ers, as well as old men from the
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civil ian popu la tion, ven tured out inter mit tently to gather

edi bles. They were promptly caught by the troops. Titus

thus found him self con fronted by a grow ing number of pris -

on ers of war whom he could nei ther feed nor guard with out

taking away men from the assault forces. The unfor tu nates

were then cru ci fied in front of the wall. This led, of course,

to a stiff en ing of the resolve by the defend ers who could now

point to how the Romans really treated their pris on ers.

Titus then had ramps built to seize the temple wall and the

adjoin ing for tress Anto nia but the defend ers man aged to

destroy them. The Romans, there fore, decided to let nature

take its course, and in order to pre vent fur ther sal lies by the

hungry popu la tion, they encom passed the entire city with a

wall of their own. This was sup pos edly accom plished within

three days. In the mean time inside the city star va tion began 

to take its toll:

The upper rooms were full of women and chil dren that
were dying by famine; and the lanes of the city were full
of dead bodies of the aged; the chil dren also and the
young men wan dered about the market- places like shad -
ows, all swelled with famine, and fell down where so ever
their misery seized them. As for bury ing them, those
that were sick them selves were not able to do it; and
those that were hearty and well were deterred from
doing it by the great mul ti tude of those dead bodies, and
by the uncer tainty there was how soon they should die
them selves; for many died as they were bury ing others
… the famine con founded all natu ral pas sions; for those
who were just going to die, looked upon those that were
gone to their rest before them with dry eyes and open
mouths. A deep silence also and a kind of deadly night
had seized upon the city; while yet the rob bers were still
more ter ri ble than these mis er ies were them selves; for
they broke open those houses which were no other than
graves of dead bodies, and plun dered them of what they
had; and car ry ing off the cov er ings of their bodies went
out laugh ing and tried the points of their swords on the
dead bodies; and, in order to prove what mettle they
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were made of, they thrust some of those through that
still lay alive upon the ground; but for those that
entreated them to lend them their right hand, and their
sword to des patch them, they were too proud to grant
their requests, and left them to be con sumed by the
famine. Now every one of these died with their eyes fixed 
upon the temple and left the sedi tious alive behind them
[V 12:3].    

Deser tions from the city increased again, but as soon as

the starved ones had eaten their fill in the Roman camp

“they burst asun der” having been unac cus tomed to proper

nour ish ment for too long. In addi tion, word had spread that

a fair number of desert ers had swal lowed gold pieces to

smug gle them out of the city and were retriev ing them sub -

se quently from their excre ments. The Soldate ska  was in no

mood to wait for nature to deliver the golden eggs; instead

they cut open the bel lies and per formed autop sies on the

living. When Titus was informed about these prac tices, he

ordered an end to them but it was clearly a no-win situa tion

for the city’s inhabi tants.

Titus then ordered a new siege ramp to be built. This was

accom plished with con sid er able dif fi cul ties since the trees

in the vicin ity had already been cut down and new timber

had to be brought in from con sid er able dis tances. What had

once been flow er ing gar dens, orchards, and woods was now

reduced to desert. With help of the ramps, the third wall was 

con quered and so was the for tress Anto nia. John’s forces

retreated into the temple pre cinct, and the upper city

remained in Simon’s hands. Famine reduced the popu la tion

to fur ther acts of des pera tion and mad ness which are better

read in the origi nal descrip tion (VI  4:3-4) than repeated

here. Jose phus made another attempt to per suade the

besieged to either give up or at least remove them selves

from the temple pre cincts, so that the holy struc ture would

be saved. He was again met with deri sion and the slow
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assault on the temple began. Ramps were built, bat ter ing

rams put into posi tion, and the foun da tions of the tem ple’s

north gate mined, in spite of vig or ous resis tance by the

defend ers.

But the temple was not to be taken easily. The walls were

of such strength that the bat ter ing rams proved use less.

When assault lad ders were placed, the defend ers simply

bom barded the climb ers from above and over turned the lad -

ders. It was appar ent that since the walls could not be

scaled, the only other option was to set fire to the gates. This 

was accom plished; the sec tion called the clois ters was burnt

to the ground, although the temple proper was still

unscathed. Accord ing to Jose phus, a coun cil of war was then 

held about what to do with the struc ture and its defend ers.

Some argued for total destruc tion because the Jews would

never cease from rebel lion as long as the house remained

intact, while others, among whom was sup pos edly Titus

him self, argued that this work of art should be pre served

and only its occu pants elimi nated. Orders were there fore

given to quench the fire which by that time had reached the

inner court, and while this was being car ried out, the

defend ers sal lied forth and resumed the fight. The Romans

beat them and gave pur suit into the temple itself. In the

heat of battle one of the sol diers snatched a burn ing piece

and after having hoisted him self upon the shoul ders of

another, “set fire to a golden window, through which there

was a pas sage to the rooms that were round about the holy

house, on the north side of it [VI 4:5].” When Titus was

appraised that the temple was aflame, he sup pos edly gave

orders to have the fire put out, but they were not obeyed.

The troops either didn’t get the mes sage or had become

ungov ern able in their fury. What ever could be looted was

taken, the remain ing defend ers who had failed to escape

were killed, and the build ing was con signed to the flames.
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The Cam bridge Ancient His tory dis putes this account

and states that the temple was destroyed on Titus’ orders.

This seems more likely because a Roman gen eral would

want to get things done the fast est way pos si ble and fire

would surely do it. Jose phus wrote his ver sion while living

in Rome on the lar gesse of Ves pa sian and Titus and had

every reason to excul pate the con duct of his patrons.

The temple grounds were now in Roman hands but the

lower and upper city remained to be taken. Sur ren der terms

were again offered but rejected. John had escaped with some 

of his men and Simon also still had his army. It took another

two to three weeks of ramp build ing and bat ter ing ram

opera tions to finally subdue the city and put it to the torch.

Part of the remain ing civil ian popu la tion who sur ren dered

was allowed to leave freely, others were killed indis crimi -

nately along with those who were caught bear ing arms. The

most hand some young men were selected to be paraded in

the tri umph which was to follow in Rome, while others were

sent to the Egyp tian mines or sold into slav ery. Both John

and Simon were cap tured alive and brought to Rome. Simon 

was exe cuted, John sen tenced to life impris on ment, while

our his to rian received a pen sion, large tax- free hold ings in

his home coun try, and went on to write books.

It is appro pri ate at this point to list some of Moses’ curses 

as to what would befall the Isra el ites if they failed to follow

the Lord’s com mand ments:

Thou shalt beget sons and daugh ters, but they shall not
be thine; for they shall go into cap tiv ity. All thy trees and 
the fruit of thy land shall the locust pos sess.…The Lord
shall bring a nation against thee from far, from the end
of the earth, as the vul ture swoopeth down; a nation
whose tongue thou shalt not under stand; a nation of
fierce coun te nance, that shall not regard the person of
the old, nor show favor to the young … and he shall
besiege thee in all thy gates, until thy high and for ti fied
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walls come down.…And thou shalt eat the fruit of thine
own body, the flesh of thy sons and of thy daugh ters … in 
the siege and the straight ness, where with thine ene mies
shall straiten thee [there are indeed reports of can ni bal -
ism having occurred during the famine which accom pa -
nied Jeru sa lem’s siege].…And it shall come to pass, that
as the LORD rejoiced over you to do you good, and to
mul ti ply you; so the LORD will rejoice over you to cause
you to perish and to destroy you; and ye shall be plucked
from off the land whither thou goest in to pos sess it. And
the LORD shall scat ter thee among all peo ples, from the
one end of the earth even unto the other end of the
earth.…And among these nations shalt thou have no
repose … but the LORD shall give thee there a trem bling 
heart, and fail ing of eyes, and lan guish ing of soul
[Deut.28:41,42,49,50,52,53,63-65].

 The Jews had not heeded the warn ings; instead of life,

they had chosen death. The dis as ter was not pre or dained. It

was the result of the exer cise of free will by a few irre spon si -

ble fanat ics.

The Romans are chided for the destruc tion of the temple

– a holy, relig ious, cul tural land mark. It was that origi nally,

but when it was taken over by fanat ics and turned into a for -

tress, it had become a mili tary target. Let us con sider for a

moment what would have hap pened during World War II if

the Ger mans had not declared Rome an open city but

instead had fought a street- to- street battle and even tu ally

bar ri caded them selves in the Vati can. If they had then con -

tin ued to harass the Ameri cans with rifle, machine gun, and

bazooka fire it does not take all that much imagi na tion to

figure out how the U.S. forces would have responded. The

destruc tion of the ancient mon as tery on Monte Cassino,

which seemed to bar the way to the Ameri can advance, is a

good exam ple that in war, expe di ency always wins hands

down over religious- cultural sen ti ments.  
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Although Jeru sa lem fell in A.D. 70, the war lasted

another three years. Fanat ics con tin ued to hold the moun -

tain for tresses of Hero dium, Machae rus and Masada. Hero -

dium was read ily taken by Bassus the newly appointed

legate to Judea. Macherus yielded after a pro longed siege

and its defend ers were allowed to leave after their sur ren -

der. At this point only Masada, with the sicarii under Eleaz -

ar’s con trol, remained. He with stood the siege of Silva, who

had replaced Bassus, for more than a year. When all hope

was gone, he con vinced his gar ri son that it would be better

to die by their own hands than bank on the mer cies of the

Romans. Since the sicarii were thor oughly hated even by

their own coun try men, as a result of their raids upon neigh -

bor ing vil lages, their chances were proba bly rather slim

anyway. Inas much as the use of the dagger had become

second nature, they took their fami lies to death with them.

Only two women, who had seques tered them selves with five

chil dren, remained to tell the tale. Whether or not Jose phus

had later met some of them per son ally is not known but it

would seem more likely that the heroic speech he put into

Eleaz ar’s mouth prior to the murder- suicides rep re sents

poetic license. Nev er the less, it is only this speech which is

cur rently being remem bered and the pre vi ous atroci ties of

the sicarii are rele gated to obliv ion. Some modern Israelis

are being accused of having a Masada com plex. One can only 

devoutly hope and pray that this is not the case in respon si -

ble cir cles. Masada was not a fight in defense of relig ious lib -

erty. It was a des per ate attempt by mur der ous fanat ics to

hang on against better judg ment.

Another popu lar myth is that, as a result of the lost war,

the Jews were driven into exile from which they could

return only about 2,000 years later. Those cities and vil lages 

which did not sup port the insur gents were left alone and the 

coun try con tin ued to flour ish for some time. The Romans
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did not believe in a scorched earth policy, they wanted their

prov inces to be pros per ous so that taxes could be col lected.

It was the Bar Cochba revolt from 132-135 A.D. which

sealed the fate of the coun try and Jewry. Unfor tu nately, we

do not have a Jose phus to report the true ante ce dents. We

do know that when Bar Cochba was pro claimed the Mes siah

by Rabbi Akiba, the Judean Chris tians did not join his

cause, which to some extent cemented the final split

between the relig ions. Although Bar Cochba man aged to

bring con sid er able por tions of the coun try under his con trol

for a few years, he was defeated and died in a “last stand” at

the vil lage of Bethar. The coun try lay in ruins and became

soon there af ter a back wa ter of con tend ing empires for the

next two mil len nia. Nev er the less, at no time were Jews pre -

vented from return ing. The city of Aelia Capi to lina, which

had been erected by Hadrian in 132 on the ruins of ancient

Jeru sa lem and peo pled by Greco- Romans also received its

origi nal name back under Con stan tine. Apart from a few

genu inely relig ious people who wanted to live and die in the

Holy Land, the over whelm ing major ity of Jews remained

vol un tar ily in the Dias pora because Pal es tine had noth ing

to offer politi cally or eco nomi cally. It is per fectly under -

stand able that human beings want to live where they can

pros per. As the Romans some what cyni cally said: ubi bene

ibi patria (wher ever life is good there is my father land). Why 

should Jews be an excep tion?  

Are there any les sons to be learned or will the dis as ters,

so elo quently described by Jose phus, repeat them selves ?

The state of Israel is now engaged in a rerun of ancient his -

tory and at this time one won ders whether or not the appro -

pri ate les sons have been learned. Zion ism was founded on

the model of the Mac cabees but rela tively few people seem to 

have read the events of those times either in the Apoc ry pha

or in Jose phus and are con tent to merely cele brate the mira -
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cle of Hanuk kah. It has never been more true than today,

that those who don’t know their his tory and believe instead

in roman tic myths, will be forced to repeat it. Inas much as

weap ons of mass destruc tion exist nowa days in that part of

the world and Amer ica is com mit ted to the defense of Israel,

the knowl edge of these ancient events – rather than the

myths about them, which are stead ily repeated – is vitally

impor tant for Jew and Gen tile alike in the U.S. as well as in

Israel. All of us are going to suffer the con se quences if we let

our selves be guided by the propa ganda which has evolved

around these occur rences rather than taking the time to

exam ine the events as recorded in the Bible and by Jose -

phus.

The dis as ters which befell the Jewish people 2,000 years

ago were not pre des tined; they could have been pre vented

numer ous times before and even during the wars. Hate,

greed and lust for power drove a few fanat ics to exer cise

domin ion over the truly relig ious and God- fearing people,

thereby taking them selves and eve ry body else to ruin.

These facts must be exposed and faced hon estly. To regard

the events of the Jewish wars against the Greeks and later

the Romans simply as pur suit of lib erty or relig ious free dom

is wrong! Those who know ingly pro mote this propa ganda

may well lay the foun da tion for the next catas tro phe.
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CHAPTER 3

The Origin Of Zionism

One might assume that the strug gle for a return of the

Jews to Pal es tine, and there fore to ancient Israel, was ini ti -

ated by Jews. The fer vent wish to meet “next year in Jeru sa -

lem” is, after all, uttered regu larly as part of relig ious

cere mo nies. Nev er the less, Jews were quite con tent to wait

until the Lord’s time had come. He would then send the

Mes siah, who in turn would lead them back into the prom -

ised land. Two hun dred years ago there was no striv ing for

nation hood. Jews in Poland and Russia were organ ized in

their own com mu ni ties under rab binic law and those living

in Cen tral and West ern Europe were strug gling for “eman -

ci pa tion” – namely the lift ing of gov ern ment restric tions on

life in the Dias pora. The ques tion arises, there fore, who was

respon si ble for this yearn ing for nation hood, and for what

reason? At first blush one might say Herzl and anti-

 Semitism but that is not the case. One has to go back

another one hun dred years to revo lu tion ary France.

During the period of the Direc tor ate and after his vic to ri -

ous cam paign in Italy, the twenty- nine year old gen eral

Bona parte found him self at loose ends in Paris. There was,

how ever, still a war with Eng land and Napo leon was

appointed to over see and com mand the planned inva sion. A

close look at France’s resources con vinced him that this was
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an impos si bil ity because “Bri tan nia ruled the waves” and

the French fleet would be no match. He sug gested, there -

fore, to strike at Eng land in the East by occu py ing Egypt

and threat en ing her routes to India. The Direc tor ate agreed

to the plan because they were just as happy to get him out of

town before he could endan ger their power. Napo leon set

sail for Egypt with his army, as well as a reti nue of sci en -

tists. Egypt was con quered and the sci en tific dis ci pline of

Egyp tol ogy was born. But in August of 1798, Nelson and his

Brit ish tars sank “Bonie’s” fleet at Abukir and he was

stranded. He then began to admin is ter the coun try, but

since it actu ally belonged to Turkey, Con stan tino ple

declared war on France. In Feb ru ary of the fol low ing year

Napo leon marched into Syria. He got as far as Acre, where

he had his come- uppance. The for tress, aided by the Brit ish

fleet, with stood his siege for three months. With out sup port

from home, Napo leon had to break off the siege and march

back to Egypt. Mili tar ily, the expe di tion had been a dis as ter. 

He imme di ately returned there af ter to France, with out his

army, where his politi cal career flour ished to the extent that 

he even tu ally crowned him self Emperor. As an aside, one

might men tion that the rather high opin ion of him – which

is held in some cir cles today – was not uni formly shared in

his life time when he was more com monly referred to as “the

scourge of Europe.” The Pari sian broad sheets which were

passed out in March of 1815 after Napo le on’s escape from

Elba speak vol umes about the nature of the human race.

Their titles are reprinted in Napo leon the Final Ver dict by

Hay thornthwaite et al.:

The tiger has broken out of his cage.
The Ogre has been three days at sea.
The Wretch has landed at Fréjus.
The Bus sard has reached Anti bes.
The Invader has arrived in Gre no ble.
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The Gen eral has entered Lyons.
Napo leon slept at Fon taine bleau last night.
The Emperor will pro ceed to the Tuil ler ies today.
His Impe rial Maj esty will address his loyal sub jects
tomor row.

Vox populi, vox dei? Or  rather: “You just have to go with

the flow” and “Noth ing suc ceeds like suc cess!”

In its heyday, revo lu tion ary France had become La

Grande Nation and she was deter mined to bring nation -

hood, free dom, and jus tice to all the other “oppressed” peo -

ples of Europe who were domi nated by Aus tri ans, Rus sians

and Prus sians. As an aside, one might men tion that only the 

ter mi nol ogy has changed. What used to be called oppres sion

goes under the name of “human rights abuses” nowa days.

This is the point where Jews come into play. While Napo -

leon was at Acre, he com posed a “Letter to the Jewish

Nation.” It was to be issued from “Gen eral head quar ters,

Jeru sa lem, 1st Flor eal, April 20th, 1799, in the year 7 of the

French Repub lic.” The title was:

Buonaparte, Com mander In- Chief Of The Armies Of

The French Republic In Africa And Asia, To The

Rightful Heirs Of Palestine.

The sali ent por tions are:

Isra el ites, unique nation, whom, in thou sands of years,
lust of con quest and tyr anny have been able to deprive
only of their ances tral lands, but not of name and
national exis tence! [This is fol lowed by the quote of Is.
35:10 which prom ises return to Zion] Arise, then with
glad ness, ye exiled! A war unex am pled in the annals of
his tory, waged in self- defense by a nation whose heredi -
tary lands were regarded by its ene mies as plun der to be
divided, arbi trar ily and at their con ven ience by a stroke
of the pen of Cabi nets, avenges its own shame and the
shame of the remot est nations, long for got ten under the
yoke of slav ery, and also, the almost two thou sand year
old igno miny put upon you, and, while time and cir cum -
stances would seem to be least favor able to a restate -

52



ment of your claims or even to their expres sion, and
indeed to be com pel ling their com plete aban don ment, it
offers to you at this very time, and con trary to all expec -
ta tions, Israel’s pat ri mony!

The young army with which Provi dence has sent me
hither, led by jus tice and accom pa nied by vic tory, has
made Jeru sa lem my head quar ters and will, within a few
days, trans fer them to Damas cus, a prox im ity which is
no longer ter ri fy ing to David’s city.…

It con tin ues in this vein urging the Isra el ites as “right ful

heirs” to “arise and take what is freely given” to them but to

“hasten” because the time is now and the moment may not

arrive for another thou sands of years.   

This docu ment, which can be found on the Inter net, is

remark able not only for its con tent. People who have had

the mis for tune to live under Hitler will imme di ately rec og -

nize the hyper bole and what Klem perer has called in his dia -

ries the “Lingua Tertii Impe rii” (lan guage of the Third

Reich). Sub sti tute for France, Ger many which has to shake

off the yoke of shame and slav ery of the Ver sailles treaty,

exchange “Cabi nets” for “Plu to crats” but keep “Provi -

dence,” “the just cause,” as well as “self defense” and this

could have been writ ten in Berlin just prior to World War II.

Obvi ously it would not have been addressed to the Jews

because the roles were now reversed but to the nations who

in Nazi ide ol ogy lin gered under Jewish yoke.

But “Provi dence” had other plans. As men tioned, Acre

defied Napo leon and the “vic to ri ous army” had to beat an

ignoni mi ous retreat. Nev er the less, the seeds were sown and

Gen tiles as well as Jews watered them there af ter. What

moti vated Napo leon to write a letter of this type? Was it just

love for Jews and the Lord? This is unlikely. Although a

sense of jus tice may well have played some role, he was fore -

most a first- class poli ti cian and his prime goal was to annoy

the Brit ish. If he could pry lose the Eng lish and Aus trian
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Rothschilds, who financed the war against France, he would 

have won, or so he proba bly thought. A two- thousand year

old injus tice would have made good propa ganda but proba -

bly had little to do with Real po li tik. As an aside, one might

men tion that the Rothschild family hedged their bets, and

the Pari sian mem bers sup ported Napo leon.  

The Chris tians, mainly Prot es tants, who sub se quently

cham pi oned Jewish nation al ism and a return to the home -

land, had a dif fer ent reason. Not only had the injus tice to be

redressed, but by help ing the Lord with return ing the Jews

to Pal es tine, they would bring about the second coming of

Christ, which, as per proph ecy, is con tin gent upon the

ingath er ing of the dis persed. Whether or not the rekin dling

of Jewish nation al ism was a good idea will be decided by

events in this new cen tury, but the fact that bib li cal prophe -

cies should have guided nine teenth and twen ti eth cen tury

poli ti cians is deeply dis turb ing. Will some body insti gate a

battle of Arma ged don so that Jesus can come down and save

the right eous? These self- fulfilling prophe cies have noth ing

to do with genu ine relig ion and are out right dan ger ous.

As far as the Jews were con cerned, even if Napo leon had

reached Jeru sa lem and issued his proc la ma tion, they would

not have flocked en masse to the Holy Land. The wealthy

ones clearly had noth ing to gain from moving into a

swampy, mos quito infested desert, and even the poor ones

were not inter ested because they believed in the Lord’s and

not Napo le on’s time ta ble. The sup posed yearn ing for a

return to the ancient home land was much over es ti mated by

all the cru sad ers for jus tice.

Nev er the less, by the middle of the nine teenth cen tury a

ground swell for a return of the exiles began to appear in

Poland and later on in Ger many and Aus tria. Pin sker had

writ ten a pam phlet Autoe man ci pa tion, while Moses Hess

wrote Rome and Jeru sa lem. Hess not only empha sized the
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national but also the racial char ac ter is tics of the Jewish

people:

The Jewish race [sic] is one of the pri mary races of man -
kind that has retained its integ rity, in spite of the con -
tin ual change of its cli matic envi ron ment, and the
Jewish type has con served its purity through the cen tu -
ries.…The “new” Jew, who denies the exis tence of the
Jewish nation al ity, is not only a deserter in the relig ious
sense, but is also a trai tor to his people, his race and even 
to his family.…The race war must first be fought out and 
defi nitely set tled before social and humane ideas become 
part and parcel of the German people, as was the case
with the Romance peo ples, which after a long his tori cal
process, finally defeated race antago nism.

Sadly enough the race war which he pre dicted was indeed 

fought eighty years later with a ter ri ble toll of lives on both

sides. Have we seen the end of it? Hardly! Who knows what

the Middle East still has in store for us? Hess had pinned his

hopes on the “Romance people,” by whom he meant pri mar -

ily the French. Napo leon, as noted above, had been one of

the hopes of Israel, another was a Gen tile French man by the 

name of Laharanne, who had writ ten an impas sioned plea

for the return of Jews to Pal es tine. His work is exten sively

quoted by Hess and exceeds in the praise of Israel what any

Jew could have writ ten. Had Hess known how the French

would behave at the end of the cen tury during the Drey fus

trial and during World War II, where they read ily coop er -

ated with the German occu pa tion forces to deport Jews, he

might have had to change his view of the “Romance peo -

ples” to some extent.

Hess also raised the ques tion whether or not the freed

“nations” might not go to war against each other, but dis -

missed it:

To-day the real prob lem is how to free the vari ous
oppressed races and folk- types and allow them to
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develop in their own way. The dan ger ous pos si bil ity that 
the vari ous nation ali ties will sepa rate them selves
entirely from each other or ignore each other, is to be
feared as little as the danger that they will fight among
them selves and enslave one another[empha sis added].

Let us now make a detour from nine teenth cen tury fan -

tasy to twen ti eth cen tury real ity. The so- called Völk erk erker

(prison of nations), as the Austro- Hungarian Mon ar chy was

referred to by its ene mies, was, apart from Ger many, the

domi nant power in Cen tral Europe prior to World War I. In

con trast to Ger many it was, how ever, thor oughly mul ti eth -

nic. Within its bor ders eight een dif fer ent lan guages were

spoken and it was pre cisely the hatred of these “oppressed

nations” which resulted in the first world war and the dis -

mem ber ment of the mon ar chy after Presi dent Wilson had

made free ing of the “cap tive nations” one of Ameri ca’s war

aims. It is truly an irony of his tory that this “mul ti cul tur al -

ism”, which is so eagerly pur sued now in Amer ica, was

anath ema one hun dred years ago, and had to be abol ished.

Theo reti cally, as far as Aus tria was con cerned, the treaty of

St. Ger main, which ter mi nated the war, should have ended

the prob lem because now each ethnic group would have its

own coun try. What did happen in real ity? Poland was

restored and two brand new coun tries were cre ated. In addi -

tion, the bor ders of exist ing nations were redrawn to accom -

mo date the politi cal wishes of the vic tors. Approxi mately a

half-mil lion German speak ing Tyro leans became Ital ians

and about three and a half mil lion Sude ten Ger mans

became Czechs. The two new nations were Czecho slo va kia

and Yugo sla via.

The irony is, of course, that Czecho slo va kia was like wise

a Völk erk erker because it was far from eth ni cally homo ge ne -

ous. It con sisted of 51 per cent Czechs, 14.5 per cent Slo vaks,

23.4 per cent Ger mans, 5.6 per cent Mag yars and a smat ter -
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ing of Ukraini ans, Poles, Jews and others. After World War

II the ethnic Ger mans were expelled, but the coun try frac -

tured into the Czech and Slovak repub lics. Thanks to the

fore sight of Czech Presi dent Vaclav Havel, this was accom -

plished peace fully.

The situa tion was even more glar ing in the suc ces sor

state of Yugo sla via which will plague us for years to come.

At its crea tion the coun try con sisted of 40 per cent Serbs, 25

per cent Croats, 9 per cent Slo venes, 4.3 per cent Mace do ni -

ans, 2.9 per cent Mon te ne grins, approxi mately 5 per cent

Bosni ans and a smat ter ing of other ethnic groups. This par -

ticu lar Völk erk erker did not dis ap pear peace fully, but there

are cur rently two new repub lics in addi tion to “rump Yugo -

sla via.” Croa tia and Slove nia have fought their wars of inde -

pend ence and what ever will happen to Bosnia is a good

ques tion.  The rest of Yugo sla via may also frac ture into

Serbia, Mon te ne gro, and Kosovo in the not too dis tant

future, unless the latter gets inte grated into a “Greater

Alba nia”. Will that be the end of it ? Who knows? There are

still the unful filled hopes of the Mace do ni ans who might

want to take some share of Kosovo, Bul garia as well as

Greece. The Mace do ni ans were, after all, the nation that

pro duced Alex an der the Great, so why should there not be a

“Greater Mace do nia?” This is what unbri dled nation al ism

can really lead to. Wil son’s speech to Con gress on Feb ru ary

11, 1918 may well  con tinue to plague us in the future:

National aspi ra tions must be respected; peo ples may
now be domi nated and gov erned only by their own con -
sent. ‘Self -determination’ is not a mere phrase. It is an
impera tive prin ci ple of action, which states men will
hence forth ignore at their peril.

These noble sen ti ments are those of a uni ver sity pro fes -

sor who meant well but had little under stand ing of human

behav ior. It was another exam ple of the road to hell being
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aved with good inten tions. If Amer ica were to per sist in

sup port ing every tiny ethnic group’s wish for “Self-

 determination” under the guise of “human rights abuses”

we will be engaged in tribal wars for ever and ever more.

This wish also con flicts directly with the aspi ra tions

expressed in the next chap ter.

After this side- tour, we can return to Jewish nation al ism. 

The appeal of the above men tioned authors found no appre -

cia ble echo any where and was remem bered only in 1893,

when Nathan Birn baum, a Vien nese jour nal ist, wrote Die

Nation ale Wieder ge burt des jüdischen Volkes in seinem

Lande, als Mittel zur Lösung der Juden frage (the national

rebirth of the Jewish people as a solu tion to the Jewish prob -

lem). The sub ti tle was Ein Appell an die Guten und Edlen

aller Nationen (an appeal to the good and noble of all

nations). In this pam phlet, Birn baum not only pointed to

the neces sity of solv ing the prob lem of anti- Semitism by

Jewish migra tion to Pal es tine, he also repu di ated the idea

that the coun try could not sup port a large influx of set tlers,

and pleaded for any of the Euro pean powers, except Russia,

to act as spon sor and pro tec tor of the immi grants. Three

years later the Vien nese jour nal ist and play wright Herzl

took up the cause and launched politi cal Zion ism. He

adopted Birn baum’s sug ges tions includ ing the term Zion -

ism, although he never gave him credit for it, and stated that 

he had arrived inde pend ently at the same con clu sions.  

While cov er ing the Drey fus trial in Paris for his news pa -

per, the Neue Freie Presse, Herzl came face to face with

anti- Semitic out bursts in the news pa pers, as well as by

mobs in the streets who shouted “à mort les Juifs” (death to

the Jews). This led to his deter mi na tion to do some thing

about the Judensa che,  as he called it. His first idea was that

the Aus trian Jews should all vol un tar ily con vert to Roman
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Catholi cism, the domi nant relig ion of the coun try. He would 

go to the Pope and ask for his help against anti- Semitism. In

return Herzl would lead a grosze Bewegung (great move -

ment) towards a free and anstän dige (respect able) con ver -

sion of Jews to Chris ti an ity. It would be free and respect able 

because:

the lead ers of this move ment, I above all, would remain
Jews and as Jews advo cate the con ver sion to the domi -
nant relig ion.… the con ver sion should take place on
Sun days at twelve o’clock, in St. Ste phen’s cathe dral,
with fes tive pro ces sions and under the peal ing of church
bells.

It wasn’t a very good idea and his friend and editor of the

paper, Moritz Bene dickt, who was also Jewish, promptly

squashed it. Although Herzl aban doned this par ticu lar

notion, he was not one to give up easily. The Jewish prob lem 

had to be solved one way or another and he would do it.

The Neue Freie Presse was in those days Aus tria’s

equiva lent of the New York Times and as such known the

world over. Herzl, there fore, used his cre den tials as a

member of that news pa per to gain access to Jewish fin an -

ciers, espe cially Baron Hirsch and the Rothschilds. Since no

money was forth com ing for his plans from these sources, he

sub se quently approached the ruling cir cles of the major

Euro pean powers. In Ger many it included the Kaiser with

whom he was actu ally favora bly impressed, in Turkey the

Sultan, and in Russia the Inte rior Min is ter Plehwe. In Eng -

land he had to make do ini tially with Colo nial Sec re tary

Joseph Cham ber lain, father of the ill fated Nev ille who so

seri ously mis judged Hitler. The plan he pro posed was

simple: The Jews are a race (Rasse) in urgent need of

improve ment that can only be accom plished when they are

given a piece of land upon which they can create a state of

their own. To the ques tion Napo leon had asked the Jewish
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San hedrin, after he had become emperor, “are you a nation

or a relig ion?” they had then declared: “we are a relig ion and 

loyal French men” know ing fully well that he would not con -

done a nation within a nation. Now, Herzl’s answer was

“We are both.” Bene dickt and Bacher, his edi tors, were

again appalled because they felt no good could pos si bly come 

out of these ideas and for bade him to write any Zion ist arti -

cles in their paper. Herzl remained a member of the staff but 

also founded his own jour nal, Die Welt, to give wider cir cu la -

tion to his ideas.

Not only were the assimi lated Vien nese Jews against his

plan, so was the Chief Rabbi, Güde mann, whom Herzl had

tried to enlist. Although Güde mann was ini tially sym pa -

thetic, he later turned against the idea and pub lished a pam -

phlet  Nation al ju den tum, designed to “kill” Zion ism. The

reason for doing so was the per en nial dilemma of the Jewish

people – how to lead a dis tinct Jewish life as a small minor ity 

in host coun tries all over the world with out arous ing too

much antipa thy in the indige nous popu la tion. For Güde -

mann, who rep re sented the major ity view within the Jewish 

com mu nity, the solu tion aspired to was a world free of

nation al ism. As far as he was con cerned, the Jewish mis -

sion, ordained by God, was to bring uni ver sal broth er hood.

Only in a world that knows no bor ders would Jews really be

safe. This is also the reason why Jews sup ported the inter -

na tional politi cal ide olo gies of social ism and com mu nism

and why “politi cal global ism” is cham pi oned today. For

Herzl, how ever, inter na tion al ism was “an excuse of all

those who are pros per ous in their pres ent domi cile – but

they are not the only ones.” The poor Jewish masses needed

a place of their own where they would not merely be tol er -

ated, but where they would live as a free people on a free soil.
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Inter na tional broth er hood was Güde mann’s offi cial

reason. Pri vately he expressed his mis giv ings to Herzl in

these words:

In the Talmud it is writ ten: ‘Veng eance is great’; since
the word ‘veng eance’ appears between two names of
God, ‘A God of Venge ance is God.’ You do not seem to be
aware of this at all. I am to go away from here and clear
the way for our ene mies, who con stantly abuse and curse 
the name of Jew and all those who bear it, in order to
grow vege ta bles in Pal es tine. No, ten thou sand horses
could not drag me away from here, until I have the sat is -
fac tion of seeing the down fall of our ene mies.

Those were his real feel ings as reported in the chap ter

“The Chief Rabbi and the Vision ary” of Fraen kel’s book The 

Jews of Aus tria.

The pam phlet Nation al ju den thum is no longer in print.

It does reside in the Aus trian National Library and in view

of its impor tance for the cur rent Middle East situa tion it

may be of inter est to read what the Chief Rabbi had to say in

1897:

The word Nation al ju den thum and the move ment which
is asso ci ated with it suffer from an inher ent inner con -
tra dic tion. Juda ism, on account of its his toric mis sion,
does not have the task to sup port let alone wor ship the
addic tion to or han ker ing after nation al ism, but much
rather to work towards the removal of the indi vidu al ism
of all nations and the uni fi ca tion of all human beings in
one family. If Juda ism would awaken in all its mem bers
the desire to become once again a nation, it would
commit sui cide. In the best of cases it would give up the
future for a rather ques tion able pres ent.…In case of a
national res to ra tion Juda ism would sit even more
between the chairs of other nations on the floor. It would 
have to worry a great deal more over the regained sov er -
eignty than over the pre vi ously lost one. The means with 
which even mighty nations main tain them selves is evi -
dent from the mili tary budg ets which exhaust the treas -
ury. Juda ism, with can nons and bayo nets, would reverse 
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the role of David with that of Goli ath and would be a
trav esty. It would deny the spirit of our relig ion if we
insisted and suc ceeded in a national res to ra tion – even if
Pal es tine were to be handed over and guar an teed by the
major powers – we would agree with the opin ion of those
who regard our two thou sand year long dias pora as evi -
dence of our con dem na tion. That it is not, in spite of all
the suf fer ing, is shown by the divine assur ance: ‘Ne ve -
rth eless, while they are in the coun try of their ene mies, I 
shall not despise and reject them, grind them down, dis -
solve my cove nant with them, for I the Eter nal am their
God’ (IIIM.26 44).…One can only wish and hope that
Jewish colo nies, wher ever they already exist or are
formed in the future, be it in the Holy Land or some -
where else, will pros per. But it is utterly wrong
[verkehrt] and in con flict with the spirit of Juda ism and
its his tory when this colo ni za tion effort, which is worthy 
of the high est praise, is amal ga mated with nation al is tic
aspi ra tions and regarded as the ful fill ment of pro phetic
assur ances. No, this it is not, never. The course of Juda -
ism, which regards itself as the seal bearer of pro phetic
prom ises for all of man kind, can not end up in the re-
 creation of a nation. This would be the reali za tion of
Horace’s mock ing phrase: ‘Desinit in piscem mulier for -
mosa superne’ [The beau ti ful woman above, ends in a
fish].…Let us not put the cuck oo’s egg of nation al ism in
our nest, no good will come from what is hatched. What
did Grill par zer [Aus trian 19th cen tury poet] say? ‘From
human ism through nation al ism to beas ti al ism.’ This
sequence the Jews can amply con firm by their expe ri -
ences during the last dec ades and they are warned not to
par tici pate them selves.

The Rabbi ended his pam phlet with the words from

Zechariah 14:9 “And the LORD shall be King over all the

earth: in that day there shall be one LORD, and his name is

one.”

Güde mann clearly fore saw the dif fi cul ties Juda ism

would run into when it becomes a nation state and the trea -

tise can be regarded as an Apo lo gia for the Dias pora which is 

to be the savior of human ity.
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The colo nies Güde mann had referred to were those of

Baron Hirsch in Argen tina and Brazil which were not going

all that well. Rothschild was sup port ing set tle ments in Pal -

es tine but on a grad ual rather than mas sive basis. Herzl,

with a flair for the dra matic, he was a play wright after all,

needed imme di ate, dras tic action. Since no money was

forthcoming from the Jewish bank ers, Herzl appealed to the 

Jewish masses and or gan ized in 1897 a “World Congress of

Zion ists” that was to be held in Munich. The Jews of Munich 

wanted no part of it and sent a formal pro test. The venue

was there fore changed to Basel. As men tioned, there was

obvi ously no una nim ity in Jewish cir cles about Herzl’s

ideas. Even long stand ing Zion ists were not intrigued with

this new comer, and the Jewish Chroni cle in London

reported that the Zion ist organi za tion would not send dele -

gates to the pro posed Con gress. Nev er the less, the Con gress

was a suc cess and as Herzl wrote in his diary on Sept 3, after

his return to Vienna: “In Basel I have founded the Jewish

State.” It would take another fifty years and a Holo caust for

this to become real ity, but in a way it was true. Herzl is now

offi cially regarded as the father of the state of Israel. The

major achieve ment of the Con gress was that Jews from all

over the world had met and defined (in the Basel pro gram)

the goal of Zion ism, namely: “the crea tion of a home for the

Jewish people in Pal es tine, secured by public law.” The

word “home,” “Heim stätte” in the origi nal docu ment, was

impor tant because it avoided the more inflam ma tory term

“State.”

The proj ect could not be put into imme di ate effect

because Herzl didn’t have the money to pro vide a mas sive

loan to the Sultan, who in turn was then sup posed to agree

to open Pal es tine to large- scale Jewish immi gra tion. But

lack of money was only one prob lem. The Sultan also did not 

want to annoy his Muslim sub jects by foist ing on them
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numer ous Euro pean Jews. Inas much as imme di ate suc cess

seemed to elude Herzl, he pub lished two books. One was the

pro gram matic Der Juden staat and the other a novel Alt neu -

land.

Herzl was imbued with the then cur rent Euro pean colo -

nial atti tude which saw itself as bring ing the bless ings of

civi li za tion to the igno rant natives who would be for ever

grate ful. In the uto pian novel Alt neu land he described his

vision of life in 1923 Pal es tine, which has been turned into a

tech no logi cal Garden of Eden. The rela tion ship to the

indige nous popu la tion takes up slightly more than one page

out of the total 175 and is con tained in a con ver sa tion

between a rich German visi tor and an equally wealthy local

Arab. The German asks:

‘didn’t the former inhabi tants of Pal es tine become
ruined through the immi gra tion of the Jews? Didn’t
they have to move? I mean, by and large.’ ‘What a ques -
tion’ the Arab replied ‘it was a bless ing. Of course fore -
most for the prop erty owners who sold to the Soci ety of
Jews … those who didn’t have any thing had noth ing to
lose, they could only have gained. And they have gained:
oppor tu nity for work, food and well being.’ ‘You are
rather unusual you Moham me dans [replied the
German] don’t you regard these Jews as intrud ers?’
‘How strangely you talk Chris tian’ answered the ami -
able Reschid ‘Would you regard some one as a robber
who doesn’t take any thing from you but brings some -
thing? The Jews have enriched us, why should we be
angry with them? They live with us like broth ers, why
should we not love them?’

This was Herzl’s fan tasy in 1902, but in real life the

“Arab- Israeli con flict” was already in full swing by 1921. In

the pro gram matic book let Der Juden staat pub lished in

1896, Herzl had rejected grad ual infil tra tion, as had been

sup ported by Rothschild and others, because “the moment

will come when the popu la tion which feels itself endan gered 
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will urge the gov ern ment to halt a fur ther influx of Jews.

Emi gra tion makes sense only when it is based on guar an -

teed sov er eignty.” He was cor rect on the first point but

failed to con sider how “guar an teed sov er eignty” would

change the feel ings of the locals. Herzl also ignored his own

state ment in the Intro duc tion to Der Juden staat “The

Jewish Ques tion exists wher ever Jews live in con sid er able

num bers. Where it is not, it is dragged along by immi grat ing 

Jews.” Why this should not have hap pened when the Jews

returned to Pal es tine, he did not want to con sider. He

deluded him self with the opin ion that if the Jews were to

emi grate en bloc, anti- Semitism would auto mati cally, and

per ma nently cease, because there are no more Jews to hate

in the Dias pora. The fact that the major ity of Jews wouldn’t

want to go, unless forced to, he dis re garded also.

Although most of his friends and col leagues made it quite 

clear to him that he was embark ing on a poten tially highly

dan ger ous enter prise, he was a vision ary who would do his

level best to bring his dream to frui tion. As men tioned ear -

lier, he con cluded his book with the pro phetic words: “This

is why I believe a gen era tion of won der ful Jews will emerge

from the earth. The Mac cabees will rise again.” Unfor tu -

nately, he seems not to have read the his tory of the Mac -

cabees as was recounted ear lier and was simply guided by

popu lar myths.

Although from 1897 on, there were annual Zion ist Con -

gresses – noth ing much hap pened until the cli mate changed

in offi cial Brit ish cir cles. As a result of pogroms in Russia, to

some extent caused by the assas si na tion of Czar Alex an der

II in 1881, there had been a rela tively large influx of Jews

from that coun try into Brit ain. Ninety- five thou sand had

arrived between 1882 and 1902. Of these, 54,000 set tled in

London, mainly White chapel, the hunt ing grounds of Jack

the Ripper. Now Eng land found her self con fronted with
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anti- Semitic sen ti ments in the work ing class who felt

exploited by the indus tri ous ness and to some extent the

greed of the new com ers. A Royal Com mis sion was appointed 

to look into the situa tion and Herzl was allowed to tes tify.

He told the mem bers that the prob lem of immi gra tion

would only get worse unless the Jews had a place which they 

could call their own and were allowed to settle there.  A plan

was there fore adopted by the Com mis sion to inves ti gate the

pos si bil ity of colo niz ing some Brit ish pos ses sion close to Pal -

es tine, either in Cyprus or the El- Arish area of the Sinai.

Cham ber lain, the colo nial sec re tary, was sym pa thetic to

Herzl’s views, but killed the Cyprus idea because the Greeks 

and Mus lims living there would not have been happy about

an influx of Jews. For the Sinai he could not speak, since

Egypt was not for mally a colony and such mat ters belonged

to the domain of the For eign Office. They stud ied it and

turned it down, osten si bly over lack of water, but more

proba bly to avoid Arab resent ment. A break in this stale -

mate came in 1903 when Cham ber lain, who had just

returned from a trip to Egypt, told Herzl that he had a land

for him “and that’s Uganda.” This was obvi ously pretty far

from Pal es tine, but it didn’t just come out of the blue.

Another Vien nese with a simi lar name i.e. Hertzka had pub -

lished in 1890 a uto pian novel “Frei land” which envi sioned

an ideal com mu ni tar ian colony at the foot of Mt. Kenya. It

went even fur ther. A group of Hertz ka’s fol low ers had peti -

tioned the Brit ish to be allowed to form this colony and were

granted per mis sion. It was estab lished in Lamu but soon

col lapsed due to inter nal squab bles. The Brit ish were now

offer ing to look with favor on another attempt with out

being deterred by the pre vi ous fail ure.

When Herzl read the For eign Office letter to the 6th

Zion ist Con gress the mem bers were ini tially enthu si as tic

but he soon ran into resis tance because Kenya, or Uganda as 
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it was then referred to, was nowhere near Jeru sa lem and

that’s where we belong! The pro posal was turned down and

it lit er ally broke Herzl’s heart because he no longer had

credi bil ity within his own organi za tion. He died pre ma -

turely the fol low ing year in 1904.

The Origi nal and Final

Bal four Dec la ra tion

From then on the Zion ist cause lan guished until WWI

pro duced the famed Bal four Dec la ra tion in 1917. The ante -

ce dents and infight ing that accom pa nied the birth of this

docu ment were care fully researched by Sand ers and pre -

sented under the title The High Walls Of Jeru sa lem. The

war was not going all that well for the Brit ish at that time

and having the Jews as allies, espe cially the rich and influ -

en tial ones in Amer ica, was appeal ing. There were also mili -

tary con sid era tions. Taking Pal es tine away from the Turks

would secure the north ern approach to the Suez canal and

this would also facili tate over land routes to India. Gen eral

Allenby as well as Law rence (of Arabia) were already poised

to give the Sul tan’s troops, which were com manded by

German staff offi cers, seri ous prob lems. In addi tion, Lord

Bal four the For eign Sec re tary, as well as Lloyd George the

Prime Min is ter, were devout Prot es tants and there fore very 

much in favor of redress ing a 2000 year old injus tice by help -

ing the Jews to return to the Prom ised Land. As believ ers in

Bib li cal proph ecy, they were also con vinced that this would

usher in the second coming of Christ.

Bal four had been a long- standing friend of Chaim Weiz -

mann, who was then in charge of the Eng lish Zion ist Fed -

era tion, as well as Lord Rothschild who had also become a

declared Zion ist. Thus, the time was ripe to ener gize the
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quest for a Jewish  home land and Bal four asked for a draft

pro posal he could submit to the War Cabi net. Even tu ally a

docu ment emerged, drawn up by mem bers of the Zion ist

organi za tion, which was for warded as a letter by Rothschild

to Bal four and made public as a reply to Rothschild. It read:

“His Maj esty’s Gov ern ment accept the prin ci ple that Pal es -

tine should be recon sti tuted as the national Home for the

Jewish people” and that “His Maj esty’s Gov ern ment will

use their best efforts to secure the achieve ment of this object 

and will be ready to con sider any sug ges tions on the sub ject

which the Zion ist Organi za tion may desire to lay before

them.” Suc cess at last, or so it seemed.

The dif fi culty arose not with the War Cabi net, but

another member of the gov ern ment and its only Jew. Edwin

Mon tagu, the recently appointed Sec re tary of State for

India, had pro found mis giv ings. He pro duced a lengthy

memo ran dum for the gov ern ment in which he stated:

Zion ism has always seemed to me to be a mis chie vous
politi cal creed unten able by any patri otic citi zen of the
United King dom. If a Jewish Eng lish man sets his eyes
on the Mount of Olives and longs for the day when he
will shake Brit ish soil from his shoes and go back to agri -
cul tural pur suits in Pal es tine, he has always seemed to
me to have acknowl edged aims incon sis tent with Brit ish
citi zen ship and to have admit ted that he is unfit for a
share in public life in Great Brit ain, or to be treated as
an Eng lish man.… I assume that it means that Moham -
me dans and Chris tians are to make way for the Jews,
and that the Jews should be put in all posi tions of pref er -
ence and should be pecu liarly asso ci ated with Pal es tine
in the same way that Eng land is with the Eng lish or
France with the French, that Turks and other Moham -
me dans in Pal es tine will be regarded as for eign ers, just
in the same way as Jews will here af ter be treated in
every coun try but Pal es tine. Per haps also citi zen ship
must be granted only as a result of a relig ious test.
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He rec om mended that Rothschild be told “that the Gov -

ern ment will be pre pared to do eve ry thing in their power to

obtain for Jews in Pal es tine com plete lib erty of set tle ment

and life on an equal ity with the inhabi tants of that coun try

who pro fess other relig ious beliefs. I would ask that the Gov -

ern ment should go no fur ther.”

One may wonder at this point why Mon tagu had been so

incensed over this pro posal by his co- religionists. He was the 

son of Samuel Mon tagu, with whom Herzl had deal ings

during the years of 1895-98. Sir Samuel was at that time not

only a Member of Par lia ment but also a person of great

wealth and influ en tial in Brit ish finan cial cir cles. Herzl was

con vinced he would be able to har ness him for the cause and

after their first meet ing over dinner in Sir Sam uel’s house,

Herzl wrote in his diary: “A won der ful old chap (prächti ger

alter Bur sche), the best Jew I have yet seen.” His opin ion

changed, how ever, when Sir Samuel was not forth com ing

with the money intended to buy off the Sultan, and by 1898

Herzl referred to him, as well as the other Jewish fin an ciers

who had left him in the lurch, as Lumpen (scoun drels).

Thus, there was no love in the Mon tagu family for Zion ism

and Sir Edwin’s inter est in Juda ism as a relig ion was also

quite lim ited. He had mar ried a young gen tile woman who

had to con vert to Juda ism in order that the family for tune

could be retained by Sir Edwin, but it was merely a matter of 

expe di ency or “label” as they put it. The over rid ing con sid -

era tion for Sir Edwin was his politi cal ambi tion and his

stand ing in the gov ern ment. In addi tion,  he was obvi ously

wor ried how he could rep re sent the crown in India if his first 

loy alty were to be per ceived as owed to Zion rather than the

King.

Well, it wasn’t quite a return to the pro ver bial square one 

for Zion ism but a defi nite set back. Even tu ally a com pro mise 

was arrived at and I pres ent it here in full as it was pub -
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lished on Novem ber 2, 1917, because only the first part

tends to be com monly quoted:

His Maj esty’s Gov ern ment view with favor the estab -
lish ment in Pal es tine of a national home for the Jewish
people, and will use their best endeav ours to facili tate
the achieve ment of this object, it being clearly under -
stood that noth ing shall be done which may preju dice
the civil and relig ious rights of exist ing non- Jewish com -
mu ni ties in Pal es tine, or the rights and politi cal status
enjoyed by Jews in any other coun try.

Instead of the second comma, Zion ists saw a period,

ignored the rest and built on that. In addi tion, some Zion ists 

have never fully accepted the dif fer ence between the first

draft that said “Pal es tine should be recon sti tuted” as

opposed to the final ver sion “the estab lish ment of a national 

home in [empha sis added] Pal es tine.” The latter, which is

the only offi cial Brit ish dec la ra tion, left the size and nature

of the “home land” com pletely open.  The organi za tion

which calls itself FLAME (Facts and Logic about the Middle

East) regu larly pub lishes oped pages in vari ous jour nals and 

maga zines wrote recently “Pal es tine was estab lished as a

national home for the Jewish people,” and chided the Brit -

ish for having sub se quently sepa rated Trans jor dan which

was regarded by FLAME as a breach of prom ise. This is an

exam ple of how the Ameri can public is being misled

(Human Events Novem ber 3, 2000).

The end of the first world war brought the Brit ish Man -

date over Pal es tine and the troops sta tioned there soon

doubted the wisdom of the enter prise. Just as the Romans

before them, the Brit ish were now regarded as an occu py ing

force that could nei ther please the native Pal es tini ans nor

the immi grat ing Jews. The former accused them of not

doing enough to pro tect their rights under the second part of 

the dec la ra tion and the Jews of not doing enough for the
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first. It is another irony of his tory that Mon tagu, who had

suc cess fully tor pe doed the first draft of the dec la ra tion,

which was quite unam bi gu ous, had joined the gov ern ment

only one day prior to the ini tial Rothschild letter to Bal four.

Had he not been there it might well have been smooth sail -

ing for the Zion ists. On such slen der threads the fate of

nations hangs.

Herzl’s dream came to frui tion in 1948. Unfor tu nately  it

has not only failed to lead to  a reso lu tion of old con flicts, but 

in addi tion cre ated new ones. These are not lim ited to Arab-

 Jewish rela tions but there are also ani mosi ties within the

Jewish people on what the proper rela tion ship of the Jews in 

the Dias pora, espe cially Amer ica, should be to those of

Israel. Even within Israel there is no una nim ity as to what

the state is sup posed to be all about.  The mean ing of Herzl’s 

very word Juden staat is under intense debate now because

the state was built on his words. Is it sup posed to be a state

where Jews can live their own lives as free people in the land 

of Israel under a secu lar demo cratic con sti tu tion where all

inhabi tants of the coun try have equal rights regard less of

ethnic origin? Or is it sup posed to be a Jewish state under

Jewish law exclu sively for Jews? The term Juden staat

allows for either inter pre ta tion. Israeli gov ern ments have

over the past fifty years stu di ously avoided this prob lem by

not cre at ing a con sti tu tion for their state. Thus, the state’s

rela tion ship to the non- Jewish minor ity living within its

bor ders has never been com pletely clari fied. These inter nal

prob lems will inevi ta bly have to be dealt with once some

modi cum of peace with the neigh bors has been achieved.

Güde mann’s pre dic tion as to what would happen if the Jews 

were to get a state of their own have been amply ful filled.

Hazo ny’s recent book The Jewish State deals with the

role Israeli intel lec tu als had played in the crea tion of what is 

called post- Zionism. He roundly con demns some of them

71



includ ing Lei bow itz whose book: Juda ism, Human Values,

and the Jewish State, is actu ally exceed ingly valu able. The

book con sists of a col lec tion of essays, pub lished over sev eral 

dec ades, and one meets here an authen tic voice of Juda ism

which does not mince words, does not quote out of con text,

and does not com pro mise. Lei bow itz struck me as an

“improved” rein car na tion of the proph ets of old. I use the

word “improved” advis edly because he does not shower

doom, gloom, and curses upon his way ward people but

merely points out what, in his opin ion, Juda ism ought to be

about, and what is likely to happen if his advice is not

heeded.

Lei bow itz was born in Riga, in 1903, and stud ied chem is -

try as well as phi loso phy in Berlin. After receiv ing his doc -

tor ate in 1924, he spent sev eral years at the Kaiser Wil helm

Insti tute and then embarked on the study of medi cine at

Köln and Hei del berg. With the Nazis’ rise to power, he

obtained his M.D. degree in Basel and in 1934 emi grated to

Pal es tine, where he taught chem is try at the Hebrew Uni -

ver sity in Jeru sa lem. He  died at the ripe old age of 91 years.

Lei bow itz incor po rated within him self what may be

regarded as the best of Juda ism: Relig ious learn ing, sci en -

tific study, and con cern for his fellow human beings. There

was no con flict between sci ence and relig ion in his soul, they 

com ple mented each other. Although he drew a clear line

between Juda ism and Chris ti an ity as being sepa rate enti -

ties and rejected, as many other Jews do, the term

“Common Judeo- Christian Heri tage,” his writ ings are

remarka bly free of rancor and hatred. He remained the phy -

si cian who diag no ses and points the way to the cure.

Since in Juda ism relig ion and poli tics tend to be closely

linked, it is nec es sary to briefly men tion Lei bow itz’s relig -

ious views before deal ing with the politi cal ones:
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What char ac ter izes Juda ism as a relig ion of Mitz voth is
not the set of laws and com mand ments that was given
out at the start, but rather the rec og ni tion of a system of
pre cepts as bind ing, even if their spe cif ics were often
deter mined only with time. Moreo ver, this system of
norms is con sti tu tive of Juda ism. The very being of
Juda ism con sists in its impos ing a dis tinc tive regime on
the eve ry day exis tence of the Jew, a way of life shaped by 
the Oral Law, which embod ies human under stand ing,
the under stand ing of men who aim at estab lish ing the
rule of Torah over their lives.…Most of the Mitz voth are
mean ing less except as an expres sion of wor ship. They
have no util ity in terms of sat is fac tion of human
needs.…The Halakhah [ the Law] thus addresses a
man’s sense of duty rather than his emo tions and incli -
na tions.

These sen tences rep re sent his relig ious con vic tions and

need to be appre ci ated to under stand his out look on the

nation state. He takes issue with Rabbi Kook’s idea – which

is shared by a great many others – that the “soul of the

nation” is iden ti fied with the com mu nity of Israel. In Lei -

bow itz’s view:

There is no ‘soul of the nation.’ There are Jews who are
living human beings. And the great crisis of the nation,
‘The hurt of my peo ple’ (Jer. 8:21), is that today we
cannot tell what it is that makes them Jews.

Pre cisely! is all one can say. When one reads some

modern Jewish relig ious authors who are dis cussed in The

Moses Legacy, it becomes very dif fi cult to find what is spe -

cifi cally Jewish in their mes sage. Lei bow itz con tin ues:

The Juda ism of Moses is ardu ous. It means know ing
that we are not a holy people.The Juda ism of Qorah
[more com monly spelled Korah the bib li cal rebel against 
Moses’ author ity] is very com fort ing. It allows every Jew 
to be proud and boast he is a member of the holy people,
which is holy by its very nature. This obli gates him to
noth ing. There is no greater oppo si tion than that
between the con cep tion of Am Segu lah (a chosen people) 
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as imply ing sub jec tion to an obli ga tion and Am Segu lah
as purely a privi lege. He who emp ties the con cept of the
Jewish people of its relig ious con tent (like David Ben
Gurion) and still describes it as Am Segu lah turns this
con cept into an expres sion of racist chau vin ism.…The
unique ness of the Jewish people is not a fact; it is an
endeavor.…The Jewish people has no intrin sic unique -
ness. Its unique ness rather con sists in the demand laid
on it. The people may or may not heed this demand.
There fore its fate is not guar an teed.

The same logic applies to the “holi ness of the land”:

Exalt ing the land itself to the rank of holi ness is idola try
par excel lence.…By con trast with the intrin sic Holi ness
of God, there is no holi ness in the world except sanc ti fi ca -
tion through Mitz voth (‘who has sanc ti fied us with his
com mand ments’).…Ulti mately: noth ing is holy in the
world [empha sis in the origi nal] … and every sanc tity
stems from a com mand ment of the Crea tor.…In the new 
state of Israel, with its desid er ata of strong defense, vig -
or ous econ omy, honest admini stra tion, and the like, it is
per fectly clear that relig ion, so far from being an aid to
the state, is one of its most severe hin drances - a veri ta -
ble stum bling block. In Israel today the Jewish relig ion
does not unite us; it divides us.

Since the land is not holy per se the con quered ter ri to ries

are a burden rather than a bless ing and ought to be relin -

quished. The pas sages Lei bow itz wrote to this effect in

1968, a scant few months after Israel’s deci sive vic tory in

the Six Day war, were indeed pro phetic, but like the warn -

ings of past proph ets they went unheeded:

The crux of the politi cal debate is ‘peace and secu rity.’ If
the term ‘peace’ is used here in its true sense, as a con di -
tion of coex is tence between the state of Israel and each
of its neigh bors on the basis of a peace treaty adhered to
by both sides, then there is no pros pect of such a peace
today or in the fore see able future.…In the pres ent situa -
tion it is incon ceiv able that either side could freely pro -
pose terms of peace that would be freely accepted by the
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other. Only the pres sure of the great powers pre vents
war in our region today and tomor row.…‘Sec urity’ is a
real ity only where there is true peace between neigh -
bors, as in the case of Hol land/Bel gium,
Sweden/Norway, the United States/Canada.…There is
no direct link between secu rity and the ter ri to ries.
There are no ‘secure bounda ries’.…Now that we have
gained bor ders that, accord ing to the ‘experts,’ are ‘ideal
from a secu rity per spec tive,’ we are forced to dedi cate a
much greater por tion of our national income and state
budget to defense than in the years that pre ceded the Six 
Day war, before we got these ‘ideal bor ders’.…We are
con demned to live in our coun try with out peace and
secu rity, just as the Jewish people have existed for thou -
sands of years.…Our real prob lem is not the ter ri tory
but rather the popu la tion of about a mil lion and a half of
Arabs who live in it and over whom we must rule. Inclu -
sion of these Arabs (in addi tion to the half a mil lion who
are citi zens of the state) in the area under our rule will
effect the liq ui da tion of the state of Israel as the state of
the Jewish people and bring about a catas tro phe for the
Jewish people as a whole; it will under mine the social
struc ture we have cre ated in the state and cause the cor -
rup tion of indi vidu als, both Jew and Arab. All this will
happen even if the Arabs did not become a major ity in
the state (as a result of their high natu ral increase) but
remained a third or 40 per cent of the popu la tion. The
state would no longer be a Jewish state but a ‘Canaa nite’ 
state.…The only con cern of the mon stros ity called the
‘Und ivided Land of Israel’ would be the main te nance of
its system of rule and admini stra tion.

Rule over the occu pied ter ri to ries would have social
reper cus sions. After a few years there would be no
Jewish work ers or Jewish farm ers. The Arabs would be
the work ing people and the Jews the admin is tra tors,
inspec tors, offi cials, and police - mainly secret police. A
state ruling a hos tile popu la tion of 1.5 to 2 mil lion for -
eign ers would nec es sar ily become a secret police state,
with all this implies for edu ca tion, free speech, and
demo cratic insti tu tions. The cor rup tion char ac ter is tic of 
every colo nial regime would also pre vail in the state of
Israel. The admini stra tion would have to sup press Arab
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insur gency on the one hand and acquire Arab Quis lings
on the other. There is also good reason to fear that the
Israeli Defense Force, which has been until now a peo -
ple’s army, would as a result of being trans formed into
an army of occu pa tion, degen er ate, and its com mand ers, 
who will have become mili tary gov er nors, resem ble their 
col leagues in other nations.

Out of con cern for the Jewish people and its state, we
have no choice but to with draw from the ter ri to ries and
their popu la tion of one and a half mil lion Arabs; this
action to be done with out any con nec tion with the prob -
lem of peace. I speak of with drawal from the ter ri to ries,
not of ‘retur ning them’ because we have no right to
decide to whom to return them to; to Jor dan’s King
Hussein? to the PLO? to the Egyp tians? to the local
inhabi tants? It is nei ther our con cern nor our obli ga tion
nor our right to decide what the Arabs will do with the
ter ri to ries after we with draw from them. We could con -
tinue to for tify our selves in our Jewish state and to
defend it. If we do not with draw with honor - that is, of
our free will and from an under stand ing of the true
needs of the Jewish people and its state - the Ameri cans
and Rus sians will force us to with draw shame facedly.

 Some thirty- odd years later filled with sev eral wars, Inti -

fa das, and the murder of a Prime Min is ter, the so- called

“peace process” is cur rently in sham bles with no defini tive

reso lu tion in sight.

In 1988, Lei bow itz returned to the prob lem in an essay

enti tled “Forty Years After”:

That a sub ju gated people would fight for its free dom
against the con quer ing ruler, with all the means at its
dis posal, with out being squeam ish about their legiti -
macy, was only to be expected. This has been true of
wars of lib era tion of all peo ples. We call the acts of the
Pal es tini ans ‘te rro rism’ and their fight ers ‘te rro rists.’
But we are able to main tain our rule over the rebel lious
people only by actions regarded the world- over as crimi -
nal. We refer to this as ‘po licy’ rather than ‘te rror’
because it is con ducted by a duly con sti tuted gov ern -
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ment and its regu lar army. The ‘abe rrant cases’ of
neces sity became the rule, since they are not inci den tal
to a con quer ing regime but essen tial to it.…If we do not
with draw from the ter ri to ries of our own free will, we
may be com pelled to relin quish them and thus be saved
from the cor rup tion by fas cism and from all- out war. It
may well be the irony of his tory that the Gen tiles will save 
the state of Israel from the Jews bent on its destruc tion
[empha sis added].

Lei bow itz has been char ac ter ized as “the con science of

Israel” but as yet there is no evi dence that any nation has

ever lis tened to the voice of con science rather than the

clamor for expe di ency and the for mula that “might makes

right,” which is cam ou flaged by human is tic slo gans. Peace

makers are not in great demand, espe cially in that part of

the world. When Count Ber na dotte of Sweden pro posed a

set tle ment in 1948 as part of his UN man date, he was mur -

dered by mem bers of a right wing Israeli group headed by

Itzakh Shamir who later became Prime Min is ter. When

Prime Min is ter Sadat of Egypt made peace with Israel, he

was mur dered by some of his people soon there af ter. When

Prime Min is ter Rabin was about to ini ti ate a peace set tle -

ment, he was mur dered by a young relig ious extrem ist who

regarded Rabin as a trai tor for giving up part of the holy

land in order to gain peace. The issue of “land for peace”

divides Israeli soci ety right down the middle; Lei bow itz’s

insis tence that it is not the land that hal lows people, but

that it is the con duct of people which may lead to sanc tity,

has not made an impact. The book by Morris as well as that

by Shlaim which deal with the his tory of the young state

have not received very favor able press reports in the U.S.,

and have been labeled as “revi sion ist his tory.” But they rep -

re sent care fully researched facts as they evolved; to ignore

them comes at the peril of invit ing future dis as ters.
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While Lei bow itz can be called the voice of reason, there

are others like Rabbi Meir Kahane, who speak with nation -

al is tic fervor and advo cate the oppo site of Lei bow itz’s sug -

ges tion. In the Fall 1988 issue of Juda ism, which was

dedi cated to The Arab- Israeli con flict: Pro posed Solu tions

the Rabbi did not mince words when he wrote:

There is an insolu ble con tra dic tion between Zion ism
and its goal - a Jewish State, and West ern democ racy. A
Jewish State, by defi ni tion, is a state that must always
have a Jewish major ity so that it will give the Jew the
sov er eignty, the inde pend ence, the self- determination,
the mas tery that he never had during 1900 years of
brutal Exile. But West ern democ racy wishes noth ing to
do with a “Jewish” or “Arab” or any kind of pre de ter -
mined, defined state. Who ever is the major ity rules
under West ern democ racy, and it is not rele vant if one is
a Jew or Arab. That is the con tra dic tion between Zion -
ism and West ern democ racy, and that is the schizo phre -
nia that grips every Jewish leader and thinker.

Even a child can under stand that not one Israeli Arab
wishes to live in an Israel called the “Jewish State” any
more than one Jew would enjoy living in Pat Rob ert son’s 
Chris tian state. Not one Arab sees aught but racism in
the basic Israeli Law of Return that applies to Jews only
and not to Arabs. Not one Arab feels any thing but cold -
ness for his national anthem Hatikvah, that speaks of
the ‘soul of the Jew yearn ing’ and, on Israeli Inde pend -
ence Day, not one Israeli Arab cele brates this defeat.

This is the prob lem. The immu ta ble con tra dic tion
between Zion ism and a Jewish state on the one hand and 
West ern democ racy on the other.

Rabbi Kahane’s logic is fault less and he now faces the

next prob lem: the pro lif era tion of Arabs, by higher birth -

rates, in Israel proper, espe cially in Gali lee and in the ter ri -

to ries con quered in the 1967 war. The babies are a tick ing

time- bomb which must be faced. They are “the ter ri ble

ques tion from which all [Jewish poli ti cians] flee.” If the
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state of Israel remains a democ racy, sooner or later Arabs

will be in the major ity and there fore rule the Jews. For

Kahane, there is only one solu tion:

Under stand that there will be no peace with the Arabs,
no matter what the con ces sions are. And under stand
that the Arabs of Eretz Yis rael, includ ing the State of
Israel, must be removed as part of an exchange of popu -
la tions that began in 1948 when the first of 800.000 Jews 
from Arab lands came to Israel. And under stand that
this process must be made whether the Arabs agree or
not, since Israel’s exis tence is at stake.

And under stand that the Arabs will be taken to south ern 
Leba non and Jordan and no one is asking the ille giti -
mate state of Jordan (the prod uct of the ille giti mate
1922 defi ance of the League of Nations) whether it
agrees or does not. We speak of Jewish sur vival!…

And under stand, once and for all, that Amer ica, the
USSR, and world Jewry are not rele vant to Israel’s
deter mi na tion to sur vive. The U.S. does not back Israel
because it is “good,” but out of self- interest, and the
Jewish estab lish ment rep re sents so few Ameri can Jews
that its pre ten sions would be laugh able if not scan dal -
ous.

And finally. And most impor tantly. And the crux of this
paper. All of the above is clear, logi cal, truth. But all of it
is unavail ing except as part of the greater and ulti mate
solu tion, the only rele vant one: the under stand ing by
the Jew that his fate lies only in know ing that he is part
of the Chosen People of God, bound to observe those
laws and stat ues given at Mount Sinai. That Jewish des -
tiny is not a some time thing, not a poetic phrase, but a
very real, and the most fun da men tal, truth in Juda ism
and Jewry. If we walk in His stat utes there will be peace
and redemp tion. If not, there will be no peace and
redemp tion - but God forbid, there will be awe some
trage dies and hor rors, such as even we have not yet seen. 
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This is a truly remark able docu ment. The logic is unas -

sail able. But let us not be swayed by rheto ric and let us look

at what is really being said. This was Hit ler’s solu tion when

he shipped the Polish Jews back in Octo ber of 1938, which

led to Her schel Grynsz pan’s mur der ing the German

embassy offi cial vom Rath in Paris, and to the sub se quent

Kristall nacht in Ger many.

Meir Kahane was mur dered in 1990 by an Arab-

 American in New York, and his Kach party was for bid den in

Israel later on because of its racist anti- democratic pro gram. 

Nev er the less, Kahane’s spirit still lives on and so do pro po -

nents of his idea. To make “Eretz Yis rael” Araber rein

(cleansed of Arabs), just as Ger many had to become Juden -

rein under Hitler, does not seem to be a valid option for

rational human beings. But do poli ti cians, and espe cially

relig ious fanat ics, really think through the con se quences of

their actions in a dis pas sion ate manner? In addi tion to, or

con comi tant with, the wish of expel ling the Arabs, there

exists a political- religious fac tion in Israel – the “Temple

Mount Faith ful” which has as its goal the crea tion of the

Third Temple. The fact that the site is occu pied by some of

Islam’s holi est shrines is not regarded as a sig nifi cant obsta -

cle because the exist ing Dome of the Rock and the al- Aqsa

mosque could read ily be torn down and rebuilt stone by

stone in Mecca. Groups like the “Temple Mount Faith ful”

are vig or ously opposed to yield ing any part of Jeru sa lem’s

Old City and with it the Temple Mount to Pal es tin ian con -

trol. Their leader, Ger shom Salo mon, has vowed that blood

will flow if any such attempt is made. Curi ously enough

these Jewish fun da men tal ists have allies in some Chris tian

evan geli cal cir cles who firmly believe in, and lend help to

this enter prise because they will thereby hasten Jesus’

return! That this may not be in the best inter est of the Jews
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does not seem to con cern them. Appar ently the sooner

Arma ged don comes the better!

These are just some of the com plexi ties and ancient

hatreds which char ac ter ize Middle East ern poli tics. Amer -

ica is thor oughly ensnared in them and val iantly tries to

untan gle this Gor dian knot. The “peace process”, as it was

pur sued from the Ameri can side by ex- President Clin ton,

was deeply flawed. It could sat isfy nei ther the major ity of

Israelis nor of the Arabs. The crea tion of a group of autono -

mous Pal es tin ian islands with out con tigu ous bor ders,

where traf fic between them can be halted at a moment’s

notice by the Israelis can never be regarded as a long- term

solu tion by either side. It is truly ironic that the state of

Israel finds itself now con fronted with Hit ler’s prob lem of

what to do with a “for eign” minor ity which cannot be inte -

grated into main stream Israeli soci ety. Hit ler’s options have 

been fore closed and it will be inter est ing to see if the much

vaunted Jewish inge nu ity and intel li gence will indeed find a

solu tion which will be a bless ing to the world.

While the Arab prob lem gets the head lines, the other

frac ture lines within the Israeli com mu nity, namely its rela -

tion ship to relig ion and to Jews living in the Dias pora, are as 

yet not acute. They will become so once the most press ing

exter nal prob lem has achieved some type of solu tion. Relig -

ion has already been touched on and a full blown battle

between “secu lar” and “ortho dox” Jewry, which may tear

the state apart, simi lar to Mac cabean times, is not unlikely.

What the suc ces sors of Meir Kahane’s party, and others of

simi lar per sua sion, have in mind is an auto cratic the oc racy

mod eled after Simon Mac cabeus. But the “democratic-

 secular ” ele ments in the coun try are not likely to tol er ate

that. This would result in civil war like in olden times. Is

Amer ica then sup posed to step in like Pompey did 2000

years ago? Inas much as Ameri can TV screens will be full of
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blood and gore, a “humani tar ian mis sion” may well nigh be

impos si ble to avoid. But once blood shed is cur tailed, then

what? Are we to assume the role of the Romans and remain

peacekeep ers in that coun try for ever?

Dias pora Rela tion ships

The rela tion ship of the citi zens of Israel to Jews living in

the Dias pora is cur rently not in the news, yet it may well

become impor tant later on. The state of Israel con tains only

about one third of the world’s Jewish popu la tion, but ardent 

Zion ists have always insisted that Pal es tine is the only

legiti mate place for Jews to live and work in. They feel that

with the crea tion of the state of Israel the Dias pora has lost

its raison d’être and the new state needs all the Jews it can

get in order to sur vive in an Arab sea. As a result of the Holo -

caust, there are only two major Dias pora cen ters of Jews left 

in the world – The United States and Russia. Israel needs

the U.S. for its very sur vival but also resents the intru sion of 

the Jewish cous ins  into Israeli inter nal affairs as well as its

depend ence on the “nanny” across the sea. Fur ther more,

there exists the feel ing in some cir cles that an authen tic

Jewish life can only be lived in Israel. It is assumed that the

Ameri can rela tives are going to suc cumb to assimi la tion and 

will thereby be lost to the nation. Nev er the less, it is obvi ous

that Ameri can Jews are not going to be very eager, either

now or in the future, to leave the safe haven of the U.S. for

an uncer tain life in the Middle East.

While Amer ica is a for lorn hope as a res er voir for Jewish

emi gra tion to Israel, the situa tion is dif fer ent in regard to

Russia. That coun try has a long his tory of anti- Jewish sen ti -

ments and it would take very little to fan the embers. It was

mainly Rus sian and Polish Jews who colo nized Pal es tine in

the first place, between the 1880s and 1930s. If Israeli
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Jewish lead ers were to feel that Jewish major ity status in

Israel was endan gered as a result of Arab popu la tion

growth, the Rus sian res er voir of Jewish people would proba -

bly look rather tempt ing. Since Jewish poli ti cians are quite

simi lar in their out look to non- Jewish ones when it comes to

sur vival, they may not shrink under these cir cum stances

from some Machiav el lian tac tics. If Rus sian Jews would not

want to leave vol un tar ily, it would not be very hard to pro -

voke the authori ties in Russia with a vari ety of demands. If

these were not met, an inter na tional outcry might be raised

against the “repres sive regime.” Rus sians would be alien -

ated more, and pogroms might occur, which would, in the

minds of some theo rists, lead to an exodus into the Holy

Land.

On the other hand, it is in no way guar an teed that the

Rus sian Jews would opt for Israel when given a choice to

leave. It is much more likely that they would come to one of

the West ern democ ra cies, espe cially the U.S.,  as was the

case during the exodus of 1974 to 1980. Gold berg pre sented

the data in his book Jewish Power. In 1974, of the 20,628

Jews who left Russia, 19 per cent ended up in the U.S. The

num bers crept up stead ily over the next six years and

reached 81 per cent of the 21,471 who left the Soviet Union

in 1980. I have no evi dence what so ever that the Machiav el -

lian sce nario as imag ined above will indeed come to pass,

but knowl edge of human nature surely does not rule it out. I

am pre sent ing this opin ion merely in the hope that, if the

time were to come, the option out lined above, would be

rejected rather than accepted.
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CHAPTER 4

Globalism

Global ism is the new pana cea which is sup posed to set

eve ry thing right in this world. It is, how ever, noth ing else

than the task Güde mann and others have out lined for Jews

more than one hun dred years ago. The key word from the

pre vi ous chap ter which pre sented his views, is “völk er -

verschmel zend.” What does this term mean? Trans lated ver -

bally, it is an amal ga ma tion of all nations and ethnic groups

into one undif fer en ti ated mass. I believe that Güde mann’s

choice of words came from the German Schmelz tiegel (melt -

ing pot), which is the way Amer ica was described in the

nine teenth cen tury. That this melt ing pot is cur rently in

danger of split ting along racial and ethnic lines might be

taken as a warn ing for social plan ners who envi sion a U.S.E. 

– a “United States of Earth.”

To live in an inte grated world which knows no nations

and no bor ders is an age- old dream of some Jews. The

reason for the dream is the belief that, under these cir cum -

stances, per se cu tions would cease and eve ry body would, in

the words of the fairy tales, “live hap pily for ever after.” But

let us exam ine this notion rather than accept it uncriti cally.

Dreams are never real ized the way the dreamer imag ines

them once day light breaks, and some dreams have a ten -

dency to turn into night mares. A real ity check is, there fore,
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in order. This is no idle exer cise because the dream is actu -

ally vig or ously pur sued today by Jews as well as Gen tiles in

politi cal and eco nomic cir cles.

What is the real pur pose of global ism, when stripped of

all the humani tar ian phra se ol ogy? To put it bluntly – global -

ism is pur sued in order to make more money! Let us not

delude our selves. The name of the one god under which this

world is to be united is “Mammon!” There is no doubt that

some coun tries, espe cially in Africa, are in urgent need of

improve ment. The ques tion is how this is to be achieved.

The efforts to loan vast sums of money, which can never be

repaid, have been demon stra bly futile. Money cannot solve

all prob lems. Unless this simple lesson sinks in, global plan -

ning can only pro duce more prob lems than it solves. Until

the stan dard of living can be raised in the poor est coun tries

through efforts of their own, and until they cease and desist

from their tribal wars, pater nal is tic lar gesse from abroad

will be both squan dered and resented. Imag ine for a

moment what would happen if by the stroke of a pen all bor -

ders across the world were to be opened and all national

juris dic tions abol ished. A Völk er wan derung of uni mag in -

able pro por tions would result, bring ing chaos to the West -

ern World. Even if, through the mira cles of tech nol ogy, all

coun tries were to be equally wealthy, national pride in one’s

spiri tual heri tage would still have to be con tended with. Are

people really going to give up vol un tar ily their most cher -

ished ances tral beliefs? Surely not. Will the super-

 government then force them to do so? Yes, in all prob abil ity.
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Global ism In Actual Prac tice. 

A Pre view?

When these lines were writ ten origi nally, the people of

Aus tria had become the first vic tims of global ism. A duly

elected gov ern ment was imme di ately ostra cized by the

Euro pean com mu nity, as well as by major coun tries around

the world, before it was even sworn in. The reason was that

it stood to the right of center and its ene mies branded one of

the coa li tion par ties with the spec ter of Nazism. Since the

aver age person cannot be expected to be famil iar with Aus -

trian inter nal poli tics, let me pres ent the essen tial facts

here. In doing so, let me also empha size that it is not only

Aus tria’s fate which is at stake. These events are an exam -

ple of what a supra na tional gov ern ment can do.

The media furor over Haid er’s Free dom Party stemmed

from two sources. One was the impres sion in some Jewish

cir cles that Aus tria had not taken suf fi cient respon si bil ity

for the par tici pa tion of some Aus trian Nazis in the Holo -

caust, and that com pen sa tion for the vic tims had been

inade quate. The other aspect was that the Social ists who

had been in gov ern ment for prac ti cally fifty years deeply

resented having to give up power. The left ist media imme di -

ately jumped into the fray with sound bites like Haider “has

praised Nazi poli cies and attacked Immi grants” or  “has

applauded aspects of the Nazi regime.” These obscure the

real and much more far- reach ing prob lem. An excel lent

review of the his tory of the Free dom Party and Haid er’s

most con tro ver sial state ments has been pre sented by Mela -

nie Sully in The Haider Phe nome non. If the former Sec re -

tary of State Made leine Albright had read this simple

straight for ward book she might not have repeated media

slo gans and acted the way she did to the det ri ment of the

Aus trian people.
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It is a fact that Haid ers’ par ents were mem bers of the

Nazi party, but he was born five years after the war had

ended. Nazism is not an inher ited trait and the idea “once a

Nazi always a Nazi” actu ally echoes Nazi poli tics of “Once a

Jew always a Jew.” It refuses to rec og nize that people can

see the errors of the past and sub se quently modify their con -

duct. It is true, how ever, that Haider had the unfor tu nate

habit of making off- the-cuff remarks for which he sub se -

quently apolo gized. But in the  con text in which they were

made, they were not nearly as inflam ma tory as the media

have reported.

The Free dom Party’s vic tory in 1999 resulted from the

fact that the social ists and the con ser va tives had formed the

coa li tion gov ern ment for prac ti cally fifty years. They had

become entrenched; the coun try was regarded as their per -

sonal fief dom, and abuses had become ram pant. The Free -

dom Party (FPÖ) prom ised change – a lean gov ern ment,

limi ta tion of the fed eral debt, pri va ti za tion of cer tain indus -

tries, cut ting taxes, com bat ing crime,  limi ta tion on immi -

gra tion and stem ming the loss of rights to the Euro pean

Union.

Part ner ship in the Euro pean Union had not brought the

bene fits the Aus trian people had been prom ised prior to

join ing. Supra na tional regu la tions were imposed by

unelected bureau crats who wanted to extend their influ ence 

with the costs borne by tax pay ers. The out flow of money to

the EU was greater than the income which led to “Spar -

pakete” namely the slash ing of bene fits and an increase in

the already high taxes. The antici pa tion of the admis sion of

newly freed, but largely poor coun tries, to the EU raised

fears that fur ther “income redis tri bu tion” would be

imposed from above and the coun tries which are rela tively

better off will have to sup port the poorer ones. While this

may be regarded as social jus tice, it also cre ates resent ment
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by those who have to pay for bureau cratic lar gesse. After all, 

most people do work rather hard for their money and they

hate to see it wasted, as is common when gov ern ment agen -

cies take over.

The “Xeno pho bia” Aus tri ans were accused of, also needs

to be seen in con text. In con trast to Amer ica, which covers a

con ti nent, Aus tria is a small coun try, most of it moun tain -

ous and non- arable. As a result of the demise of com mu nism

and the tur moil in the Bal kans, Aus tria had been flooded

with immi grants. This pro duced a severe strain on the econ -

omy and was resented, but this had noth ing what so ever to

do with Nazism or anti- Semitism. Since these simple facts

were unpal at able to the Left the spec ter of Nazism had to be

raised.

The FPÖ had been rep re sented in par lia ment since 1957. 

In the Octo ber 1999 elec tion it received 27.7 per cent and the 

Peo ple’s Party (ÖVP)  27.6 per cent of the vote. The actual

vote dif fer en tial was 415 in favor of the Free dom party. The

social ists remained the strong est party with 33.6  per cent

but they refused to enter into a coa li tion with the Free dom

party. Talks between the social ists and the peo ple’s party

had dragged on for sev eral months with no end in sight.

Since one cannot run a coun try with out a gov ern ment, the

coa li tion between the FPÖ and the ÖVP became a neces sity

in Feb ru ary 2000, espe cially since the Octo ber vote out come

was a man date for change. The second strong est party

simply could not be excluded from a gov ern ment coa li tion if

one claims to live in a par lia men tary democ racy. How

extreme right is this coa li tion gov ern ment? Public opin ion

polls in Aus tria placed the FPÖ at 67 and the ÖVP at 54, the

extreme right would have been 100. The FPÖ-ÖVP gov ern -

ment is, there fore, by about ten points to the right of center!

Let us now look at what hap pened when the coa li tion was 

announced. Even before the gov ern ment was sworn in, let
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alone started its job, the EU ostra cized the coun try. Israel

and the United States with drew their ambas sa dors, Aus tria

was threat ened with a tour ist boy cott, Brit ain can celed an

exhibit which was sup posed to have been opened by Prince

Char les, par tici pa tion of for eign ers in the Sal zburg fes ti vals

was in doubt, vaca tion exchange pro grams for chil dren were 

can celed by some coun tries, and even taxi driv ers in Brus -

sels were exhorted not to trans port Aus trian pas sen gers.

When ultra- Leftist hood lums attacked the police in Vienna,

they were called “Anti- Rightist Riot ers” in The Salt Lake

Trib une. When in the same week an anti- immigration riot

erupted in the south of Spain, where a mob chased Moroc -

cans and other immi grants from Africa through the streets

with sticks and crow bars and torched build ings, our main -

stream media did not report it and the EU remained silent.  

The Anti- Defamation League (ADL) also made its weight 

felt. A press release from New York of Feb ru ary 28, 2000,

avail able on the ADL’s Inter net web page, reports on a series 

of meet ings by the National Chair man, Mr. Ber kow itz, and

the National Direc tor, Mr. Foxman, of the ADL, with high-

 level offi cials in Aus tria. The web site states that Mr. Ber -

kow itz and Mr. Foxman remained “deeply con cerned about

the deci sion by Chan cel lor Wolf gang Schues sel to include

Joerg Haid er’s Free dom party as part of his coa li tion.” The

fact that Schues sel had no other choice, since the talks with

the social ists had been dead locked, is not men tioned. But as

“admi ra ble first steps the gov ern ment has signed human

rights dec la ra tions and made over tures toward estab lish ing

a pro gram to com pen sate Holo caust vic tims.” The dec la ra -

tion in regard to human rights is noth ing spe cial because

Aus tria is a state of laws, and human rights are con sti tu -

tion ally guar an teed. There have never been sys tem atic

abuses. The com pen sa tion of Holo caust vic tims should also

pres ent no dif fi cul ties, they have been made for dec ades but
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on an indi vid ual rather than class action basis. This is pre -

cisely the crux of the prob lem. Law yers need class action set -

tle ments because this is where huge amounts of money can

be col lected. On the other hand, it is not entirely clear what

hap pens with all of it there af ter, apart from the fact that the 

law yers do not regard their efforts as pro bono work.

The press release goes on:

We will con tinue to moni tor the prog ress of the new gov -
ern ment. We will be watch ing for signs that Aus tria
remains com mit ted to an open, preju dice free soci ety,
that does not dis crimi nate based on eth nic ity, relig ion or 
social status, or pan ders to base xeno pho bic fears.

We will not seek to iso late Aus tria; instead we stand
behind the major ity of Aus tri ans who did not vote for
Mr. Haider or for this coa li tion. Most impor tantly, we
will seek to forge a part ner ship with the Aus trian edu ca -
tional system. To that end we have been asked to share
our exper tise in anti- bias pro grams and Holo caust edu -
ca tion ini tia tives in an effort to imple ment simi lar pro -
grams in schools across Aus tria.

Let us now con sider how Israelis might feel if the above

cited para graphs were applied to their coun try. How would

they react if they had to accede to a demand that UN moni -

tors be appointed who would watch over the treat ment of

Arab- Israeli citi zens to ensure that all their civil rights are

met? How favora bly dis posed would they be to a UN com -

mis sion which is appointed spe cifi cally to inves ti gate pos si -

ble human rights abuses by the Israeli Defense Forces in the 

occu pied ter ri to ries? Fur ther more, how would the Israeli

public feel if the UN dic tated what their chil dren have to

learn in school about the his tory of their coun try? The

answer is obvi ous, but this does not seem to have occurred to 

the offi cials of the ADL. They do not seem to real ize that

there cannot be two sets of moral prin ci ples depend ing on

what coun try one is deal ing with. If the ADL wants to pre -
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vent a pos si ble rise in anti- Jewish sen ti ments it would be

well advised to limit its con cerns to offenses which are cur -

rently occur ring. When the ADL expand its mis sion to “pre -

ven tive efforts” into areas which are the sole respon si bil ity

of the legiti mate gov ern ment of a given coun try, it fails to

rec og nize the prin ci ples of national sov er eignty and of free -

dom of speech which are, or at least ought to be, some of the

major hall marks of democ racy.

What is really behind this entire trag edy and what are

the impli ca tions for Europe as well as for the world? In Aus -

tria it was simply a turf- war. The Social ists were unwill ing

to give up the gov ern ment jobs they had held for prac ti cally

fifty years. The other social ist gov ern ments in Europe also

feared for their posi tions and were con cerned that voters in

their respec tive coun tries might follow Aus tria’s exam ple.

Fur ther more, the EU bureauc racy wanted to see its influ -

ence and income expanded rather than dimin ished. Aus tria,

there fore, had to be taught the lesson that democ racy has

limits by simply pro nounc ing a duly- elected gov ern ment as

being undemo cratic!

It is this aspect which is the most impor tant for Amer ica

and the rest of the world. The ques tion simply put is: do sov -

er eign nations still have the right to form a gov ern ment of

their choos ing, pro vided the mem bers of that gov ern ment

are not known crimi nals?

Aus tria is the test case for globali za tion. It seems that

nowa days a small coun try’s sov er eign rights can be vio lated

with impu nity but one cannot read ily do it with big ones like

China or Russia. The irony is  espe cially glar ing in regard to

China. Although it is a com mu nist totali tar ian state, it had

been ele vated to the status of “stra te gic part ner” by the

Clin ton admini stra tion. North Korea and Viet nam, coun -

tries which have an abys mal human rights record, were also
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wooed. Thus, it is obvi ous that a double stan dard exists

when it comes to the defense of “human rights.”

Impli ca tions for the United States

and Israel

Ameri cans will have to face the ques tion of how much

free dom they are will ing to give up to a world gov ern ment

run by the UN, World Trade Organi za tion, or what ever aus -

pices. This loss of free dom to for eign unelected offi cials is

pre cisely the direc tion in which the Clin ton admini stra tion

was headed. An arti cle in Human Events of Feb ru ary 11,

2000 by Ter rence P. Jef frey was head lined, “Undo ing Amer -

ica at Davos.”  The author dis cussed a recently held meet ing

of world eco nomic plan ners in Davos, Swit zer land, where

Presi dent Clin ton appeared with a reti nue of nearly half of

his cabi net. Prior to the meet ing, the Presi dent of the World

Eco nomic Forum (WEF), Klaus Schwab of Swit zer land, who 

had founded the organi za tion in 1971, gave an inter view for

Forbes maga zine. Jef frey writes:

‘The sov er eign state has become obso lete,’ he told
Forbes maga zine last Novem ber, explain ing that he
arranged the Davos con fer ences, because, ‘I rec og nized
that nei ther busi ness alone, nor gov ern ment alone, can
accom plish much.’

Forbes asked Schwab: ‘But what if there were a world
gov ern ment and he were the prime min is ter? What
would he do?’ Answered Schwab: ‘I would like to edu cate 
the world with a new set of Ten Com mand ments, ethi cal
guide lines that would guide eve ry one in get ting along.’

Accord ing to Jef frey, Mr. Clin ton said during the Davos

meet ing:

‘We have a well devel oped WTO for deal ing with the
trade issues, the envi ron mental issues, the labor issues,
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and no forum within which they can all be inte grated.’
He also called for … con sid era tion of new ‘inst it utional
and organ ized mecha nisms’ to advance the era of
globali za tion.

The demise of the nation state was not merely the idea of

a Swiss indus tri al ist but was shared by the  Deputy Sec re -

tary of State in the Clin ton admini stra tion, Strobe Tal bott.

He has been quoted as saying “Nation hood as we know it

will be obso lete; all states will rec og nize a single, global

author ity.” As has been men tioned ear lier, a world with out

bor ders has been the mes si anic dream of a seg ment of the

Jewish people ever since eman ci pa tion two hun dred years

ago. It now seems to be in grasp. But let us not forget for a

moment that even super- governments are run by people!

How are they going to be selected? What is going to be their

core belief system? How are they going to exer cise their vast

power? Some body will be in con trol of this super-

 government.

Let us assume for a moment that the people in charge

will not be Jews. What hap pens then? Will the Jewish people 

at large be better off under those cir cum stances because

there is indeed only one world, and there is no longer any

place of refuge when laws are prom ul gated that threaten

their faith? Is it not much better that some nation states

con tinue to exist where, as has been shown in the recent

past, if some thing hap pens in one coun try, there is refuge –

if not for all, then at least for some – in another place in the

world? Fur ther more the wished for global ism, or Völk er -

verschmelzung, to use Rabbi Güde mann’s term, would

inevi ta bly have to lead to assimi la tion in one common relig -

ion, even if it is athe ism,  and that is pre cisely what the Mac -

cabees had fought their wars against. These are the points

people who push for global ism should debate cou ra geously.
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In addi tion, there is another group of Jews who have dif -

fer ent aspi ra tions. The Israelis want to retain, develop, and

defend their nation state very badly. They are very much

against immi gra tion of anyone who is not Jewish, and they

don’t want Arabs, who were dis placed from their domi ciles

during the war in 1948, to return. Yet, when Aus tri ans want 

to retain the ethnic struc ture of their coun try they are

accused of Xeno pho bia and anti- Semitism!

Is it likely that the Knesset in Jeru sa lem, which fights so

hard for ter ri tory con quered in the 1967 war, will relin quish 

its sov er eign powers over Israel to a world made up of non-

 Jews? Will the Knesset be will ing to be edu cated by Mr.

Schwab and his fellow think- tank mem bers in a new set of

Ten Com mand ments and abide by it? Will the Muslim and

the Hindu people, let alone China, Russia as well as all the

other coun tries of the world, listen to Mr. Schwab’s exhor ta -

tions? Since this is obvi ously not going to work, what is the

stick with which the non- compliants will be pun ished? Eco -

nomic boy cotts and/or bombs? Truly, for God’s sake, let us

sit back and think this through before rush ing ahead into a

catas tro phe. People are not pawns on a chess board. They

love their respec tive coun tries and will rebel when they feel

their vital inter ests are threat ened. If they are pun ished,

like Aus tri ans have been, they will grit their teeth, dig in

their heels, and make do with less, or resort to force of arms.

Good will, upon which any coop era tive enter prise depends,

can surely not be achieved in this manner.

A great deal is at stake again today. Most of all, it is a

battle for indi vid ual lib erty against an all pow er ful bureauc -

racy, which can strip away our rights one by one, and a left-

 wing press which dis torts the views of its oppo nents. The

assump tion is that the state or a com bi na tion of states have

to think for us and exer cise judg ment because the indi vid ual 

nations or citi zens cannot be trusted. This is pre cisely what
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Nazism and Com mu nism was all about. Yet, to ignore the

peace fully expressed wishes of the people has always led to

revo lu tion or worse. One can only hope, and fer vently wish,

that the poli ti cians respon si ble for our future will recon -

sider their actions and start read ing fac tual infor ma tion

rather than being guided in their out look exclu sively by

what the media report or “opin ion polls” dic tate. In this con -

nec tion the words ascribed to Chur chill are impor tant to

remem ber: “There is no public opin ion, there is only pub -

lished opin ion.”

Those of our poli ti cians who react to public opin ion and

the “media pun dits” who pro duce it, ought to read Hayek’s

Road To Serf dom. Although writ ten in 1944 towards the

end of World War II, he has accu rately pre dicted that

globali za tion, even on a regional basis, is bound to lead to

sig nifi cant prob lems:

Those who at least partly real ize these dan gers [result -
ing from a planned econ omy] draw the con clu sion that
eco nomic plan ning must be done ‘inte rn atio nally,’ i.e.
by some super na tional author ity.…The prob lems raised
by a con scious direc tion of eco nomic affairs on a national 
scale inevi ta bly assume even greater dimen sions when
the same is attempted inter na tion ally. The con flict
between plan ning and free dom cannot but become more
seri ous as the simi lar ity of stan dards and values among
those sub mit ted to a uni tary plan dimin ishes.…Who
imag ines that there exist any common ideals of dis tribu -
tive jus tice such as will make the Nor we gian fish er man
con sent to forego the pros pect of eco nomic improve ment 
in order to help his Por tu guese fellow, or the Dutch
worker to pay more for his bicy cle to help the Cov en try
mechanic, or the French peas ant to pay more taxes to
assist the indus tri ali za tion of Italy?…

To imag ine that the eco nomic life of a vast area com pris -
ing many dif fer ent people can be directed or planned by
demo cratic pro ce dure betrays a com plete lack of aware -
ness of the prob lems such plan ning would raise. Plan -
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ning on an inter na tional scale, cannot be any thing but a
naked rule of force, an impo si tion by a small group on all
the rest of that stan dard and employ ment which the
plan ners think suit able for the rest.

In 1944 this was proph ecy but based on a genu ine under -

stand ing of human nature. Indi vid ual free dom to develop

one’s tal ents to maxi mal extent, on the one hand, and plan -

ning the direc tion a given soci ety should take, on the other,

are incom pati ble! Hayek’s book should be a “must read” for

our poli ti cians and public opin ion makers.

By Sep tem ber of 2000 the Euro pan com mu nity dis cov -

ered that the pre cipi tously lev eled sanc tions against Aus tria 

were coun ter pro duc tive. Instead of making the people

pound their chests in a col lec tive mea culpa, the sanc tions

led to increased resent ment by Aus tria’s citi zens against

out side inter fer ence. Sanc tions were, there fore, uncere mo -

ni ously lifted on Sep tem ber 12. Even Made leine Albright

relented, and as of Novem ber 2000 Aus tria is again in the

good graces of the United States although the “extreme

right wing “ gov ern ment still con tin ues in office.

The lift ing of the sanc tions was, how ever, not done

simply to right a wrong, but finan cial con sid era tions played

a major role. Den mark was about to vote on aban don ing its

cur rency in favor of the Euro. With Aus tria’s exam ple as to

what hap pens if small coun tries don’t toe the line, there was 

seri ous doubt about the out come of that vote. Aus tria has

weath ered the storm, for the time being, but the exam ple

which has been set by the Euro pean Union should raise

warn ing flags for the pro po nents of the demise of nation

states.
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Conclusion

Promi nent mem bers of the Jewish com mu nity keep reit -

er at ing that the task of Juda ism is to be “a light to the Gen -

tiles” and “a bless ing to the world.” Jewish relig ious lead ers

also tell us that the main dif fer ence between Juda ism and

Chris ti an ity is that the former is based on deeds (Mitz voth)

while the latter relies on faith. At this time one can only say,

“let words be matched by actions.” But in order to achieve

the desired result, these acts must take human nature, its

emo tions as well as demo graph ics into account.

The Israelis live on an island in an Arab sea. No amount

of chutz pah can over come this simple fact. Common sense

would seem to dic tate that some accom mo da tion with the

neigh bors ought to be the prime task of Israeli poli ti cians. It

will be argued that the Arabs don’t want peace and reject

any offer that has been made espe cially when it comes to

Yasser Ara fat’s Pal es tin ian lead er ship. Our news pa pers

keep repeat ing that former Prime Min is ter Barak has

offered the most far reach ing con ces sions yet to Chair man

Arafat who rejected them and unleashed ter ror ism to gain a

greater advan tage. This may or may not be the case.

There is more than one reason why the Camp David pro -

pos als were rejected. We do know that nei ther ex- Prime

Min is ter Barak nor Chair man Arafat were nego ti at ing from

a posi tion of strength in regard to their respec tive peo ples.

The Israeli public is split right down the middle as to the

type of peace they want and Arafat may or may not be able to 

restrain the pas sions of the extreme wing of his party. Fur -

ther more, and this point is criti cal, to the best of my knowl -

97



edge the Ameri can public has never been shown the fine

print of the agree ment Arafat was sup posed to have signed.

As we all know, the devil lies in the details.

We have been told that Arafat was offered 94 per cent of

the West Bank and even parts of Jeru sa lem. We are told that 

he refused this offer but we have not been told whether

these 94 per cent of the West Bank rep re sented a con tigu ous

entity or a patch work quilt where Jewish set tlers would con -

tinue to live in close prox im ity with Arabs. We have also not

been told whether or not Gaza was sup posed to have

remained detached in per pe tu ity from the rest of the Pal es -

tin ian state. Under those cir cum stances the Israelis could

halt traf fic within the two sec tions of the state at a

moment’s notice. Let us remem ber that the second world

war began osten si bly over Danzig and the Polish cor ri dor

which sepa rated East Prus sia from the main body of Ger -

many as a result of the Ver sailles treaty. Since Ameri can

tax pay ers are foot ing the bill for the Israelis as well as the

Pal es tini ans, we ought to have a right to the infor ma tion

men tioned above.

The fran tic rush of ex- President Clin ton towards a Nobel

Peace Prize legacy, which led to the col lapse of the so called

peace process, was doomed to fail ure. Had he known the his -

tory of that part of the world he would have pro ceeded more

cau tiously and with lower expec ta tions. For tu nately, a new

admini stra tion took over in Wash ing ton on Janu ary 20 with 

more sea soned indi vidu als at the helm of our ship of state,

and there is hope now that the new spirit which ema nates

from the White House will also reflect itself in our con duct

towards the Middle East. On the other hand, the air strike

ordered by Presi dent Bush on Iraqi tar gets (Feb ru ary 16,

2001) made one wonder whether or not this will indeed be

the case. That the mis sile strike was car ried out only a week

before Sec re tary of State Colin Powell embarked on a
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Middle East fact find ing mis sion seemed to make it even

more inap pro pri ate. Why would one want to delib er ately

strain the already dif fi cult rela tions to one’s Muslim nego ti -

at ing part ners before one has even met them? Under the

stew ard ship of ex- President Clin ton, the dis play of Ameri -

can mili tary might was obvi ously tied to domes tic con sid era -

tions in order to deflect public atten tion from embar rass ing

scan dals, but this is clearly not the case now. This seems to

sug gest that even the Bush team may on occa sion fail to

appre ci ate the inten sity of human emo tions, and this is

poten tially dan ger ous.

As I have pointed out in War and Mayhem, diplo macy by

bombs is an exer cise in futil ity. As a recipi ent of Ameri can

bombs during the second world war I am an expert wit ness

on that topic. People who live under a totali tar ian regime

cannot rise against their lead ers because they get shot!

Believe me, the death pen alty, when car ried out imme di -

ately, is indeed a mighty deter rent! The second world war

was not won by bombs but by troops on the ground, the Viet -

nam war was lost in spite of mas sive bomb ing, and the

recent non- war in Yugo sla via was not ended by Ameri can

and Brit ish bombs but by the pres sure of the Rus sian gov -

ern ment on Mr. Milosevic. Bombs or rock ets cannot win

wars. If a vic tory is desired, troops on the con tested ground

are needed, as exem pli fied by the Gulf war under Presi dent

Bush’s father. In that instance, the objec tive was lim ited to

the res to ra tion of Kuwaiti sov er eignty. But if one wants to

remove a tyrant one has to physi cally do so and one cannot

rely on others in order to save one’s own troops. “Sur gi cal

pre ci sion strikes” make nice propa ganda but are con sid era -

bly over rated in their real effec tive ness and the unavoid able

civil ian dead and wounded are rele gated to “col lat eral

damage” status. Will this make the affected people any

fonder of Amer ica? Or will they just regard us as a
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schoolyard bully? Is it really a wise stance to per ma nently

alien ate the more than one bil lion Mus lims of our world?

There must a better way than bombs and rock ets!

The tick ing time- bomb of Arab babies which threat ens

Jewish major ity status even in Israel, has already been men -

tioned, but it ticks here as well for the Jewish people.

Accord ing to the Ency clo pe dia Brit tanica of 1998, Jews form 

2.1 per cent of the popu la tion in the United States, but Mus -

lims are close on their heels with 1.9 per cent. Jewish moth -

ers, of the secu lar vari ety, fre quently chose to abort

unwanted preg nan cies, but this is not the case with Mus -

lims who tend to bring all of their chil dren into the world.

The respec tive demo graph ics will, there fore, shift even in

the United States. Once the Mus lims dis cover the power of

their vote, as Jews have done, and create ade quately funded

politi cal action com mit tees of their own, the scales may well

become bal anced in the near future. Under those cir cum -

stances the “Israel is our friend” stance may no longer be

politi cally prof it able at elec tions.

What can be done now as far as the Middle East is con -

cerned?  It is use less to argue that one cannot nego ti ate until 

the slaugh ter stops. Acts of ter ror ism are likely to per sist

until people see that both sides are seri ous in their nego ti at -

ing efforts. It has been reported that while Barak nego ti ated 

with Arafat about with drawal of Israeli forces, the build ing

of set tle ments con tin ued on the West Bank. This is not con -

du cive to pro mot ing good will. It will also be argued that

since all nego tia tions will require some con ces sions from

Israel, and the Pal es tini ans will always up the ante, there

will be no peace anyway, regard less of how much Israel is

will ing to give. But what is the alter na tive to talk ing? Wish -

ful think ing by either side about what might have been will

not save the day. The Israelis will now be forced to choose a

posi tion some where between that of Lei bow itz and that of
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Kahane. The time for either has passed. The Pal es tini ans

will have to accept a solu tion where they receive only some

part of their former land rather than all of it. The Arab

world will have to come to rec og nize that they will have to

tol er ate a Jewish state in their midst and ini tially some kind

of  “cold peace” can be worked for. There af ter, it will be up

to the Jewish state – as a rela tive new comer – to show that

its pres ence in the Middle East is not a det ri ment for the

other inhabi tants of the region, but an advan tage. Most

people, apart from relig ious or secu lar fanat ics, rec og nize

and appre ci ate good will as well as tan gi ble bene fits. They

will respond accord ingly. The golden rule works both ways.

“You will be treated by others as you treat them,” tends to

be a common human trait regard less of relig ion or nation al -

ity.

As an imme di ate con crete sug ges tion, it would be advis -

able that the rheto ric should be toned down by all sides. This 

refers espe cially to the mass media. To demonize one’s oppo -

nent by paint ing him totally evil and onself as com pletely

saintly has always led to dis as ter. As far as the United States 

is con cerned, Sec re tary of State Colin Powell has taken an

admi ra ble first step towards a well mean ing and impar tial

approach. As a follow-up, the United States should sup port

an inde pend ent fact find ing com mis sion under UN aus pices. 

This com mis sion should, over a period of sev eral weeks or

even months, care fully study the con di tions in the West

Bank and Gaza. It should then pub lish  a White Paper which 

estab lishes the facts with out assign ing blame to either side.

Our media should pub lish this docu ment so that the citi zens 

of this coun try are indeed fully informed about the situa -

tion. As men tioned ear lier – we are paying the bills, we are

get ting blamed and when things go wrong, we have to send

our troops. The United States of Amer ica is not some nebu -

lous entity but a coun try of free citi zens who must demand
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an account ing from their gov ern ment, espe cially when it

comes to issues of war and peace.  If this were not the case,

we might just as well live under a Hitler, a Stalin or a

Saddam Hussein where ques tions are answered with jail or

worse. When Ameri can weap ons are used against Pal es tin -

ian civil ians, we have a right to be con cerned. For these rea -

sons we deserve an honest, fac tual report, which is not

tainted by poli tics, about the true con di tions in that part of

the world.

Keep ing human nature in mind, the mem bers of this

com mis sion should be as neu tral as pos si ble. This would

exclude the United States and Russia, because power poli -

tics will inevi ta bly come into play. Cer tain Euro pean coun -

tries which have been sub jected recently to demands for

“Holo caust repa ra tions” also need to be excluded. These

demands have not helped the image of Jews in those parts of 

the world. Since the Middle East is in Asia, citi zens of coun -

tries like India, China- Taiwan, Sin ga pore, South Korea and

Japan might be most appro pri ate to serve on such a com mis -

sion. They would have the addi tional advan tage of not

having been reared on the Bible or the Koran and they

would thereby be able to look more objec tively at the situa -

tion than they might oth er wise.

Although the United States and Russia would be

excluded from the fact find ing com mis sion and its report to

the UN, they would have a major role to play there af ter.

Only by join ing forces and work ing with, rather than

against, each other can the rec om men da tions of the com -

mis sion be hon estly debated and what ever is rea son able for

Israelis as well as Pal es tini ans imple mented. It would seem

that only such a step by step approach has any hope of bring -

ing a modi cum of peace to that trou bled region. It would also 

serve the imme di ate pur pose of a decrease in the cur rent

level of vio lence
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It is known that the Pal es tini ans would wel come such a

mis sion, but Israelis may need to be per suaded that this is

indeed in their best inter est and their only chance for a

secure future. This is where the Ameri can Jewish com mu -

nity could be most help ful. Their mem bers look with

anguish at what is hap pen ing, but the time for action is now 

before the situa tion gets totally out of con trol. The Jewish

people have always pur sued jus tice and they are being

tested now. If  jus tice is applied to both sides of the con flict

rather than only one, then there is hope for a solu tion.

As far as Saddam Hussein is con cerned, it is impor tant to

remem ber that he does not have a common border with

Israel. All he can do is send rock ets, but as men tioned above, 

they do not win wars, and he knows it. If he were an utter

fool and had pro duced no bene fits what so ever for his people, 

he might not have been able to stay in power as long as he

has. The key to neu tral iz ing him lies not in bombs or assas -

si na tion but in cul ti vat ing good rela tions with the new

rulers of Syria and Jordan, as well as the other Arab states

in the region. If Saddam has no allies, he is iso lated and a

nui sance, but not a danger. We must real ize that every

rocket we send to destroy “his capac ity for making weap ons

of mass destruc tion” is not only wasted because it cannot

achieve this objec tive, but posi tively harm ful because it will

fur ther inflame the Arab world against us. It is there fore

essen tial that we dis place him from the head lines and not

turn him and the Iraqi people into mar tyrs for the cause of

Islam.

While this manu script was sent to the pub lisher, an arti -

cle by David Mak ovsky appeared in the March/April 2001

issue of For eign Affairs under the title: The Once and

Future Peace Proc ess. The article con tains a map of the cur -

rent situa tion in the West Bank, which is repro duced here.
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Even for the unini ti ated, one glance at this map shows

the tre men dous dif fi cul ties peace- makers are con fronted

with. The set tle ment policy which con secu tive Israeli gov -

ern ments have pur sued in the hope of cre at ing a “Greater

Israel” on the Mac cabean model is now becom ing a mill -

stone around the neck of the Israeli people. Mak ovsky

points to the rea sons for the fail ure to achieve the goals set

in 1993 by the Oslo accord and sug gests as the only imme di -

ately viable option for the Israelis to dis en gage them selves

from the major ity of the West Bank and all of Gaza. He cor -

rectly insists that the ter ri tory assigned to the Pal es tini ans

needs to have con tigu ous bor ders, but how this can be

accom plished even when the exist ing set tle ments are con -

tracted into three dis tinct blocks, as he sug gests,  is not at all 

clear. He also does not address the ques tion how Gaza can

be inte grated with con tigu ous bor ders into the Pal es tin ian

state. Mako sky’s inten tion is laud able but it is likely to

founder on the rocks of Israeli nation al ism. I believe that

Lei bow itz was proba bly right when he said that the Gen tiles 

may well have to save the Jews from them selves.

On the eve of World War II Pope Pius issued an encyc li cal 

Mit bren nen der Sorge (with burn ing anguish) where he

fore saw the dis as ters which would result from the Nazis’

per se cu tion of Jews. Hitler ignored it, the result is known.

Will the Jews, both here and in Israel, who now hold our

future in their hands be any wiser? or were the old Greeks

right when they said that Moros (fate) is might ier than

Zeus?
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Post script

April 21, 2004

As is appar ent from the Pref ace I was full of hope in 2001

that the incom ing Bush admin is tra tion would take a more

even handed approach to the Arab-Israeli con flict than the

Clinton years had pro duced. Since pol i ti cians tend not to

read long books I thought that by extract ing the essen tial

infor ma tion for them in a read able form they might learn

from the mis takes of the past. As men tioned, I did indeed

send the book to all the mem bers of the Bush admin is tra -

tion, includ ing the Pres i dent him self, and all the mem bers

of the rel e vant com mit tees of the House and Senate. In

addi tion I handed it per son ally to the Rep re sen ta tive of our 

dis trict and one of our Sen a tors. The other was incom mu ni -

cado and I had to make do with his sec re tary. 

This exper i ment in “grass roots democ racy” was an utter

fail ure. None of the books were returned as unde liv er able

but, with one excep tion, there was no acknowl edg ment of its 

receipt either. The single excep tion was a phone call from a

staff member of one the sen a tors from the Senate For eign

Rela tions Com mit tee. He told me that “the sen a tor does not

accept gifts,” and won dered what he should do with the

book. Books obvi ously have only one pur pose, namely to be

read and the les sons, if any, absorbed. Fur ther more, a $15

item can hardly be regarded as a bribe. This is but one small

exam ple of how our gov ern ment immu nizes itself from the

con cerns of cit i zens and is loath to look at other view points.

The fact that our Pres i dent, as he per son ally admit ted, dis -

likes to read and pre fers to receive his infor ma tion in pre di -

gested form by those few people he trusts implic itly was

then, of course, not known either. 

After Sep tem ber 11, 2001 it became abun dantly clear

that the agenda of the Bush admin is tra tion did not include
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even the slight est attempt to under stand the roots of the

Israeli-Pal es tin ian con flict. Instead it aligned itself

unequiv o cally with Sharon’s vision of a Greater Israel

where Pal es tin ian rights do not exist. The press con fer ence

with Prime Min is ter Sharon on April 14, 2004 was the final

nail in the coffin of the “road map for peace,” to which Bush

had reluc tantly signed on merely to shore up the coop er a -

tion of Prime Min is ter Blair for the Iraq inva sion. Sharon at

least was con sis tent by always having rejected it. 

The demise of the “peace pro cess,” over the past three

years has been chron i cled in the Hot Issues seg ments of

www.thinktruth.com. The most rel e vant install ments are:

Arab-Israeli Con flict (April 2001), Sep tem ber 11th (Octo ber

2001), War on Ter ror ism (Decem ber 2001), The Holy Land – 

Pro pa ganda and Real ity (Jan u ary 2002), Pal es tin ian State

or Israeli Pro tec tor ate? (April 2002), The Unholy Alli ance

(May 2002), Moral Clar ity (July 2002), Israel the Fifty-First

State (Novem ber 2002), and Wolfowitz-Man of the Year

(Novem ber 2003). The facts, which are recounted in these

pages, are delib er ately with held from the larger Amer i can

public because the fic tion that Sharon “is a man of peace,”

who has no nego ti at ing part ner must be upheld. The strat -

egy to sub merge the Pal es tin ian strug gle for self-deter mi na -

tion in the War on Ter ror ism has been bril liantly suc cess ful

for Sharon and those who think like him. It was a disas ter

orig i nally for the Pal es tin ians and is now becom ing so for

the United States.

By align ing him self com pletely and unre serv edly with

Prime Min is ter Sharon and the Likud pol i cies Pres i dent

Bush has answered the ques tion posed in the last sen tence

of this book. There is no wisdom in hawk ish Jewish cir cles

be they here or in Israel. But nei ther can it be found in those

Chris tian Zion ists who, like the Pres i dent, believe that by

sup port ing pol i cies to create a Greater Israel the Lord will
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be pleased and Jesus’ return be has tened. This seems so

absurd that one won ders if this type of think ing really

exists. Unfor tu nately it does, even in the high est cir cles of

our land. The Pres i dent gen u inely believes that he is car ry -

ing out the work of the Lord and has assured us recently

that, “Free dom is the Almighty’s gift to every man and

woman in this world. And as the great est power on the face

of the Earth, we have an obli ga tion to help the spread of

free dom.” The irony of these words in regard to the Pal es -

tin ians and even the Iraqis who are to be re-made in our

image seems to have totally escaped him. 

The Zion ist dream is, there fore, bound to take on increas -

ingly night mar ish pro por tions and only respon si ble, clear

think ing Jews can pre vent fur ther disas ters. As long as any

crit i cism of the pol i cies of the state of Israel is equated with

anti-Sem i tism aver age Chris tians, to their shame, will be

too afraid to speak out. We can see this fear already in the

cur rent pres i den tial cam paign where even the Dem o cratic

con tender has endorsed and praised the Sharon posi tion on

the so-called “uni lat eral with drawal” from Gaza. We have

not yet seen the fine print but we do know that the removal

of set tle ments and troop with draw als are not to be com -

pleted until late in 2005. Even there af ter Israel will con -

tinue to con trol Gaza’s air space, coastal waters and the

border between Egypt and Gaza. In the mean time the wall,

which will make a gen u ine Pal es tin ian state on the West

Bank impos si ble, is being built, partly with Amer i can

money, and fur ther “real i ties on the ground,” as the Pres i -

dent called it, are cre ated. Amer i cans agree, for the most

part, with this vio la tion of inter na tional law. They fail to see 

why the rest of the world has lost con fi dence in us and

people in the Muslim, espe cially the Arab, world hate us.

They should read this book, look at the demo graph ics, and

take the mes sage to heart. 
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