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“I am Hashem your G-d Who took you out of the land of Egypt, 

from the house of bondage.”  (From this week’s Torah portion, 

Yitro, Exodus 20:2)                                                                            

Values always come on a ladder. They have no significance if they 

are not set out in the proper order of preference; what is more 

important, what comes first and what is the foundation for all the 

rest.                                                                                                  

The first commandment of the Ten Commandments in this week’s 

Torah portion is the starting point and the foundation for the entire 

structure of values that follows. There is a G-d Who redeemed us 

from slavery to humans. We serve Him and Him only. Throughout 

history, despots who desired to rule the entire world have found 

themselves in serious conflict with the Nation of Israel. From 

Pharaoh to Ahashverosh, from Hitler to Stalin – these despots 

concluded that they must destroy the Jews, simply because the Jews 

cannot be enslaved: They already have a King, “I am Hashem, your 

G-d.”                                                                                                  

Many values are held aloft in our world: Equality, liberty, 

liberalism and more. They are all fine and good. But usually, they 

are not founded on the first of the Ten Commandments. “My (Nile) 

River is mine and I created myself,” said Pharaoh, just one example 

of a king who thought he was a god. The more that a leader puts 

himself at the focal point, the more he diminishes G-d and attempts 

to “replace” Him, the more that slavery takes root until the entire 

state becomes one large concentration camp: a “house of bondage”.   

The danger of enslavement has greatly increased in modern times. 

The state’s ability to control and revoke its citizen’s liberty is very 

enticing to a regime that has no G-d. The excuse will always – 

always- be security. “We must revoke your liberty so that we can 

protect you.”                                                                                    

Do we really need to be biometrically marked like animals just to 

counter the plague of forged identity cards? Is there no 

technological solution better than a simple photograph that can 

easily be removed and replaced? Of course there is. (Smart chips 

are already in place in all sorts of identity cards, and they are 

extremely difficult to forge.) But the prime motivation for the 

Orwellian biometric law is the abrogation of liberty; to entice us all 

into a house of bondage – in the name of security, of course. 

Wherever G-d has been completely removed from the picture – in 

atheist or communist regimes – human life and honor have no value 

at all. In China they raise people in locked farms so that they can 

sell their organs for transplants.                                                          

So when you hear someone talking about lofty values, be sure to 

check his entire message. Who is his G-d? Who works for whom? 

Does he work for G-d, or vice versa? 

Shabbat Shalom, 

Moshe Feiglin 

                                                                                           
Last week, Israel’s Parliament passed a controversial bill that 

allows the government to retroactively authorize contested West 

Bank Jewish communities by compensating previous Palestinian 

land claimants. Opposition parties warn that this law could open 

Israel to prosecution at The Hague, and the chief Palestinian 

negotiator, Saeb Erekat, said, “Israel’s Parliament has just approved 

a law to legalize theft of Palestinian land.” This theme has been 

echoed recently at the Paris peace conference, in a United Nations 

Security Council resolution and by a major policy speech by then 

Secretary of State John Kerry, which all condemned settlements.    

Israel never seems to have a good answer to accusations against the 

settlement enterprise. Whenever the claim that Israel stole 

Palestinian lands is heard, Israel’s answers inevitably are: “We 

invented the cellphone,” “We have gay rights,” “We fly to help 

Haiti after an earthquake.” Obvious obfuscation. And when pushed 

to explain why the much-promised two-state solution is perennially 

stuck, the response is always to blame Arab obstructionism.             

This inability to give a straight answer is a result of 30 years of bad 

policy that has pressed Israel to create a Palestinian state in the 

historic Jewish heartland of Judea and Samaria, which the world 

calls the West Bank. This policy has worked to legitimize the idea 

that the territory of Judea and Samaria is Arab land and that Israel 

is an intractable occupier. Today, as Israel is beginning to walk 

back the two-state solution, it is not easy to admit we were wrong; 

and many people’s careers are on the line. This is why Israel 

mouths the old party line, yet takes no steps toward making a 

Palestinian state a reality.                                                                   
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But for us settlers, the truth is clear: The two-state solution was 

misconceived, and will never come to pass, because Judea and 

Samaria belong to the Jewish people. Our right to this land is 

derived from our history, religion, international decisions and 

defensive wars. Jews have lived here for 3,700 years, despite 

repeated massacres, expulsions and occupations — by the Romans, 

Arabs, Crusaders and Ottomans. And the world recognized the 

Jewish people’s indigenous existence in this land in the Balfour 

Declaration of 1917 and the San Remo Accords of 1920.              

When Israel declared independence in 1948, Jordan, along with 

five other Arab states, attacked Israel, occupied Judea, Samaria and 

eastern Jerusalem, and drove out Jewish residents. Again, in 1967, 

Jordan attempted to wipe out the Jewish State, but this time, Israel 

forced the Jordanian army back across the Jordan River. While the 

government of Israel was ambivalent about whether to retain the 

newly emancipated areas, the settler movement was not. We set 

about holding and developing the land, just like the pioneers of the 

Kibbutz movement.                                                                             

Today, the estimated number of Arabs living in Judea and Samaria 

is 2.7 million, though some researchers dispute the data and argue 

that the figure is far lower. Yet the presence of these Arab residents 

alone does not warrant a new country. Arabs can live in Israel, as 

other minorities do, with personal rights, not national rights. But 

many Arabs reject that option because they do not recognize the 

legitimacy of a Jewish State, with or without settlements.              

This pervasive intolerance was laid bare in the aftermath of Israel’s 

2005 withdrawal from the Gaza Strip, when Hamas seized control 

in 2007 and turned the territory into a forward base for jihad, 

starting three wars in seven years. As a result, most Israelis, 

however pragmatic, no longer believe in a policy of forfeiting land 

in hopes of getting peace in return. While a Hamas-controlled Gaza 

is now a reality, no Israeli wants an Islamic State of Palestine 

looking down at them from the strategic heights of Judea and 

Samaria.                                                                                              

Therefore, most settlers say without ambivalence that the two-state 

solution is dead, and the time has come for a discussion of new 

options by which Israel would hold onto the West Bank and 

eventually assert Israel’s sovereignty there, just as we did with the 

Golan Heights and eastern Jerusalem. Yes, Israel will have to 

grapple with questions of the Arab population’s rights, and the 

issues of the country’s security and Jewish character, but we 

believe those questions can be worked out through the democratic 

process. At least five credible plans are on the table already.        

The first option, proposed by former members of Israel’s 

Parliament Aryeh Eldad and Benny Alon, is known as “Jordan is 

Palestine,” a fair name given that Jordan’s population is generally 

reckoned to be majority Palestinian. Under their plan, Israel would 

assert Israeli law in Judea and Samaria while Arabs living there 

would have Israeli residency and Jordanian citizenship. Those 

Arabs would exercise their democratic rights in Jordan, but live as 

expats with civil rights in Israel.                                                       

A second alternative, suggested by Israel’s education minister, 

Naftali Bennett, proposes annexation of only Area C — the 

territory in the West Bank as defined by the Oslo Accords (about 

60 percent by area), where a majority of the 400,000 settlers live — 

while offering Israeli citizenship to the relatively few Arabs there. 

But Arabs living in Areas A and B — the main Palestinian 

population centers — would have self-rule.                                       

A third option, which dovetails with Mr. Bennett’s, is promoted by 

Prof. Mordechai Kedar of Bar-Ilan University, near Tel Aviv. His 

premise is that the most stable Arab entity in the Middle East is the 

Gulf Emirates, which are based on a consolidated traditional group 

or tribe. The Palestinian Arabs are not a cohesive nation, he argues, 

but are comprised of separate city-based clans. So he proposes 

Palestinian autonomy for seven non-contiguous emirates in major 

Arab cities, as well as Gaza, which he considers already an emirate. 

Israel would annex the rest of the West Bank and offer Israeli 

citizenship to Arab villagers outside those cities.                             

The fourth proposal is the most straightforward. Caroline Glick, a 

Jerusalem Post journalist, wrote in her 2014 book, “The Israeli 

Solution: A One State Plan for Peace in the Middle East,” that, 

contrary to prevailing opinion, Jews are not in danger of losing a 

demographic majority in an Israel that includes Judea and Samaria. 

New demographic research shows that thanks to falling Palestinian 

birth rates and emigration, combined with opposite trends among 

Jews, a stable Jewish majority of above 60 percent exists between 

the Jordan River and the Mediterranean (excluding Gaza); and this 

is projected to grow to about 70 percent by 2059.                             

Ms. Glick thus concludes that the Jewish State is secure: Israel 

should assert Israeli law in the West Bank and offer Israeli 

citizenship to its entire Arab population without fear of being 

outvoted. This very week, Israel’s president, Reuven Rivlin, 

announced his backing for the idea in principle. “If we extend 

sovereignty,” he said, “the law must apply equally to all.”             

Israel’s deputy foreign minister, Tzipi Hotovely, similarly 

advocates for annexation and giving the Palestinians residency 

rights — with a pathway to citizenship for those who pledge 

allegiance to the Jewish State. Others prefer an arrangement more 

like that of Puerto Rico, a United States territory whose residents 

cannot vote in federal elections. Some Palestinians, like the Jabari 

clan in Hebron, want Israeli residency and oppose the Palestinian 

Authority, which they view as illegitimate and corrupt.                 

Finally, there is a fifth alternative, which comes from the head of 

the new Zehut party, Moshe Feiglin, and Martin Sherman of the 

Israel Institute for Strategic Studies. They do not see a resolution of 

conflicting national aspirations in one land and instead propose an 

exchange of populations with Arab countries, which effectively 

expelled about 800,000 Jews around the time of Israeli 

independence. In contrast, however, Palestinians in Judea and 

Samaria would be offered generous compensation to emigrate 

voluntarily.                                                                                          

None of these options is a panacea. Every formula has some 

potentially repugnant element or tricky trade-off. But Israeli policy 

is at last on the move, as the passing of the bill on settlements 

indicates.                                                                                              

Mr. Kerry’s mantra that “there really is no viable alternative” to the 

two-state solution is contradicted by its manifest failure. With a 

new American administration in power, there is a historic 
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opportunity to have an open discussion of real alternatives, 

unhampered by the shibboleths of the past.  

                                                                                                    

"They tricked you", I said to the 

rightist journalists sitting opposite me. 

Why do you say they tricked us?" 

…The politicians that you elected 

destroyed an entire Jewish town and 

told you that it's someone else's fault. 

And what would you do? Ignore the 

decision of the High Court? 

Heaven forfend! We must safeguard the honor of the judges! I 

would immediately begin to destroy all the houses for which court 

destruction orders have already been issued (for illegal Arab 

building). In the Negev, in the Gallil, in the Triangle…according to 

the dates that those orders were served. After all, we must put an 

end to all this anarchy. 

Are you sure that those court orders exist? 

Sure. Listen, my friends, the rightist government destroyed Amona. 

All the ministers and parties in the government are responsible for 

the destruction. Moreover, those people who voted for those parties 

also carry some level of responsibility. After Begin, who destroyed 

Yamit with the National Religious Party; after Sharon, who 

destroyed Gush Katif with the National Religious Party; and after 

Netanyahu, who destroyed Amona with the National Religious 

Party (now known as the Jewish Home party) – nobody can say, "I 

am not responsible. I didn't know." 

 

 

 

Excerpts from an interview with Moshe Feiglin on Radio Kol 

B'ramah 18 Shvat 5777/Feb. 14, '17' 

We are hearing very significant encouragement coming from 

the Likud for the Prime Minister to build more in Judea and 

Samaria.  Is it possible that we are witnessing a momentum of 

political change, from Netanyahu's point of view? 

MF: Based on my acquaintance with the history of the Israeli Right 

in general and of Netanyahu in particular, I see very great danger.  I 

see exactly the opposite.  I see a reality that to my great sorrow, I 

predicted, and so, with all due modesty, I feel secure with what I'm 

saying.  I see a reality that is very, very reminiscent of Sharon and 

Gush Katif.  In other words, I see an Israeli Prime Minister from 

the Likud, once again from the Likud, under investigations, under 

great pressure in Israel.  I see a very strong President in the United 

States, with an Israeli Prime Minister who is manipulating him 

back to the reality we had with Obama.  Netanyahu caused the 

embassy not to be moved to Jerusalem and announced even before 

Trump was inaugurated that he is in favor of the two state solution.  

His Defense Minister says that we won't build outside of the 

settlement blocs.  He is changing the tone and the praises that we 

heard at the beginning of the road from President Trump.  And 

now, he's flying to the United States, when in the background, as 

far as can be seen, a regional peace conference is cooking.  An 

additional problem that didn't exist at the time of Sharon is the 

involvement of the Russians, who are right up on Israel's northern 

border and the warming relations between the US and Russia.  

Maybe this is an explanation, Moshe Feiglin, for the position of 

the Prime Minister. Perhaps he understands that the Arab 

world that is very dominant and the Europeans are watching 

every one of our steps - not with a fond eye - and therefore the 

Prime Minister is navigating, as he says, between all these 

drops. Maybe we can rely on him as someone who will really 

navigate between this whole sea of roadblocks. 

You know, Yehuda, someone who has been scalded with boiling 

water is wary even with cold water.  We've been scalded several 

times by leaders of the Likud, starting with Begin and the Sinai, 

continuing with Sharon and the Disengagement.  Netanyahu 

himself has already agreed in the past to retreat from the whole of 

the Golan and to give it to Assad, up to 10 meters from the 

Kinneret.  Netanyahu himself has already given away 93-94% of 

the city of Hebron.  Netanyahu and his entire government destroyed 

a whole settlement just a couple of weeks ago, let's not forget that.  

So we find ourselves in a situation in which the same Netanyahu, 

under pressure from investigations, will certainly be happy to be 

protected the way the media protected Sharon.  The same 

Netanyahu, exactly, is going to a meeting where he's told us in 

advance what he wants to talk about.  He wants to talk about the 

two state solution.  Putin, as far as can be seen, is going to be an 

additional sponsor of the peace conference, since he is already 

present in our region.  In other words, the Golan Heights will also 

be in great danger.  We continually find ourselves in this reality 

with the leaders of the right wing in the Likud. 

And with all that, the Prime Minister is saying, "I will protect 

the settlements".  No settlement has been evacuated, at least not 

for diplomatic reasons. Construction, at least in the settlement 

blocs, continues, and that's under eight very hostile years from 

the American government, to say nothing of the countries of 

Europe. 

Okay, I want to remind you that in all the examples that I brought 

before, there was no problem of a hostile government and no 

Baffled on the Right                

By Moshe Feiglin 

Moshe Feiglin: As Long as the Right 

Offers no Alternative, the Left's 

Policies will Rule 
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problem of American pressure. The international situation of the 

State of Israel today is much more comfortable.  It is specifically in 

a reality like this that Israeli Prime Ministers  become like Sharon.  

Sharon didn't evacuate any settlements before he expelled all of 

Gush Katif.  And he even said before that that what applied to 

Netzarim in Gush Katif also applied to Tel Aviv.  Ladies and 

gentlemen, the time has come for the Israeli Right to stop blindly 

following leaders who talk out of both sides of their mouths.  They 

tell the Right what they want to hear, but in their actions and hints 

to the Americans, the international community and our Arab 

neighbors they do just the opposite. 

Yesterday I heard quotes from Likud members, very senior 

ministers in the party, who all gathered in the Knesset on the 

backdrop of the expected Trump-Netanyahu meeting, and said 

things that were very clear, both on the construction that needs 

to happen in Judea and Samaria and on thwarting the 

possibility of a Palestinian State.  And the one who specifically 

stands at the head of the Likud expresses an entirely different 

line.  How does this happen?  What makes the leader - who has 

the entire party under him, the platform and the voters who 

voted for that platform - conduct the state in clear opposition to 

the views of his party and voter base? 

I'm very happy that you asked that question, Yehuda, because we 

need to understand this issue at its source.  This isn't a personal 

issue.  We should not think that Begin was weak, and Sharon was I 

don't know what, and Netanyahu robs his voters.  This is a systemic 

issue. I'm strengthening what you said. Even those who come out 

against Netanyahu and say, "We have to settle!", and so on and so 

forth, when one of them, God forbid, will replace Netanyahu, and it 

doesn't matter right now who that will be, he will act exactly like 

him.  So once and for all we need to understand the mechanism that 

causes us to always elect the right wing but get the left wing.   

The mechanism is very simple.  The Right, the entire Right, the 

religious and the non-religious, the whole National Camp, upon all 

its branches, has never, never presented a clear strategy, a clear 

vision, a clear objective, against the two state idea of Oslo.  Never.  

When Shimon Peres asked the head of the opposition, Binyamin 

Netanyahu, "What is your alternative?" Binyamin Netanyahu didn't 

answer.  And he hasn't answered up to today, and no one has 

answered.  The only party that is finally answering what we want, 

not what they don't do, but what we do, is the Zehut Party under my 

leadership. 

There's also the Jewish Home, who say that we need to annex, 

or sovereignty... 

I absolutely disagree with you.  The Jewish Home does not say 

anything.  It scatters all sorts of impressions, as if they have a 

statement about some sort of ethereal annexation, which will never 

happen. They have no organized program or clear objective that 

says what we want to see at the end of the movie.  Nothing.  Not a 

thing.   The Left says exactly what it wants, and therefore the 

moment it has the opportunity... when Rabin rose to power, he 

immediately implemented his policies.  The Right does not say 

anything and therefore adopts the same two state solution. 

And you will propose a change, and turn to the voters in the 

coming elections? 

I won't just propose.  I've already proposed.  In a lengthy, well 

formulated, platform of hundreds of pages, which will be presented 

at our convention on 2 Adar, on the 28th of February, in another 2 

weeks, at Hanger 11 in Tel Aviv, to everyone who comes and 

listens.  Members of the party and those who are interested, 

everyone who comes  on Tuesday night to Hanger 11 will be able 

to know exactly what we are proposing.                                          

So long as the national camp has no alternative to the Left, whoever 

stands at its head will fulfill the only vision that is available: the 

vision of the Left. 

Moshe Feiglin, Chairman of the Zehut Party, thank you. 

You're welcome. 

 

 

Chairman of Zehut, Moshe Feiglin:                                                                  

The US President has brought about strategic change: Return from the 

Two-State-Solution to the One-State-Solution. The Zehut party is pleased 

with this change of view. We have maintained throughout that the One-

State-Solution is completely applicable and that it will bring peace and 

quiet to our region.                                                                                        

The principles detailed by the Zehut party in its platform refer to full and 

exclusive control of the IDF and Israel Police over all territories held by 

Israel, application of full sovereignty over all Israeli territory and the 

granting of three options to the approximately 300,000 non-Jewish families 

living in Judea and Samaria:                                                                             

 Declaration of loyalty to the State of Israel and receipt of 

permanent residency status 

 Extensive aid for those who wish to emigrate – about 65% of the 

population 

 A supervised and cautious citizenship track for those interested 

in pledging their allegiance to Israel and induction into the IDF, 

similar to other minorities who have formed a long-lasting 

alliance with Israel. 

There is a way for Israel to live with its regional neighbors  without 

surrendering tracts of its ancestral homeland and without compromising the 

security of the State of Israel. Those who wish to live with Israel in peace 

are invited to remain in our Land, as per our conditions. 
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