
                                                                                                                      

43) And there I will meet with the children of Israel; and [the Tent] 

shall be sanctified by My glory. 44) And I will sanctify the tent of 

meeting, and the altar; Aaron also and his sons will I sanctify, to 

minister to Me in the priest's office.  45) And I will dwell among the 

children of Israel, and will be their God.  46) And they shall know 

that I am the LORD their God, that brought them forth out of the 

land of Egypt, that I may dwell among them. I am the LORD their 

God. (From this week’s Torah portion, Tetzaveh, Exodus 29) 

Driving home one night last week after a meeting and lecture with 

English speaking university students, I searched for a radio station 

to keep me awake. Much to my surprise, Israel Radio Channel 2 

had dedicated an hour to the topic of the Holy Temple. I stayed 

with them, of course.                                                                        

The broadcasters were of the opinion that the Temple Mount and 

Holy Temple are the pre-eminent spiritual center for all humanity 

and as such, nothing that smacks of sovereignty should be allowed 

at the site. Two interviewees also joined the conversation. One was 

veteran Temple Mount activist Rabbi Yehudah Glick and the other 

was an Israeli Moslem intellectual (who also translated the Koran 

into Hebrew) whose name I do not remember.                               

First the broadcasters turned to Rabbi Glick in an attempt to 

extricate from him his agreement to surrender Israeli sovereignty 

on the Mount. He refused, of course, to adopt the Channel 2 

approach, but he did not directly address the claim that negates the 

integration of territorial sovereignty with universal spirituality.       

Next, the Moslem intellectual was interviewed. As opposed to 

Rabbi Glick, he spoke in the most direct of terms. No Jews, or any 

other nation, for that matter, have any right whatsoever on the 

Temple Mount – and not at the Western Wall either, he explained. 

The entire area, according to him, belongs to Islam.                         

“We are not talking politics,” begged the broadcasters. “We are 

talking about spirituality. Don’t you want to see the Jews also 

praying at the holy site?” Again and again, the broadcasters 

attempted to extricate from him a hint of separation between 

politics and spirituality, but for naught.                                              

I found myself laughing at their attempts as I drove along the dark 

road. The Channel 2 broadcasters with their Western, Christianity-

based mentality are incapable of integrating the connection between 

the holy and the mundane; between the physical and the 

metaphysical. For them, holiness is absolute (like a Catholic priest 

who does not marry and connect to life). Their Moslem interviewee 

absolutely does not understand them. For him, prayer and politics, 

prayer and sovereignty – are one and the same.                               

Both sides have severed the connection between the material and 

the spiritual, the body and the soul. Neither side can be truly 

connected to the Temple Mount. For the site of the Holy Temple is 

where the metaphysical touches the physical. Just as it is 

impossible to bring children to the world by correspondence, so it is 

impossible to coronate G-d as King without a nation and 

sovereignty.  And there I will meet with the children of Israel; and 

[the Tent] shall be sanctified by My glory.                                      

The Holy Temple is the tool necessary for the coronation of the 

Creator of the world over His universe. There is no king without a 

nation, without a country, without a capital and without a palace. 

Other nations of the world coronate human kings, enter into 

servitude for people who are mere flesh and blood and build them 

grand palaces. But for Israel, the majesty is G-d’s and the Holy 

Temple is His earthly abode.                                                         

This is how liberty is acquired for the Nation and the world. Not 

one person enslaved to the next. Instead, we are all servants of G-d, 

exclusively. The first to be enslaved to Him is the human king of 

Israel, whose entire purpose is the fulfillment of the destiny of the 

Nation of Israel – to perfect the world in the Kingdom of Heaven.    

Shabbat Shalom,                                                                              

Moshe Feiglin 

 

                                                                                                           

Should the State of Israel 

legalize gambling? Should it 

allow the planned 

construction of casinos in 

Eilat?  The question should 

really be, by what right does 

the State prohibit gambling?               

For some people, the State 

is the great purifier. If the 

State gives the order to 

expel a person from his home and to destroy it, the act becomes 

ethical and one must carry out the order (for if not, “the roof will 

cave in upon us and the State will be destroyed”). In other words, 
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the State bestowed its seal of morality on the unethical order. This 

is also known as fascism.                                                                  

If the State prohibits the use of cannabis, then it must surely be true 

that there is something very unethical about smoking it. If the State 

arrests and tortures minors and does not bring them to trial, then 

clearly those minors are sons of the devil himself. And it is a good 

thing that they are torturing them. And if they confessed as a result 

of the torture, it shows that we were right all along. If the State 

organizes gambling and calls it the State lottery, then that is good 

gambling. But if a private individual organizes it, that is bad 

gambling. If I peek into your bank account, I am a criminal. But if 

the State does it, that is perfectly fine.                                             

French psychologist Jean Piaget took note of this phenomenon. 

During World War II, the German movie theatres would show 

pictures from the concentration camps. The horrors plainly 

apparent on the screen did not convince the obedient German 

citizens that the State was perpetrating evil. Instead, they concluded 

that if the State was punishing the Jews so severely, they must 

certainly be monsters… That is what happens when the State 

becomes an ethical measuring stick, attempting to replace G-d.     

Besides providing security and establishing a justice system 

(according to Maimonides) the role of the State is basically not to 

get in the way. Laws are not supposed to create culture. They are 

supposed to express it. It is the citizens who create culture. I believe 

that Jewish culture and authentic Jewish identity will only develop 

in Israel through absolute liberty, because liberty is one of our 

national values. It is in our collective “I”. Just like Michelangelo’s 

‘David’ was already in the rock. It was the liberty of the artist that 

revealed the iconic sculpture.                                                          

The State must not interfere in the private lives and values of its 

citizens – except for extreme cases when there is a clear consensus 

around a particular value.                                                                 

There is such an ‘animal’ that is called the values of the nation. 

There is a collective “I” somewhere there in the rock. A person 

who walks down the street with no clothing offends that “I”, who 

also has rights. It is fine to obligate a motorcyclist to wear a helmet 

(even though he endangers only himself by not wearing it) because 

the value of preservation of human life in our Land encompasses 

much more than any incidental majority that can legislate laws to 

balance various interests.                                                                  

Even if we do not entertain the question of its influence on its 

surroundings (let us assume that we can completely neutralize all 

the negative side effects of gambling) gambling is very bad from an 

ethical standpoint. All gambling is bad – the State lotteries are just 

the same as private gambling. But the question is if this is a value 

of the Nation or my personal feeling.                                                

If 80-85% of the community (in Eilat or any other place) opposes 

gambling, that is a critical mass that would enable them to prohibit 

gambling in their city. If we are not dealing with those numbers, the 

State does not have to allow gambling. It must simply not prohibit 

it. 

 

At the hospital a few years ago, next to the bed of my son who had 

been severely injured in a car accident, I had a lot of long nights to 

think about how to prevent MVAs.                                                  

After consulting with the experts in the Transportation Ministry, I 

put together a proposed bill. And when I was elected to the 

Knesset, I tried to get it passed.  The Transportation Ministry 

supported the bill. But it did not pass due to the ‘professional’ 

opposition of then Justice Minister Tzippy Livni and her ministry 

workers.  This bill will be one of my first goals when, with G-d’s 

help, I will be in an official legislative position in Israel.              

What does the bill state? Simply that when a driver recklessly 

injures others, he must compensate his victims from his own 

pocket.                                                                                                

If a bus driver would know that his insurance will not cover him if 

he is fiddling with his cell phone, would he continue to do so, or 

would he focus on the road?                                                             

What are we more afraid of? Running a red light, or driving 

without insurance? Clearly, driving without insurance is more 

frightening. But driving without insurance does not endanger lives. 

Ahh, but driving without insurance places all the responsibility for 

possible injury of others on me. Now that is scary.                           

Today, when we drive, we don’t see people. We see penalties. 

Mandatory insurance has eliminated the dimension of responsibility 

from our driving.                                                                              

Everyone agrees that lack of responsibility is the main factor 

causing MVAs. Instead though, we focus on road infrastructure 

(very important) and on more and more penalties (also important) 

but do almost nothing to deal with the root of the problem: the 

dimension of responsibility.                                                            

Mandatory insurance is obviously vital. We do not want to find 

ourselves in a situation in which the guilty driver does not have the 

means to compensate his victim. But my bill said that for certain 

road offenses – we can call them highway bullying – (For example: 

Passing over a white line, entrance into the intersection after the 

light has been red for more than a second  - and in my opinion, 

today we must add texting while driving) – for those crimes, the 

insurance company – after it has paid compensation to the victim – 

will have the right to sue the offending driver for the money that it 

paid out.                                                                                             

If you were a bully on the road, then you have made light of human 

life in a disgraceful manner (texting while driving). If you are 

caught, you should be punished for breaking the driving laws. But 

if your bad driving caused an accident and people were injured, you 

will have to deal with the repercussions just like divorced fathers – 

your salary will be frozen, you will not be allowed to exit the 

country and more.                                                                                

Just as it is clear that a person who brings a new life into this world 

is also responsible for that life, even more so, the person who 

causes his victim to make an unplanned exit from this world must 

be held personally responsible.                                                           

Who is responsible? The individual or the state?                                  

Who belongs to whom? The individual to the state or vice versa?     

Centralization or liberty?                                                                   

For the meantime, we will just have to manage with more and more 

penalties. 
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