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I will make peace in the land. 
When you sleep, no one will make you afraid. 

I will remove evil beasts from the land, and the sword 
will not pass through your land. 

  L E V I T I C U S  2 6 : 6



The entire Torah was given to make peace in the world, 
as it says,1 “Its ways are pleasant, 

and all of its paths are peace.”

M A I M O N I D E S 2 



I cry out because I am in pain.  
And when it hurts, one screams!

T H E  R E B B E 3



Each one of those murdered, G-d forbid, 
is an entire world lost.

T H E  R E B B E 4



I am peace, but when I speak, they are for war.

P S A L M S  1 2 0 : 7
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P re  f ace 

SIMCHAS TORAH. One of the most joyous days on the 

Jewish calendar, Simchas Torah celebrates the deep bond 

between the Jewish people, G-d, and His Torah. However, 

on October 7, 2023, the holiday took a devastating turn.

As morning broke in Israel, soldiers began receiving urgent 

messages to report to their units. Many were sent into combat 

that day. Jews around the world, in the midst of rejoicing, 

began to hear disturbing rumors about events in the Land of 

Israel. We didn’t know what to think. As the holiday ended and 

we turned on our phones, we were shocked and sickened by 

the things we read and the images we saw. We experienced 

indescribable pain when we heard what had happened to our 

families and friends, our brothers and sisters. We felt deeply 

uncertain about the long road that lay before us.

In the days following the October 7 massacres, we set out on 

a mission with the help of numerous Chabad institutions 

and emissaries worldwide, along with many other friends of 

Israel and the Jewish people. As disciples of the Lubavitcher 

Rebbe and expositors of his teachings, we began to mine the 

Preface
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countless pages and hundreds of hours of video and audio 
recordings of the Rebbe’s teachings regarding Israel’s security. 
Almost all of these were delivered in Yiddish or Hebrew.

We made it our task to distill the Rebbe’s insights on the con-
flict over the Land of Israel, making them accessible and com-
prehensible to modern readers. Israel’s security was a topic 
close to the Rebbe’s heart, and he spoke about it passionately. 
Yet, his passion was coupled with a principled, rational ap-
proach to Israel’s security. This approach, while deeply rooted 
in Jewish tradition, also reflected the facts on the ground.

We believe that the Rebbe’s perspective is crucial for 
fostering an informed global dialogue, one that promotes 
lasting peace rather than ongoing conflict. This book aims 
to convey that perspective, highlighting how, sadly, many of 
the Rebbe’s insights remain as relevant today as they were 
when first taught. We may have collectively failed to apply 
the Rebbe’s approach in the past. However, history and 
recent events have shown how correct, even prophetic, his 
words were. The time to apply them is now.

We fervently pray that war altogether quickly becomes 
a relic of the past. At that time, war will serve solely as a 
metaphor for the spiritual battles associated with personal 
and collective growth, and dedication to serving G-d.5 Until 
then, it is imperative to adopt and disseminate the Rebbe’s 
perspective on the struggle for the Land of Israel, as it holds 
the key to creating a lasting peace.

9 Adar Alef, 5784 
[February 18, 2024]
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HAMAS’ BRUTAL MASSACRE on October 7, 2023, shocked 

the world. Many condemned the Gazan terrorists for 

their unspeakable cruelty. Yet, Israel’s enemies worldwide 

immediately took to the streets, first celebrating the attacks,6 

and then demanding that Israel halt its response.

Those with limited historical awareness might see October 

7’s carnage as a singularly disturbing event. However, a 

broader view shows that it is part of a longstanding cycle 

of conflict. Although the names and forms of the groups 

hostile to Israel have changed over time – from fedayeen 

to Fatah, the PLO (Palestine Liberation Organization), 

Hamas, Islamic Jihad, Hezbollah, and Iran – the conflict’s 

fundamental nature remains unchanged. Tragically, every 

round of violence is more destabilizing than the last.

Looking at the broader picture, the October 7 attacks represent 

another chapter in the long history of antisemitism and, 

more generally, global terrorism. Israel’s plight exemplifies 

the battle between order and chaos the world over.  

I N T R O D U C T I O N

An Endless Cycle?
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Israel has gone to war to defend its people. The IDF’s 
response, while portrayed in the media as barbaric, has 
been measured and disciplined.7 Yet, once again, global 
media coverage focuses on Israel while bloodier conflicts 
rage unnoticed. From Myanmar to Haiti, Syria to Ukraine, 
and Yemen to Azerbaijan, human rights violations, war, and 
famine abound.8 These fights over territorial claims, ethnic 
hostilities, or even more mundane gang violence, cause 
untold human suffering of greater magnitude than that in 
Israel and Gaza. Yet somehow, Israel takes the spotlight.

It feels like we have been here before. This is not the first 
time Israel has been targeted by terrorists, taken retaliatory 
measures, and faced international criticism. This raises the 
question: Is this just another phase in an endless cycle of 
violence, or is there a principled approach to end the cycle 
and achieve lasting peace?

The teachings of the Lubavitcher Rebbe, Rabbi Menachem 
Mendel Schneerson, one of the 20th century’s premier 
Jewish leaders, offer insight into resolving this question. 
From 1951 until his passing in 1994, the Rebbe engaged 
with Israeli leaders of all types; Israeli Prime Ministers, 
politicians, diplomats, and security personnel all sought 
his counsel and blessing.9 From his public platform and in 
private meetings and letters, he articulated a clear vision 
for the Jewish state. The Rebbe offered a grand strategy: a 
comprehensive military and political analysis, as well as a 
vision for lasting peace.10

The Rebbe consistently highlighted the critical importance 
of religious conviction and psychological resilience 
alongside military action. He noted that history has 
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demonstrated how psychological vulnerabilities have 
led to setbacks, even when Israeli military power was 
formidable. From the outset, he focused on the necessity of 
psychological fortitude — the ability to withstand pressure 
and remain resolute until the end. This strength, he posited, 
is inextricably linked to emunah (faith) in G-d, adherence to 
Torah principles, and an unwavering belief in our right to 
the Land. The Rebbe emphasized that viewing the Torah not 
only as a transcendent holy text but as a practical guidebook, 
can profoundly influence our resilience and determination, 
offering concrete solutions to real-world issues.

The Rebbe’s nuanced approach does not neatly fit into any 
political party’s platform, nor can it be defined by classic left-
right dichotomies. While some mischaracterize the Rebbe 
as a radical nationalist,11 in fact, he sought harmonious 
coexistence for all parties involved in the conflict. He did 
not dehumanize the Jewish people’s opponents, instead 
emphasizing that all people are created in G-d’s image.

The Rebbe’s position is deeply humanitarian. His care for 
all humanity outstrips simplistic narratives that offer quick 
fixes for peace. This explains why the Rebbe demanded that 
we develop an informed and rigorous position on how to 
achieve lasting peace. His critiques of entities like the U.N. 
or foreign governments stemmed not from cynicism, but 
from a realistic perspective and a sense of disappointment 
in their failure to fulfill their potential redemptive roles in 
fostering peace.

This book explores the conflict through the lens of the 
Rebbe’s wisdom, addressing its key questions and offering 
principled solutions for its resolution. 
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P A R T  1

The Military Dimension

PA R T 1  explores the conflict’s military dimension. The 
key question is: What techniques should we use to achieve 
peace? Ceasefires? “Land for Peace” deals? International 
peacekeepers? U.N. resolutions? Military responses?

Chapter 1 critically assesses seemingly kinder options such 
as ceasefires and Land for Peace negotiations. It explains 
why these are destined to fail, both from a theoretical 
standpoint and as demonstrated by historical evidence.

Chapter 2 discusses the Rebbe’s advocacy of decisive military 
action based on a fusion of Jewish legal principles with 
realpolitik. He argued that strength and credible deterrence 
prevent war. If conflicts erupt, swiftly and relentlessly 
subduing opponents saves lives on both sides. While this 
assertive position may seem hawkish, it ultimately aims to 
minimize violence and restore stability.12 Exercising military 
restraint might appear compelling at first, but if doing so 
leads to more bloodshed, it is not the truly peaceful solution.

P A R T  2

The Soul of the Conflict

PA R T 2  of the book delves into the ideological roots of the 
conflict. This includes the Jewish claim to the Land of Israel, 
the Rebbe’s analysis of ideological warfare, and how Israel 
should articulate its position globally.

Chapter 3 presents a fundamental question: Given that the 
conflict centers around the Jewish people’s presence in Israel, 
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do Jewish people have a right to be there to begin with? 
Perhaps they should go back to Moscow, Brooklyn, Egypt, 
Birobidzhan,13 or wherever else they came from. What is their 
claim to this land? The Rebbe considers several narratives 
and concludes that the Torah’s narrative is the only one that 
can firmly establish our claim to the Land of Israel.

Chapter 4 argues that ideology shapes the conflict’s outcome. 
To prevail, Israel must understand its opponents’ ideology and 
bolster its own ideals. Otherwise, no matter how strong our 
military, the battle is lost. As devotion to religious principles 
increasingly drives our adversaries, Israel must reconnect to 
its spiritual heritage, prioritizing it over the pursuit of com-
fort. This requires robust Jewish education, from childhood 
onward, as well as encouraging mitzvah observance nation-
wide, especially among Israeli soldiers.

Having articulated the Jewish connection to the Land and 
the importance of ideological strength, Israel must also 
weigh global opinion. Israel increasingly fights its wars in 
the chambers of foreign governments, in the U.N., on the 
streets of major international cities, and on social media 
platforms. The international community has strong opin-
ions about what Israel should do in the conflict. How should 
Israel respond? Chapter 5 explains why Israel should po-
litely but firmly insist on its security needs rather than fold 
under international pressure. We must cultivate confidence 
which we can draw from the Torah’s ideals. Chapter 6 lays 
out the Rebbe’s view, that from the perspective of realpoli-
tik, global disapproval need not deter Israeli determination.

The Rebbe’s view is deeply grounded in Torah, ranging 
from Scripture to the Talmud, Maimonides, and the Code 
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of Jewish Law (Shulchan Aruch). However, diverse Jewish 
groups purportedly speak in the Torah’s name, offering 
other solutions to the conflict. While by this point in the 
book, it will be clear that from the perspective of realpolitik 
these approaches do not work, Chapter 7 will explore the 
Rebbe’s response to those alternative perspectives. 

P A R T  3

Domestic Security Policies

PA R T 3  tackles several practical policy questions. Chapter 8
explores counterterrorism approaches, including the 
efficacy of prison time for terrorists, along with a halachic 
and strategic analysis of prisoner exchanges. Chapter 9 
discusses long-term Israeli governance of Judea, Samaria, 
and Gaza. 

The focus of our study in this book extends beyond theory. We 
will conclude by examining the responsibility of every Jew, 
especially those living in the diaspora, to advocate for Israel.

The Key Principles: Pikuach Nefesh and Peace

The overriding halachic concern that will guide us in this work 
is pikuach nefesh, the principle that saving lives is the highest 
priority.14 So, we always need to ask, what strategy will save 
the most lives? The meta-halachic15 guiding principle here is 
peace.16 What can we do to achieve lasting peace? 
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We want something that will end the cycle and create 
peace on both sides.17 All human beings, even those who 
are fighting against us, are created in G-d’s image.18 As such, 
every Jew has the responsibility to care for the lives of every 
person among the world’s nations.19 As the Rebbe taught, 
though enemies threaten us, we should aim not to destroy 
them but to end their enmity. This follows our Sages’ 
teaching to eliminate sins, not sinners20 – so that one-time 
enemies will become friends.21





P A R T  1 

The Military 
Dimension
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C H A P T E R  1 

Simplistic Solutions  
For Peace 

They say, “Peace! Peace!” But there is no peace.
-  J E R E M I A H ,  8 : 1 1

They have misled my people saying, “Peace, peace,” but there 

is no peace. They build a weak wall and plaster it flimsily.
-  E Z E K I E L ,  1 3 : 1 0

IN ANY ARMED conflict, the most urgent dimension 

is the actual war. While ideology and politics are more 

fundamental, ending the war is most pressing to prevent 

further death and destruction. So, how do we end it? This 

section explores the problem, illustrating the dynamics of 

the cycle which Israel is locked in with its enemies. 

Chapter 1 explores well-intentioned peace proposals such 

as immediate ceasefires, international mediation, and Land 

for Peace initiatives. While these suggestions are grounded 

in a desire for peace, historical evidence and military theory 

prove that these suggestions do not work in practice.
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Chapter 2 explores the Rebbe’s principled military formula 

to ending hostilities. This approach is carefully crafted to 

ensure that hostilities do not erupt to begin with, and to 

swiftly resolve them if they do. The Rebbe’s principles are 

all rooted in halachah (Jewish law) and fused with military 

strategy and realpolitik. 

Sketching the Cycle

Before o ur deep dive, let’s sketch the cycle of conflict we 

seek to end. The 2023 Israel-Hamas War bears striking 

resemblance to most of Israel’s major military engagements 

since 1982. If we examine the previous Gaza wars beginning 

soon after Israel’s 2005 disengagement, and the two Lebanon 

wars, a familiar cycle emerges: 

1) A terrorist group (PLO/ Hamas/ Hezbollah), embedded 

in a supportive civilian population, attacks Israel with a 

mix of killings, kidnappings, and long-range rocket fire.

2) Following severe attacks and heavy losses, Israel 

retaliates forcefully. A particularly severe incident 

provokes both domestic and international outcry.22

3) Many countries, as well as the United Nations, rush to 

prevent Israel from attacking, citing the humanitarian 
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damage that an Israeli military response will inflict on 

the civilian population in which the terrorists are located.

4) Ignoring these protests, Israel attacks, grazing the

terrorist organization, killing some of its operatives and

leaders, destroying some weapons, and confiscating

others. In the process, since these organizations are

situated in densely populated urban areas, women,

children, and noncombatants are unfortunately killed.

5) International media displays images of death,

destruction, bombings, and crying children, provoking a

widespread outcry over Israel’s military response.

6) Israel begins to cave to international pressure, and shifts 

to waging a slow war. Restrained attacks are followed by

ceasefires, which are then violated by the other side. In

response, Israel retaliates once again. Yet, by this point,

Israel’s military efficacy has been blunted.

7) Finally, Israel relents to a full ceasefire.

8) The terrorist group declares victory, telling the

population that its resistance caused Israel to capitulate.
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9) The terrorist group fundraises for more advanced

weapons, which it receives from anti-Israel entities. It

recruits new militants to join its ranks.

10) The terrorist group begins firing rockets and

initiating cross-border skirmishes.

11) Israel retaliates.

12) The cycle repeats.23

If the current war ends similarly, we can reasonably expect 

another Gaza war a few years down the line. We can also 

expect that Israel’s enemies elsewhere will be emboldened. 

War is terrible. Some who have strong partisan feelings 

may not feel the pain of those dying on the other side. They 

deserve it, they say. But for those who have human empathy, 

the tragic images on both sides evoke shock, compassion, and 

anger. Why can’t it just stop? Let’s begin by exploring some 

seemingly straightforward solutions to ending the violence.
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SURELY THERE MUST be some easy, peaceful solution? 
Why do people have to be so cruel? This mindset leads well-
intentioned people to propose solutions aimed at quickly 
resolving the conflict, restoring peace, and stopping the 
flood of horrific images.24

Some such suggestions include:

1.	� Immediate ceasefire 
(often under the slogan “Ceasefire Now”)

2. 	�Negotiations led by the international
community

3. 	�Deployment of peacekeeping forces

4. Land for Peace

Let’s examine each of these proposals by exploring the past 
conduct of terrorist groups along with the Rebbe’s perspective.

1. Ceasefire! (Now!)

An immediate ceasefire appears to be the most straightfor-
ward solution. The logic is simple: People are killing each 
other – so why not just stop it? Perhaps Hamas has com-
mitted violent acts against Jews, including massacring over 
one thousand and kidnapping hundreds. And they might 
have launched a few thousand rockets. Yet those events are 
in the past; stopping the violence now could prevent fur-
ther suffering. Taking the high road might eventually lead 
to peace. Though this approach may sound appealing, there 
are several reasons to hesitate before implementing it: 



26

P art    1 T h e  M ilita     r y  D im  e n si  o n

A |  Encouraging Future Attacks

Ceasefires can be perceived as tolerance of violence, 
inviting more severe atrocities in the future.25 Moreover, 
Hamas’ recent attacks gained significant publicity, 
making a ceasefire without decisive action against them 
a tacit victory. Furthermore, such a move would directly 
jeopardize Israeli security.

B |  Ceasefire as a Tactical Pause

The underlying hope is that a ceasefire would pave the way 
to enduring peace. But will a ceasefire in Gaza truly lead to 
such peace? Let’s consult the historical record. Ceasefires 
between Israel and Hamas are a fragile affair, with a 
short list including the ceasefires of June 2008, January 
2009, November 2012, August 2014, June 2021, May 2023, 
and the “humanitarian pause” in late November 2023. On 
each of these occasions, Hamas broke the ceasefire. Given 
this impressive list of ceasefires made and subsequently 
broken, it appears that ceasefires do not achieve the 
intended outcome of fostering long-term peace. 

Israel’s interest in ceasefires clearly stems from a desire 
to protect its citizens from further harm. But what could 
be Hamas’ motivation for a ceasefire? Rafael Eitan, an 
Israeli general who served in the 1982 Lebanon War, 
offered the following insight:

We again saw the well-known Middle Eastern tactic 
that has recurred in every battle and war. The moment 
an Arab country receives a heavy blow, the world 
wakes up and forces us to enter a ceasefire in order 
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that we not achieve our objective.26

In Eitan’s view, such ceasefires are not sincere attempts 
at peace, but rather a tool used by the enemy from a 
position of weakness to stop Israeli advances. Eitan 
further suggests that such hostile groups weaponize 
the “international community” to pressure Israel into 
agreeing to a ceasefire.

Let’s imagine that terrorist groups propose ceasefires 
when they are at a disadvantage in order to ensure 
their survival. This is a logical survival tactic. But what 
follows next? Building the Gazan economy? Investing 
in tourism? Once again, examining the historical record 
will provide insight into the outcomes of ceasefires. 

C |  Tim e to Regroup: 

Palestinian Terror Groups and Ceasefires

Israel’s enemies utilize ceasefires as opportunities to 
regroup. So, ceasefires are not a recipe for peace, but 
rather for wars of attrition. The weaker side, in this case 
Hamas (but the same was true of Hamas’ key terrorist 
predecessor, the PLO and all other skilled terrorist 
groups), uses ceasefires to prevent its destruction and 
to regroup.27 Its purpose in doing so is to emerge more 
powerful in the future and thus inflict more serious 
damage on Israel. At the very least, it seeks to slowly 
damage Israel, sow terror in its communities, and harm 
Israel’s public image, thereby weakening the country. 
Israel’s enemies, in their various guises, have infinite 
patience.28 As long as they just survive, they maintain 
the hope that, over time, they can sufficiently cripple 
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Israel until they finally annihilate it — either by slowly 

wearing down Israel’s collective resolve, or by holding 

on long enough for geopolitics to shift.29

D |  The Ins urgent’s Playbook

One theme that we will return to in this study is 

that Hamas is best understood not as a localized 

phenomenon, but as a particular instance in the wider, 

general phenomenon of terrorist groups. While Western 

media tends to focus on Islamist terrorism, we have no 

shortage of other modern terrorist groups to consider. 

One crucial example of a hardened terrorist group that 

was ultimately defeated is the Tamil Tigers. For nearly 

thirty years, until their decisive defeat in 2009 by the Sri 

Lankan military, the Tamil Tigers perpetrated incessant 

acts of terrorism against the Sri Lankan people in a bid 

to create an independent Tamil state within Sri Lanka.

During the Sri Lankan Civil War (1983-2009), the Tigers 

requested ceasefires several times, often using the inter-

national community as leverage. The Tigers invariably30 

used the ceasefires as opportunities to rearm, consoli-

date their power, and ultimately weaken Sri Lanka. We 

should view Hamas’ requests for ceasefires through this 

lens. Hamas may be cruel, but they are not stupid. Ter-

rorism is a discrete political strategy, and we should ex-

pect terrorist groups to implement the strategy to the 

fullest.31 Ceasefires are an important weapon in any 

skilled terrorist’s arsenal.32 
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E |  Cultural P recedent: Hudna 

To better understand how Hamas employs ceasefires, 
it’s important to consider some cultural context.33 When 
Hamas and similar groups declare a ceasefire, they use the 
term “hudna,” roughly translated as a truce or a period of 
calm,34 modeled on the Medieval “Treaty of Hudaybiyyah.”35 

The Treaty of Hudaybiyyah, intended to last ten years, 
held for only two, ultimately leading to the surrender 
of the originally more powerful party. This treaty served 
as precedent for Anwar Sadat’s 1979 peace treaty with 
Israel.36 On several occasions, Yasser Arafat, leader of the 
PLO, also compared his participation in the Oslo peace 
agreements with Israel to the Treaty of Hudaybiyyah.37 
The implication of these comparisons is that, from the 
Islamist perspective, peace agreements are regarded as 
temporary measures. Ceasefires are no different; they 
serve as strategic pauses, allowing time for the weaker 
side to regroup and ultimately gain the upper hand.38

Hamas leaders have routinely offered hudnas. Notably, 
in 2004, Hamas leader Abdel Aziz al-Rantissi offered 
Israel a ten-year hudna in return for:

1) A complete Israeli withdrawal from Judea 
and Samaria.

2) The right of return for all Palestinian 
refugees.

3) The establishment of a Palestinian state in 
the West Bank and Gaza. 



30

P art    1   T h e  M ilita     r y  D im  e n si  o n

However, he emphasized that this hudna would not 
imply Hamas’ recognition of Israel. Instead, he offered 
the hudna as it would be “difficult to liberate all our land 
at this stage.”39 The phrase “all of our land” refers to the 
entire State of Israel.40 Given this historical context, a 
hudna is a tool of war, used to pause the battle to regroup 
and destroy one’s enemies.41 

Let’s now explore the Rebbe’s explicit commentary on actual 
cases of ceasefire:

Ceas efire: 

A Prelude to the Yom Kippur War

In 1970, after a three-year war with Israel known as the War 
of Attrition,42 Egypt proposed a ceasefire with Israel. The 
Rebbe offered the following insight into Egypt’s motivation 
for the ceasefire:43

Nasser wants a ceasefire as preparation for war . …  Any 
intelligent person understands that Egypt’s sudden 
request for a ceasefire is not motivated by a desire for 
peace. A stable peace treaty can be discussed even during 
a war. Egypt wants a ceasefire since they cannot rebuild 
their fortifications and rearm while Israel is bombing. 

The moment a ceasefire is signed, they will rebuild their 
fortifications along the Suez. Furthermore, a ceasefire will 
cause all of the money spent and soldiers’ lives sacrificed 
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to be in vain, since Egypt will only regroup and return to 

attack us again. How can we justify the money we spent 

and the soldiers’ lives we sacrificed? And how can we 

justify the future expenditures?

Israel says there is no reason for concern, since interna-

tional peacekeepers will ensure that Egypt will not refor-

tify and rearm during the ceasefire. Historical precedent, 

however, does not support this suggestion. In 1956, four 

countries promised to form a peacekeeping force at the 

border. Nasser eventually banished them, a move which 

ultimately paved the way for Egypt’s belligerence leading 

up to the Six-Day War. During World War II, the defeat-

ed side44 requested a ceasefire before entering into peace 

negotiations. The Allied military experts unanimously re-

jected this, explaining that a ceasefire would be used for 

rearmament. Moreover, they said, a ceasefire would lower 

the odds of lasting peace.

In fact, Nasser immediately violated the terms of the 

ceasefire, taking advantage of it to rearm Egypt, significantly 

bolstering their military position. This move played a crucial 

role when Egypt, under the leadership of Anwar Sadat, 

initiated the Yom Kippur War in 1973.45

As early as 1970, the Rebbe saw the proverbial “writing on 

the wall”: At the end of his discussion of Israel’s unfortunate 

ceasefire with Egypt, the Rebbe broke down crying, citing 

the verse, “Why have I come, yet there is no one; I have 

called out, yet no one answers.”46
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Ceasefire in Lebanon: 

From Defeat to a War of Attrition

While many of the concerns we noted above demonstrate how 
terrorist groups can leverage ceasefires for long-term military 
gains, these ceasefires also provide them with immediate 
benefits. For instance, when a terrorist group is faced with 
imminent defeat, a ceasefire can halt military advancements 
against them and prevent their total eradication.

Terrorists can manipulate the international community into 
enforcing a ceasefire, thus halting the enemy’s advance. The 
terrorists then have the opportunity to violate the ceasefire 
by attacking their opponents while still within enemy 
territory awaiting negotiations. When their opponents 
subsequently retaliate, the terrorists can appeal to the 
international community for yet another ceasefire. Later in 
the book, we will delve deeper into how the PLO used this 
very tactic against Israel during the First Lebanon War.47

Summary

We see, then, that there are at least five compelling reasons 
for skepticism about the effectiveness of ceasefires: 

A |  Ceasefires demonstrate a tolerance for 
violence. 

B |  Ceasefires are a tool that allows terrorist 
groups to survive, regroup, and rearm.
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C |  Ceasefires are a classic insurgent tool 
used in modern warfare to weaken states, 
irrespective of cultural context.

D |  In Hamas’ cultural context, ceasefires have a 
clear precedent as an implement of war.

E |  Ceasefires not only dishonor the memory of 
the fallen, but also squander the funds spent on 
defense. 

If this is the case, we see that:

1) A ceasefire is not in Israel’s interest.

2) Those calling for a ceasefire are either 
unintentionally or intentionally seeking to 
strengthen Israel’s enemies.  

So, we see that a ceasefire will only perpetuate the cycle 
of violence by allowing Hamas, or some more violent 
successor, to survive and fight another day. If we aim to end 
the cycle of violence and allow both Jews and Palestinians 
to lead prosperous, happy, terror-free lives, then a ceasefire, 
no matter how initially attractive it may seem, is not the 
answer. But what if we modified the ceasefire? What if, 
instead of an unconditional ceasefire, the international 
community and the U.N. would monitor and enforce the 
ceasefire?
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2 . 
Appealing to the International 

Community for Support

The international community seems to have tremendous 
sympathy and concern for the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. 
International media discusses it endlessly, and leaders the 
world over opine freely on the conflict and offer to help 
resolve it in some way. Surely, the international community 
would like to see a reduction in Israeli and Palestinian 
casualties, along with peace and prosperity in the region. 
Perhaps, instead of merely pushing for a ceasefire, the 
international community should mediate the ceasefire’s 
outcome.

The Rebbe viewed this approach skeptically. He observed 
that those urging Israel to exercise restraint often do not 
apply the same standards to themselves. When Israel 
retaliates in response to attacks, these international voices 
criticize the response, urging Israel to seek legal recourse 
through organizations like the U.N. This, according to the 
Rebbe, is impractical and ineffective. Such organizations, 
which are usually biased against Israel to begin with, rarely 
reach meaningful, conclusive, verdicts, and do not enforce 
anything of consequence. The enemy, emboldened by this 
indecisive response, continues their aggression, expecting 
nothing more than symbolic condemnation. Consider the 
following talk by the Rebbe, delivered in 1969, that sounds 
very apropos to 2024:48

Very often, those who ask Israel to exercise restraint are 
“G-d fearing.”49 They are religious and study the Bible, 
and tell us to “turn the other cheek.” They hold us to this 
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standard, but they themselves do not “turn the other 
cheek” in similar circumstances. When we retaliate, they 
complain, “How can you retaliate? Doing so is unjust! 
Instead, you must first turn to the court of law. Come to the 
U.N., and there the ‘righteous’ and ‘just’ people will gather. 
They will decide the fate of those who shot and shelled the 
Jewish people. But you should forgive the aggressors in the 
meantime.”

The Torah tells us not to follow this reasoning! Moreover, 
this response is damaging not only to the Jews, but also 
to those who wish to kill them, because it encourages 
continued violence. When someone knows full well that 
he intends to kill you, and you respond by sending him a 
letter saying, “Listen here, Mr. Cossack, you should know 
that your intention to strike the Jews is against the U.N. 
Charter. You must therefore first ask for permission from 
the U.N. General Assembly, who will have one meeting 
and then another meeting, where they will decide on 
having another meeting.” This will only encourage further 
violence.

Of course, they have already started attacking, and they 
continue to continue doing so; all they expect is a mere 
censure: “Listen here, Mr. Cossack, you did something 
against the Charter….” The inevitable result is that the 
enemy will attack the Jews with impunity, and then will 
focus his attention on attacking non-Jews in the world at 
large.

Israel’s enemies have taken millions of dollars in foreign aid 
from Western countries. However, when these countries 
criticize their violent behavior, Israel’s enemies continue 
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with their attacks and “blow off” the complainants. The 

complaints get sent to ineffective organizations such as the 

International Court of “Justice” at the Hague. Meanwhile, 

the enemies continue their attacks, they continue 

receiving international funding, and they make a mockery 

of international peacekeepers. When the international 

community complains about atrocities of terrorists 

committed against the non-Jewish world, they should 

consider – where were you when the terrorists targeted 

the Jews?! When terrorists attacked the Jews, you said that 

the Jews needed to send a formal complaint through the 

foreign minister and consider the U.N.’s protocol with its 

endless meetings. Why, then, are you [i.e., the international 

community] surprised that the terrorists laugh at you and 

take your money?!

Here, the Rebbe highlights the comical corruption or 

ineptitude of the U.N. and international mediation, and thus 

its futility. Instead of relying on the international community, 

the Rebbe encourages adopting a proactive military stance:

Therefore, given this absurdity, the Torah says, and quite 

rationally so, that when someone comes to kill you, you 

should not reason with him, but instead, “rise up to kill 

him!” The principle specifically says “rise up to kill him,” 

not [i.e. , as opposed to] “rise up and kill him.” The idea 

here is that simply by adopting this attitude, you will not 

need to actually kill him (since he will have been deterred). 

This proactive military stance will ensure Israel’s security. 

Israel’s enemies can send in their complaints to the U.N, as 

the Rebbe continues:
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If he sees that you have awoken at the crack of dawn not 
to write letters to the U.N., but instead to be on the alert 
to kill him if he tries to kill you, then he will not attempt 
to attack you to begin with. He can send his complaints 
against you to the U.N. Then you can be sure that one year 
will pass, and then another year, and then a “new king will 
arise” with “new laws.”50 In the interim, “the Guardian of 
Israel does not sleep or slumber.”51 Your enemies will send 
new complaints to the U.N., and the old complaints will be 
forgotten.

3. 
Peacekee ping by 

the International Community 

But still, a proactive military stance does seem quite threat-
ening. If mediation does not work, perhaps ceasefires are 
best enforced by international peacekeeping military units. 
Let’s examine the historical record and ponder how well 
this suggestion has worked for Israel in the past:

A |  War with Egypt

In 1956, the Suez Crisis broke out.52 Egypt, under the 
leadership of President Gamel Abdel Nasser,53 blocked 
the straits of Tiran, an important international shipping 
route. Taking this as an act of war, Israel, together with the 
United Kingdom and France, invaded the Sinai Peninsula 
(then held by Egypt), with the goal of reopening the 
route. While initially successful, under pressure from the 
United States54 and Russia, the invading forces withdrew. 
In the aftermath, the United Nations Emergency Force 
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(UNEF) was deployed to the Sinai Peninsula to keep the 
peace between Israel and Egypt.55

UNEF remained in the Sinai Peninsula until 1967, 
when Egypt asked it to evacuate. It summarily did so, 
highlighting its (in)effectiveness in preventing conflict.56 
Egypt, then left unchecked, massed troops to invade 
Israel. Israel preemptively struck Egypt in what became 
known as the Six-Day War. After the Six-Day War, Israel 
and Egypt would go on to fight two more wars, until 
finally signing a peace treaty in 1979, followed by a 
tenuous, cold peace.57 U.N. Peacekeeping Forces did not 
bring about this outcome, instead, Israeli triumph on 
the battlefield did. This led Egypt to realize that further 
conflict with Israel was not in its interest.58 

B |  Terror from Lebanon 

If the United Nations Peacekeeping Forces were inef-
fective in Israel and Egypt’s wars, in the case of Leba-
non they have been even more troublesome. Lebanon, 
Israel’s northern neighbor, has been a failed state for 
decades, with a weak government, rife with civil wars, 
foreign invasions, and general factional unrest. 

In 1971, the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), the 
primary Palestinian group terrorizing Israel at the time, 
was evicted from Jordan after threatening to assassinate 
the Jordanian King and fomenting the Jordanian Civil 
War. The PLO moved to Southern Lebanon, exerting 
military control over the region. They subsequently used 
this area as a base for attacks on Northern Israel. Here they 
continued their dual policy: running a military operation 
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clashing with their host state, and simultaneously using 
their host state as an operations base to attack Israel.

In 1978, the PLO carried out the brutal Coastal Road 
massacre.59 They hijacked a bus on the Israeli Coastal 
Highway, murdering 38 Israeli civilians, including 13 
children, and injuring 76. In response, Israel launched 
Operation Litani60 against PLO bases in Lebanon, but 
held back from totally wiping out the PLO, illustrating 
the cycle we noted at the beginning of this work. The U.N. 
solemnly called upon Israel to immediately withdraw its 
troops and established UNIFIL (United Nations Interim 
Force in Lebanon).61 UNIFIL’s stated goal was to secure 
the South Lebanese border and prevent additional 
terrorist infiltration into Israel, thus preventing Israeli 
reprisals. 

Independently of UNIFIL’s presence and of the Israel-PLO 
conflict, Lebanon was internally suffering from a fifteen-
year civil war between Christian and Muslim factions, 
as well as from war with Syria who, depending on the 
period, supported different sides of the conflict. The PLO 
instigated the Lebanese Civil War, and simultaneously 
continued to attack Israel, even with UNIFIL’s presence. 
Moreover, UNIFIL impeded Israel’s response to PLO 
terrorism against Israel so as not to endanger UNIFIL 
peacekeepers in the crossfire.62

In June 1982, Israel finally invaded Southern Lebanon 
with the intention of neutralizing the PLO. Three 
months into fighting a stop-and-go war, Israel finally 
struck the PLO hard enough that their leadership agreed 
to evacuate Lebanon.
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In 1985, three years after the PLO’s ejection from Lebanon,63 
a new, more formidable militant group, the Iran-backed 
Hezbollah, arose. While Israel and its Lebanese-Christian 
allies initially contained Hezbollah, with Israel’s with-
drawal in 2000, Hezbollah’s power greatly increased.  

Hezbollah began to fire rockets at Northern Israel and con-
duct cross-border raids, leading Israel to retaliate with the 
Second Lebanon War in 2006. The war was waged with the 
aim of neutralizing Hezbollah as a threat once and for all. 
The U.N. imposed a ceasefire,64 solemnly calling for Hez-
bollah’s disarmament, meant to be overseen by UNIFIL.65 
However, since 2006, instead of disarming, Hezbollah has 
become a far more formidable threat, with many more, 
better trained fighters, and a large arsenal of missiles and 
rockets capable of reaching anywhere in Israel.66   

Presently, despite UNIFIL’s presence in Lebanon for over 
four decades and countless ceasefires brokered b y the 
U.S. and the U.N., Israel is in a worse security position 
vis-à-vis Lebanon than ever before. This state of affairs 
leads many intelligence experts to see a third full-
scale Lebanon War as inevitable in order to neutralize 
Hezbollah’s threat.67

Summing up the U.N.’s prodigious record of failure with 
respect to Israel, the Rebbe said: “We do not want the 
false consolation of the U.N.’s ‘sword of peace.’ Heaven 
save us from the way they guarded us in Lebanon, and 
earlier, at the Suez Canal and in the Sinai desert….”68
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C |  Syria’s Intervention in the Lebanese Civil War

Israel did not primarily bear the brunt of the Lebanese Civ-
il War; the Lebanese people did. Towards the beginning of 

the Lebanese Civil War (1975-1990), in 1976, Syria invaded 
Lebanon. Syria ostensibly intervened to prevent the Leb-
anese government’s collapse and to maintain a balance 
between the warring factions, including Christian mili-
tias, Palestinian groups, and Lebanese Muslim factions. 
However, Syria’s true motives were less humanitarian and 
more strategic, aiming to exert influence over Lebanon 
and prevent the rise of a Palestinian state which could 
challenge Syrian authority in the region.

During this intervention, Syria slaughtered noncomba-
tant men, women, and children on a daily basis. This 
was no secret. Although the U.N. and other nations ve-
hemently protested Syria’s actions, they did not do any-
thing to end the violence. No one came to Lebanon’s res-
cue. Practically, no one cared.69

The Rebbe asks us to imagine, then, how seriously 
Israel should consider international assurances of aid 
if it were in crisis. Given the international community’s 
bleak, unreliable track record, continuing to this day, the 
Rebbe counsels against relying on it.70 Hamas remains 
undeterred by U.N. condemnations such as Former 
Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon’s proclamations that 
their attacks were “shocking,”71 or by current Secretary-
General António Guterres’ belated expression of being 
“appalled” by Hamas’ kidnappings.72 Often, the U.N. 
and the international community either overlook 
these attacks73 or respond with ineffective statements, 
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devoid of substantial action. These examples show that 
Israel cannot depend on U.N. peacekeeping missions to 
ensure stable ceasefires, as peace or war often hinge on 
more complex factors. To underscore this, let’s examine 
one notable example of U.N. peacekeeping failure from 
among many around the world.

D |  UNAMIR and the Rwandan Genocide

For centuries, two primary ethnic groups have lived 
in Rwanda, the Hutu and Tutsi. In 1962, following a 
revolution, the Rwandan government switched from 
Tutsi to Hutu control. Exiled Tutsis formed a militarized 
political movement74 with the goal of restoring Tutsi 
control. In 1990, the Tutsis invaded, sparking a civil war 
that lasted until 1993, when the hostilities temporarily 
ceased with the signing of the Treaty of Arusha. 
Subsequently, the U.N. dispatched UNAMIR (United 
Nations Assistance Mission for Rwanda) to keep the 
peace in Rwanda. In 1994, over a period of several 
months, armed Hutu militias slaughtered over 500,000 
Tutsis, while UNAMIR’s forces helplessly looked on.

Summary

Israel’s experiences with international peacekeeping forces 
indicate that they are unhelpful, and sometimes even 
detrimental, often facilitating the operation of terrorist 
groups. Rwanda’s experience further illustrates how relying 
on international peacekeeping is a risky gamble. So, it is clear 
that international efforts, highlighted by U.N. peacekeeping, 
will not end the cycle.75 As the Rebbe put it many times, our 
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goal is to manifest G-d’s blessing of “I shall set peace upon 
the Land… and the sword [i.e. armies] shall not pass through 
your land”76 not even “the sword of peace [i.e. armies that 
come in peace],”77 such as U.N. peacekeepers.78

4. 
Land for Peace

Perhaps the key to end ing the cycle is not merely stopping to 
fight, but identifying and resolving the underlying issues in 
the conflict. Many cite Palestinian desire for statehood and 
self-determination as the core reasons for the current conflict.

At the start of the 2023 conflict, influential global leaders 
stated that after the war, lasting peace can only be achieved 
through a two-state solution. Some of these include the 
President of the United States, Joe Biden;79 the Secretary of 
State, Antony Blinken;80 the U.N. Secretary-General, António 
Guterres;81 Russian President, Vladimir Putin;82 and Chinese 
President, Xi Jinping.83

Examining the Potential Partners

To test  this proposition, let’s look at the positions of Israel’s 
opponents, and consider whether a two-state solution would 
end the conflict and save Jewish and Arab lives. If we examine 
the emblems of all major Palestinian groups, we find that they 
all contain a striking feature: every one contains an image of 
Israel’s entire territory. This is true not only of the Islamist 
Hamas and Palestinian Islamic Jihad (PIJ), but also of the 
purportedly moderate Palestine Liberation Organization 
(PLO) and its subsidiary Fatah.84
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This striking fact indicates that these groups aspire to con-
trol all of Israel’s land; Israeli withdrawals from Judea, 
Samaria, and even Jerusalem will not satisfy their demands. 
These groups hold all the political power in Palestinian au-
tonomous regions, with Hamas ruling Gaza and tolerating 
PIJ presence, and the PLO/Fatah ruling cities with Palestin-
ian majorities in Judea and Samaria such as Bethlehem, He-
bron, Nablus (Shechem), and Ramallah. 

Micah Goodman, a contemporary Israeli scholar, notes 
that “ending the occupation” carries different meanings for 
different groups. For the Israeli left, ending the occupation 
means Israel’s withdrawal from Judea and Samaria. However, 
for supporters of the Palestinian narrative, it implies the 
complete dissolution of Israel as a state, and Arab reoccupation 
of cities like Safed, Tel Aviv, Ashkelon, and Haifa.85 

Beyond merely examining flags, a closer look at the pream-
ble to the Hamas Charter86 can offer more insights – there 
we read:

Palestine is a land that was seized by a racist, anti-human, and 
colonial Zionist project that was founded on a false promise 
(the Balfour Declaration), on recognition of a usurping entity, 
and on imposing a fait accompli by force. Palestine87 sym-
bolizes the resistance that shall continue until liberation is 
accomplished, until the return is fulfilled, and until a fully 
sovereign state is established with Jerusalem as its capital.

It’s difficult to imagine a group with such a mission state-
ment making peace if given some land.

Another interesting fact to consider is that over the past 50 
years, the Arab leaders in Hebron have either been directly 
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involved in the murder of Jews or are closely related to those 
who have been.88 The current mayor of Hebron, Tayseer Abu 
Sneineh,89 who has been in office since 2017, was previously 
sentenced to life imprisonment for his role in an attack that 
resulted in the death of six Jewish civilians and injured 
twenty others. He was later released in a prisoner exchange. 
Despite Sneineh’s murderous past and his continued 
lectures and tours on the attack, he does not seem to have 
been disqualified from leadership in Palestinian public 
opinion.90

Looking further at Palestinian leadership, Mahmoud Abbas, 
chairman of the Palestinian Authority, and seen as a mod-
erate by the West, is not a credible peace partner, given his 
history of Holocaust denial91 and recent provocative com-
ments since October 7.92

There are no other significant Palestinian political groups, 
and both Hamas and Fatah have a taste for one-party rule. 
New elections have not been held since 2006 soon after 
Israel’s unilateral withdrawal from Gaza, and Hamas and 
Fatah fought a bloody civil war in 2007, culminating in 
Hamas evicting Fatah from the Gaza Strip.93 With these facts 
in mind, it is difficult to identify a viable counterpart with 
whom Israel could negotiate a two-state solution to bring 
about peace.94 

What about Hezbollah or Iran? If Israel were to enter into 
Land for Peace negotiations, would Hezbollah or Iran cease 
fighting it? Hezbollah — affiliated news outlets, such as 
Al-Ahed95 and Al-Manar,96 label the entire State of Israel as 
“the temporary entity.” Al-Ahed describes the residents of 
Northern Israel, an area recognized as part of Israel in the 
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1948 United Nations Partition Plan, as “settlers,” and refers 
to Israeli cities and towns in this region as “settlements.”97 
Similarly, Iranian news outlets refer to the entire Israel as 
the “oppressive and arrogant enemy” and a “child-killing 
Zionist” regime.98 They praise Palestinian attacks on Israel 
and describe the “occupied territories” (including Sderot, 
Be’er Sheva, Ashkelon, and Tel Aviv) as having been turned 
into “hell for the Zionists.”99 This rhetoric demonstrates that 
they do not recognize the legitimacy of any part of Israel, 
suggesting that Hezbollah or Iran would likely continue 
fighting Israel even if it gave up land for peace.

What about Islamists across the world? Consider Osama 
Bin Laden’s thoughts on the matter:

If you want a real settlement that guarantees your security 
in your country and safeguards your economy… then you 
have to implement a roadmap that returns the Palestine 
land to us, all of it, from the sea to the river; it is an Islamic 
land not subject to being traded or granted to any party.100

Clearly, while many in the Western world distinguish 
between Judea and Samaria and the territory the U.N. 
granted to Israel in 1948, Israel’s most concerning enemies 
do not make this distinction. 

Historical Context

Let’s examine the historical rec ord. Arabs have perpetrated 
sporadic pogroms against Jews in the Land of Israel for 
over a thousand years.101 Yet, Arab political violence against 
Jews in the Land of Israel only began in earnest in the 1920s 
with the arrival of larger numbers of Jews from abroad, 
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many fleeing violence and antisemitism in Europe. The 
Arabs argued that the increasing number of Jews and their 
ambitions for statehood provoked the violence.

Between 1920 and 1948, Arabs in Israel staged several riots 
and attacks against Jews. Perhaps most notable is the 1929 
Hebron massacre, when Arabs brutally attacked the Jewish 
community, massacring 67 Jews, mutilating and raping102 
many, and injuring 58.103 We thus see how Arab political 
violence against Jews predated the founding of the State. 
Since 1948, when the newly-formed State of Israel repelled 
attacks from five different Arab armies,104 it has faced a 
steady stream of attacks by various terrorist groups. Fatah, 
formed in 1959, carried out its first attack against Israel in 
1965, two years before Israel gained control of Judea and 
Samaria from Jordan, and Gaza from Egypt in the Six-Day 
War.105

Terrorism against Jews in the Land of Israel has existed 
long before the State of Israel’s establishment and before 
Judea and Samaria came under Jewish control. Why, then, 
would giving up Judea and Samaria resolve the issue? It 
seems this suggestion is either deliberately misleading or 
reflects arrogance on the part of Western powers seeking 
easy solutions to the Israeli-Palestinian  conflict. Palestinian 
responses to the two-state solution typically fall either 
into outright rejection (Hamas, Palestinian Islamic Jihad, 
and Hezbollah) or lukewarm and fickle acceptance (PLO) 
without committing to any proposal.

Withdrawal and Autonomy 

It seems that there’s no vi able peace partner for a two-state 
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solution. Moreover, Israel’s opponents have voiced their as-
piration for a single state called Palestine, encompassing all 
of Israeli territory. Given this backdrop, what steps could lead 
to peace short of the Jewish people leaving Israel altogeth-
er? Perhaps leaving Judea, Samaria, and Gaza would result in 
peace, giving the Arabs in the Land of Israel a sense of auton-
omy and self-determination. It would lead to a cessation of 
terror and the emergence of a flourishing economy alongside 
Israel. To assess this possibility, let’s revisit the historical re-
cord and see if this has worked in the past.

The Oslo Accords

In 1993, Israeli Prime Minister Yit zchak Rabin signed the Oslo 
Accords with Yasser Arafat, leader of the PLO. The Accords 
offered Palestinian autonomy in areas with Palestinian 
majorities, including Gaza, Jericho, Hebron, Nablus 
(Shechem), and Ramallah. However, the Oslo Accords did not 
lead to peace; instead, terrorist attacks escalated, culminating 
in the Second Intifada, which lasted from 2000-2005.106

The Second Intifada, marked by a surge in terrorist attacks, 
(including widespread suicide bombings), saw various PLO 
groups107 and Hamas as particularly violent contributors. His-
tory demonstrates that concessions lead to more violence.108 
The intifada did not end with concessions, but with deci-
sive Israeli military action in Operation Defensive Shield.109 
In this operation, the IDF raided Palestinian areas granted 
autonomy, arresting terrorists and seizing weapons.110 Rath-
er than fostering peace, the autonomy allowed Palestinian 
areas to become bases for attacks against Israel. The inti-
fada only ended with intensive Israeli military action and 
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the construction of security barriers in Judea, Samaria, and 

Gaza, which effectively prevented terrorist infiltration.

This context also explains why the security barriers 

surrounding Gaza and parts of Judea and Samaria are not 

“apartheid walls.” These barriers did not exist when Israel 

conquered the territory from Jordan in 1967, and although 

Israelis were suspicious of the Arab population who had either 

supported or actively participated in violence against Israelis, 

there was a general optimism amongst Israelis for peace and 

collaboration. Israel only constructed the security barriers in 

response to relentless terrorist attacks and suicide bombings.

The Gaza Disengagement

In 2003, Israeli Prime Minist er Ariel Sharon111 proposed a 

unilateral disengagement from Gaza, which would involve 

removing all Jewish settlements and handing full control 

of the area over to the Palestinians. Executed in 2005, this 

plan forcibly evicted 8,000 Jews from their homes and 

demolished their communities. The following year, Hamas 

won the Palestinian elections and violently ousted Fatah, 

turning Gaza into a base for ongoing attacks against Israel. 

The disengagement did not bring peace; instead, Gaza 

became a haven for groups like Hamas and PIJ, posing a 

significant threat to Israel. 

It seems, then, that Land for Peace is a failed policy. But what 

if Israel simply is just not giving up enough land? Maybe if it 

gave away all of Judea and Samaria, Israel’s enemies would 

be mollified, and everyone could just live in peace.
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Ceding Judea and Samaria

As previously noted, the em blems of all major Palestinian 

groups contain the image of the entire Land of Israel. This 

indicates that they will not be satisfied until they have it all. 

Judea, Samaria, and Gaza, then, are at best a red herring, or 

a tool that can be used to incrementally achieve the goal 

of domination.112 What if Israel were to give up Judea and 

Samaria? At the moment, the PLO controls the West Bank 

and, while corrupt,113 it cooperates with Israel to some degree.114 

Nonetheless, even the “moderate” PLO has a “pay for slay” 

policy, offering stipends to families of suicide bombers and 

others who murder Jews.115 Yet, even the PLO may only be able 

to maintain power backed as it is by Israeli military presence 

in Judea and Samaria. Should Israel withdraw, a Palestinian 

civil war, the likes of the 2007 Palestinian Civil war in Gaza, 

might occur, in which case Hamas could take control. 

Even if Hamas were not to take control, many independent 

terrorist groups flourish in Judea and Samaria, including 

(but not limited to) the Tulkarm Brigade, Lion’s Den, 

Jenin Brigades, and Tubas Brigade.116 This places Israel in 

a precarious position. While withdrawing from Judea and 

Samaria might bring peace in some possible “ideal” world, 

that possible world appears quite distant from the real world. 

If Judea and Samaria were to become terror bases similar to 

Gaza, Israel would be in serious trouble. Rockets and cross-

border attacks would be much more damaging and would 

undermine Israel’s security, crippling its economy and 

transforming the entire state into a war zone. 
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Land for Terror: 

A Counterintuitive Phenomenon

In the long history of Land for Peace, the doctrine has only 
brought terrorism, not peace.117 Instead of ending the cycle 
of conflict, Land for Peace exacerbates it. Both Israelis and 
Palestinians are less safe since the Oslo accords and the 
Gaza disengagement. And Palestinians are now more likely 
to be killed, either by Hamas118 or by Israel retaliating against 
Hamas attacks.119 As the Rebbe observed:120

We once thought that if the Arabs were to hear that we 
are planning to give away land, there would be quiet. 
But instead, the moment Israel spoke about returning 
land, terrorist attacks began to proliferate. The number of 
terrorist attacks dramatically increased after the signing 
of the Camp David Accords.

Land for Peace inspires further terrorist attacks, as the 
ultimate objective on the Islamist side is to completely 
undermine the Jewish state and replace it with an Islamist 
one.121 If Israel stands strong, then the Palestinian population 
will let go of its territorial ambitions and pursue productive 
endeavors instead of terror.122 If, however, Israel shows 
weakness and readiness to compromise, then, as history 
proves, it will only invite more terrorist attacks and incite 
further conflict.123 

Whenever Israel offers a conciliatory approach, it 
undermines its citizens’ security. Then, it is forced into a 
catch-22. It can either allow its citizens to be killed, or it 
can offer a forceful response. In practice, the government 
tacitly allows a certain number of its citizens to be killed.124 
This goes on until public opinion generates too much 
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outrage, at which point the government retaliates. This 
retaliation, however, is bloodier than it would have been 
had the government responded sooner. Nonetheless, the 
government still somewhat tolerates terrorist activity, thus 
emboldening terrorists and their supporting communities. 
Consequently, the Israeli army is forced to fight a stronger 
enemy, but restrained from entirely neutralizing it.

Thus, a cycle perpetuates. Arabs teach anti-Israel ideology 
and radicalize their youth.125 The youth are continually 
indoctrinated with this ideology, leading some to carry out 
acts of terror. The army arrests the terrorists (most of the 
time) and sends them to prison, where they sit until they 
are possibly freed in a prisoner exchange. This education 
creates a large hostile population, where many have the 
general belief that terrorism pays.126 They want to establish a 
Palestinian state “from the river to the sea ,”  and each attack 
is a step towards realizing that goal.

The cycle would quickly end if Israel adopted a zero-
tolerance policy for terrorism.127 Following this policy, 
terrorists would be neutralized.128 The Israeli military would 
respond forcefully and decisively to any terrorist attack.129 
Thus, terrorists and the communities that support them 
will learn that terrorism does not pay. Terrorism will only 
hurt them and their communities. They can either enjoy the 
benefits of living in Israel, or relocate to some other country 
where they can experience self-determination.130

Outside of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the doctrine of 
“Land for Peace” is unheard of. Historically, when a country 
wins territory in a defensive war, they retain the territory. 
Land for Peace seems to be a construct specially invented 
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to territorially diminish Israel.131 It is a failed experiment. 
The ideal premise of Land for Peace is: Israel granting the 
Palestinians greater autonomy, followed by increased 
cooperation from the Palestinians, which then prompts 
Israel to offer even further autonomy. Instead, the cycle has 
been: Israel offering more autonomy, Palestinians exploiting 
the autonomy to perpetrate more violence, inviting Israel to 
retaliate to stop the violence. Consequently, Land for Peace 
and attempts at a two-state solution are not the elusive 
solution we need to end the cycle and make peace.

Conclusion

What, then, is the solution? It would seem that the various 
Palestinian terror groups, along with Iran and Hezbollah, 
would all like Israel to close up shop and turn the Land of 
Israel into the Islamic Republic of Palestine. Will Jews be 
allowed to live in this Republic or will they be expelled to the 
West or Birobidzhan?132 What would life for the Palestinian 
residents of the Republic look like? To understand why this 
is an untenable option, we need to consider our rights to the 
Land, a point we will explore in Part 2.

If we remain in Israel, what can we do to end the cycle and 
achieve lasting peace? In what follows, we will explore three 
halachic principles fundamental to the Rebbe’s approach to 
this question. While purely halachic, these principles firmly 
cohere with those of realpolitik and with military tactics 
used in counterterrorism since the dawn of post World War 
II insurgencies.133
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them to Shin Bet custody. My soldiers already know the village like the back of their 
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zero and brought real peace and security to the sector. This happened thanks to all 
our actions. There can be no dispute about the result; it speaks for itself.﻿
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