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LAND FOR PEACE
thabv ,xbf ,hc

Separating the Issues : • Halacha • Hashkafa • Politics • Military/Security Considerations

A] IS THERE A MITZVAH TO CONQUER, OWN, AND SETTLE THE LAND OF ISRAEL?
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1.

db:dk rcsnc

Ubb«jh Vrpg,t u vhbct,t Whscg UmrhF (uy:ce ohkv,) :rntba 'vrpgc rsbdhn trnd rc thhj wr

2.

:che ,ucu,f

vmuj ihtmuh uhva i,buh hcru gauvh hcru gauvh hcr hjt ic tbhbj hcru arj ic th,n hcru trh,c ic vsuvh hcrc vagn
,cahu ,arhu trenv ,t utreu ivhsdc ugreu ivh,ugns udkzu ivhbhg upez /ktrah .rt ,t urfzu xuykpk ughdvu .rtk
vru,ca ,umnv kf sdbf vkuea ktrah .rt ,chah urnt /(ck-tk:th ohrcs whhg) ,uagk o,rnau vc

3.

[vg,, znr] vtr ,arp vru, hbugna yuekh

//// /v,chahcu vauchfc ubhuymba //// /vumn ,njkn v,ut ihrue ohnfjva thv uzu /vjycvu sugh tk vumn v,hva vtruv
kfa /// urnta sg ktrah .rt ,rhs thvu vc ihdhkpn ohnfjva vumnv hf hbt rnutu //// ,urusv kfc auchfc ubhuymb hrv
ukhptu ubnn shjh kf chhj,n ,urusk vag ,umn thv if ot /// vrz vsucg scugf lhbhgc tvh .rtk vmujc rsu vbnn tmuhv
vcrv ,unuenc sunk,c gushf ,ukd inzc

4.

ihagv ,jfa ,uumnv rpxk i"cnrv ,udav

o3Bj , t«ku ,hrC ov
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5.
c:z ohrcs

gerec vhhbj ovk i,, tk - obj, tk :tre rnts tbhbj rc hxuh hcr rnt

6.

:yh vrz vsucg

ohns ,ufhpau ,uhrg hukhdu vrz vsucgn .uj apb juep hbpc snuga rcs lk ihta

7.
/cp tnuh

rcugu j"nvrv c,fu wufu v,pujn vkf whpt vumn ,unjkns x"ac rtucnf ohabu ohabt iv hktrah aht kfc uz vumn dvubu
oujkk v,uhm vru,vs uz vumn n"n vbfxv hbpn ohjsb ,umnv kfs hvb g"mu wufu rcsc if,xha hkcn udruvk kufhu ushk tcu z"g
ibhzj f"t vnjkn ,gc ohssmv hban ohdrvb okugv lrscu i"cnrc rtucnf xbv kg whbhs lunx, tk vru,vs gushu ovng
g"mu if,xha ;t u,ut durvk vumnu vzv ouenc vbfx whujs f"t /vbfx tuvs ;t ovng oujkk vrzd vru,vs

8.

t ,ut vf, vumn lubhj ,jbn

Compare R. Ya’akov Kaminetzky’s refusal to allow a ransom to be paid to release R. Yitzchak Hutner from an airplane hijack in 1970.
He ruled that Israel had been in a state of war since 1948 and such payments aided the enemy war effort. Clearly, if the military
analysis is that Land for Peace will NOT save Jewish life in the long term but, on the contrary cost Jewish life, there would seem to be
no starting point for the halachic discussion and it would be halachically prohibited.
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B] BIBLICAL AND HISTORICAL PRECEDENTS
B1] Avraham’s treaty with the Pelishtim

drva 'vktv ohrcsv rjt /vkgnka varpv kg rcujn vktv ohrcsv rjt wtba ouen kf - vktv ohrcsv rjt hvhu (t)
sug rntk ovrctk sduhu 'ejmh skuba 'vktv ohrcsv rjt hvhu /,unutv in 'orct trh, kt wev uk rnt ohfknv ,t ovrct
,t durvk vmra 'inv ,t auruajt lknv ksd 'ar,u i,dc kg hfsrn shdva 'vktv ohrcsv rjt ifu /vecr ,t skh ktu,cu
ovrct ka usfbku ubhbku uk lknhctk ,hrc ovrct ,rfa ohrcsv rjt itf ;t /inv vk,bu lknv ,t khmva vn uk khguvu hfsrn
vnab kf vhj, tk ovhkg vuhm wevu ktrah kucd kkfc oh,akp .rt hrva ,tz kg wev ka upt vrju 'itmv ,uacf gca uk i,bu
icc v,htd,b rnukf ///// urghmu ur,bhe - ovrct ,t vxb ohvktvu ifk /krud oh,akp hbrx ,anj hrg kg ihkhyn gauvhc odu
if hrjt h,tmn ifu !lka ,hrc ,u,hrf vkhguv vn vtrhu vkugk uvkgvu lk v,gu ?ovhbc ihcu ofhbhc ,hrc ,urfk uh,,ba
uk v,,b v,t wev uk rnt /hshn je, itmv ,uacf gca ,t w,f /ohasj vgca oh,akp .rtc wv iurt hvhu ktuna ka arsnc
iuana iv ukhtu lhbcn ohehsm gca ohdruv uhbca lhhj t"s /i,ut ihjmubu lhbc og ,unjkn gca ohaug uhbca lhhj ',uacf gca
,hcu [iugcdu] vkhau cub kdkdu sgun kvut iv ukhtu ',ubfan gca ohchrjn uhbca lhhj t"s /uhbc vakau kuta xjbpu hbpj
(contrarier) vt"hrtrybue vxb /ohasj vgca oh,akp vsac rhzjn iurta t"s /[ihr,] ohnkug

9.

t:cf ,hatrc o"car

• The Rashbam’s position is very clear. But do we follow this interpretation? Most of the mefarshim do not link the issues in this way.

B2] Shlomo’s gift of 20 cities to Chiram

.r
 tC rhgº ohr´G g Æorh j k v«n³ «kJ QkN¸ v ÁiT
3 h zt¿ «um· p jk
 fk cvZcU
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10.

th:y wt ohfkn

/// ovhbhc ,hrcv ezjk vhv vzu khkdc ohrg orhjk i,b if od vnkau ///

11.

c:j wc ohnhv hrcs e"sr

• But note that in Divrei HaYamim, it is Chiram who gives the cities to Shlomo!
• Also, what does ‘giving cities’ mean? Is it non-Jewish sovereignty or only giving away tax revenues?

B3] Chizkiyahu’s attempts to appease the Assyrians

lknk irdhau kfhv ka ,u,ks .mhe /// uk usuv tk vaka kgu uk usuv vaka kg 'lknv vhezj vag ohrcs vaa :ibcr ub,
V·ghJ«uv$# k ,t« Z¼v' rhËgv)k
 t* hÁ,«uB'du$ (sk:yh c ohfkn) rnta 'tuv lurc ausevc juyck uk vhva - h"ar) uk usuv tku - ruat

12.
/ub ohjxp

• Does this mean that WE should have more bitachon? Or does Rashi imply that Chizkiyahu should have listened to nevuah? We do
not have nevuah, so what should we do?

B4] R. Yochanan’s deal with the Romans

hre /eusm hcrk vhk ihhxns t,uuxtu 'kthknd icrs t,khauau 'vhnfju vbch hk i, :vhk rnt /lk i,ts hshn htbhn hgc ////
!tbnhz tsv uvbhecak vhk rnhnk hgcht /kFGh o¬Tg su r«ujt oh²nfj ch¯Jn (vf:sn uvhgah) :tcheg hcr tnh,tu ';xuh cr vhkg
( //// vhk shcg tk ohkaurhk ecahks - h"ar) huv tk hnb t,rup vkmvu 'shcg tk htv hkuf tnks 'rcx tuvu

13.

:ub ihyhd

• If Rabban Yochanan ben Zakai negotiated, should we? Was his situation different in that it was desperate? Should one fight even in
a desperate situation?
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C] WHO DECIDES?
• Do all Jewish people get a vote, or just those in Israel?
• To what extent do we rely on expert advise - military, political?
• Consider the analogy of medical treatment - who ultimately decides? The doctors or the patients?1

hpk ,umn ,me kg rucgk ohbnzv in inzc ohrun ihs ,hc lf ukuf vhjha hsf vz ka ukdr ut ush l,uj tpurva oaf ////
vcrv ,u,ca runaha hsf ,jt ,ca uhkg kkj ohbuatrv ohnfj urnta lrsf okuf unhhe,ha hsf vga

14.

s vfkv c erp ohrnn ,ufkv o"cnr

D] MESSIANIC OVERTONES

- ,haac :rn rntvu ',hghcac vugce lfhpk ',hghcac ktdhk ihsh,ga lu,n :tcr rnt - ?,hghcac vkutd rnuk utr vnu
thv vkutds t,kj,t hnb vnjkn - /tc sus ic ,hghca htmunc ',unjkn - ,hghcac ',ukue

15.
:zh vkhdn

vhrp ktrah .rt i,,af - vzn vkudn :h"ar) ///// ktrah hrv o,tu (u"k ktezjh) rntba 'vzn vkudn .e lk iht :tct hcr rntu
(r,uh vkudn .e lk ihtu '.ev creh zt vph ihgc

16.

/jm ihrsvbx

vczuf rc hnj vuv sf vcheg wr /ceghn tczuf lrs - ceghn cfuf lrs (h:sf rcsnc) arus vhv wr vcheg hjuh ic iugna wr hb,
kue ibjuh r"t !tch tk sus ic ihhsgu lhhjkc ohcag ukgh 'vcheg - t,ru, ic ibjuh wr k"t /wtjhan tfkn tuv ihsw rnt vuv
tuchr ;kt ohbuna r,hcc druv rxhe xubhhrst

17.

s erp ,hbg, ,fxn (tbkhu) hnkaurh sunk,

E] MODERN VOICES
E1] R’ Ovadia Yosef

18.

20 wng (1980) twf vp kgca vru, 'apb juep ouenc ktrah .rtn ohjya ,rzjv ';xuh vhscug cr

19.

47 wng (1989)wh ihnuj, 'apb juep ouenc ktrah .rtn ohjya ,rzjv ';xuh vhscug cr
1. See the analysis of R’ Herschel Shachter, The Journal of Halacha and Contemporary Society vol XVI pp 78 ff
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,run, ohjya" ubnzc h,,b rat vfkvv exp hf rcfn h,rcxv ogp tk /g"ah ihhbgc h,sng ,t rhvcvk hbumrc ////
oukac 'jyck ubfah vh,uchcxu ohkaurh uc ',nt oukak eru lt h,buuf,v hbt 'hjfubv cmnv kdrk kkf ;e, ubht "ouka
vzf oukak tk /,uapb ,bfxk ,nrud vausev ubmrtn ohjya ,rhxn vcrst hf ,ukfu ,utur ubhbhg 'v,g okut /vuukac
hn kg ubk ihtu /vnjknk vnv rcst hfu 'ouka hbt hf 'kyucnu kyc ukxut ofxv lfhpk /ubkkp,v vzv rgbk tku ubkjhh
ohnaca ubhct kg tkt igahvk

20.

(2003) d"xa, yca d"f ';xuh vhscug crn c,fn

E2] R’ Moshe Tzuriel

ohhudv hshk h"t hjya ,rhxn ruxht /v
ouen gcuev shjhv ihsc er runt vz hrv h"t ,chzg h"g vbfxv in ,ukmbhvv ihbgc c,fba kf ukhtu 'ruchmv ihsc ,tz kf
auchf ,umn lfc ukyhca sckc uz tk - o"ufg ,uark 'h"tn ,jt vnt ukhptu 'ruxnh ktrah kkfa kct /unmgk vrhs
uhjt cck xnh ktu" ruxht kg ohrcug od tkt 'apb juep ka kueha ouak kkf xjhh,vk vzc iht runtfa 'vnjknu
ohfxvk uk oukau xj kct 'k"ujk susbk trh tuva hnk r,un :,rnut ,tz /(f ohrcs) "ovn trh, tk" odu "ucckf
/vz taubc urcsa ohbuatrv kfn sjt ;t rcs tk (iuatrv iputv) vz kga 'o"ufgk h"t ,rhxn ,uarvku
'",s kg rucgk" ohudv ,ghc, rsdc thv vzc ohhudv ,ghc,a (1344 sung 'v"htrv-,urmut) rjt ouenc h,c,f rcfu
o"cnrv hrcsk 'iput kfc /vz taubc k"mz eue vsuvh hcm crv f"fu 'tbtxns t,erg kg ukhpt "rucgh ktu drvhh" tkhnnu
trnujk duvbk ah 'rrck ubk t"taf 'ohexupv ,eukjn kfcu '"lmrtc ucah tku" ka t,hhruts ruxht vzc ah (h"p z"g wkv)
/vz runj ruxht rucgk tku '.rtv ,t cuzgk uhkg 'vbfxv kkdc 'kfuh tka hnu /ruxtku

21.

460 wng ubhchut kun ktrah .rt kg ectnv q kthrum van crv q th lrf q ihnuj,

E3] R’ Zvi Yehudah Kook

22.

We have absolutely no right to relinquish control over any piece of Eretz Yisrael. ...... We cannot do this, because we are not the
only owners of the Land. We are the emissaries of millions of Jews, not only the Jews of today, but the Jews who will come after
us as well. A short while ago, an important Zionist activist told me that an old Russian woman approached him in Vienna and
told him, 'Hold onto all parts of Eretz Yisrael for us. Don't relinquish a meter. Soon we will be coming.' There isn't any man
who is permitted to make territorial concessions on this Land. Are these kilometers ours? Is someone the owner of them?
These kilometers belong to the millions of Jews in Russia and America and throughout the world, no less than they belong to
us. We are here as the representatives of the nation of Israel; we are not its owners without them. How can a person not feel
ashamed by the thought of making do with a truncated state? No one has the right to relinquish lands which belong to the
millions of Jews of all generations. This is a disgrace, a sorrowful shame, and a violation of the Torah, as Halachically derived
from ... the verse ‘lo techanen’ which means - not to give them (gentiles) a place on the Land.
L’Netivot Yisrael

23.

The State of Israel is holy . . . Not only can/must there be no retreat from [a single] kilometer of the Land of Israel, God forbid,
but on the contrary, we shall conquer and liberate more and more, as much in the spiritual [as in the physical] sense. "The
Glory of Israel does not deceive or change His mind" [I Sam. 15:29]. ... In our divine, world-encompassing undertaking, there
is no room for retreat.
Bama’aracha HaTziburit pp 244-46

In 1937 the Peel Commission in Britain recommended the partition of Palestine into 3 parts - a Jewish state, an Arab state and a
British mandatory area. Many leading Rabbis of the time were consulted as to whether it was acceptable to give up a claim to a part of
E.Y. The following Rabbis took the view that it was biblically prohibited to give up a claim to part of Eretz Yisrael: Rabbis Ya’acov Moshe
Charlap, Tzvi Pesach Frank, Yechiel Michel Tikuchinsky, Menachem Ziemba, Moshe Amiel and the Gerer Rebbe. The latter brought a
verse from the biblical book of Yoel :-

hmrt,
 t u oºh IDc UŕZ P r´J2t Ækt3 rG
 h h³,kj2bu h¸Ngk
 g oJÀ oN¹ g h¸Ty P J
 bu y·pJI
 v h en3
 gkt ohTº s rI v́u oºh IDvk
 F,t ÆhT m C e u
Ue3Kj

24.
c:s ktuh
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E4] R’ Eliezer Melamed

:lfc ohfurf ohruxht vnfu 'ruxt sjt vnst cdr ka vbh,b ukhptu 'ohrfbk ktrah .rt hjyan jya ,,k ruxt

25.

ofk hF VC oT cJh
 u .rt v ,t oT Jr«uvu" :(db 'dk rcsnc) rntba '.rtv ,t aucfk ub,ut vuumn .rtv cuah ,uumn :.rtv cuah ,uumn t
c,fa hpfu /"VC oT cJh
 u V,«
 t oT Jrh u ofk i,« b ofhv« ukt wv rJ!
 t .rt v ,t ,J r
k t«ck iSrHv ,t ohrc«g oT t hF"
 :(tk 'th ohrcs) rntb sugu /"V,«
 t ,J r
k .rt v ,t hT ,
b
/ohexupv kf ,nfxv ifa '(u"ex oa) wvcua, -hj,pwc c,f ifu '(vg rzgv ict) wlurg-ijkuawc expb ifu /ohbnzv kfc ,nhhe uz vuumna 'ws vag ,uumnk ,upxuvc i"cnrv
iht .rtv cuah ,uumnca itfn 'ohdurv tkk vnjkn ihtu '.rtv ,t aucfk ohuumn ubbv vru,v hp kg hrva 'ohshjh ka apb-juehp ;t vjus .rtv cuah ,uumna rtucnu
/(s 'd `t 'd khgk ihhgu) .rtv in ohekj kg r,uuk ihta rnuju ke '.rtv ,t aucfk ubt ohuumn otu /(v"f, lubhj ,jbn) ohshjh ka apb-juehpc ohcaj,n
r,uh sug iufhx ah 'chutk iye ukhptu 'ru,hu kfc '(u 'yfa j"ut) wlurg-ijkuawc expba hpfu '(t 'vn ihcurg) sunk,c rtucnv hp kg :,uapb ,bfx c
'gdph ubka vg,rvv juf ic,u ae kg ovk r,uub ota ouan 'kucdk lunxv cuahhn ic,u ae cubdk utca ohchutc oujkk hsf ',uapb ifxku ,ca kkjk uruv if kgu /kusd
/(vtcv vfkvc cjruh vz suxh) ohnka ohcuah kg chutk r,uuk ihta rnuju keu /,uapb durvku ohcuah aucfk utuchu
wkv) o"cnrv expu '(dk 'df ,una) "Wm rt
 C UcJ3
 h t«k" :vru,v v,uuhm '.rtv ,t ,ark ,hkkfv vuumnk ;xubc :lmrtc ucah tk d
,hc hbpc unmg kg kchea hud era ohrnut ah /ruxhtv kj euhsc hn kg ohexupv uekjba tkt /ubmrtc ,cak wcau,-rdw ubhta hnk jhbvk iht 'vphe, ubhsha ,gca (u 'h z"g
arupnc unmg kg kche tk hudv ot oda 'ohrnut ahu /vphe, ubhsha vgac .rtc rudk htaru wcau,-rdw cajb 'ktrah hekt wvc vbunt lu,n jb hbc ,uumn gca runak ihs
ohkufh ohcuyu ohbudv ohnkxun o,gs hpku /ktrah .rtc rudha ruxht iht 'jb hbc ,uumn gca ohhenu vrz vsucg scug ubht tuv kgupc ot wcau,-rdw ,uhvk ihs ,hc hbpc
ohjmurv ohkcjnc ohfnu,u 'ktrah hekt wvc ohrpuf ov hrva 'jb hbc ,uumn gca ohrnua obht htsu ub,ut ohrruma ohcrgv kct /vrz vsucg o,buntc ihta '.rtc rudk
ovk ,,k ihta rnuju keu '.rtc orhtavk ubk ruxt vphe, ubhsha vgac ',ugsv h,a hpka tmnb /ohjmurv ,t iusha ihs ,hc ohshngn obhtu '"jmr, tk" kg ohrcugu
/(t vfkvc khgk ihhgu) jb hbc ,uumn gca ohrnua obhta ohhud sugu sug chauvk ukfuh ovca ,ukjb
ruxhtk vnkav tuv vz ruxhtu /(t 'f vrz vsucg) ktrah-.rtc gerec vhbj ohrfbk ,,k ruxta 'k"zj uarpu '(c 'z ohrcs) "oBj , t«ku" vru,v vrxt sug :obj, tk s
tkhnnu /wcau,-rdw rsdc ubhta hrfbk ktrah .rtc vsa ut ,hc rufnh tka 'shjh kf kg kj "obj, tk" ruxhtu 'ktrah kkf kg kj "ucah tk" ruxhtva '"lmrtc ucah tk"
/(t vfkvc khgk ihhgu) ktrah .rtn ekj oua ihsfu ,sf jb hbc ,uumn gca ohrnua obhta ohcrgk ,,k ruxt
'hudk ktrah ,ugeren gere oua rufnk ihta 'k"zj hp kg i"cnrv itfn snku '",,7n mk rfN , t«k .rt v u" :(df 'vf trehu) vru,c rntb :,u,hnmk rfn, tk v
/ohrfbk ubh,uct ,kjbn ,ugere ,,k ruxta rnuju ke /(z"fr ,"k ,uumn i"cnr) kcuhc ruzj, tk thva ouan
ouaku '.rtc ekj hsuvh kfku 'ktrahk .rtv ,t khjbv v"ceva ouan /ktrah-.rtca u,hcn hsuvh ruegk ,ufz okugca iuykau lkn ouak iht :shjhv ,hc ,khzd u
[3]/ruxt u,hcn hsuvh ,rheg kg xxucna ofxv kf ifk /eujf vbc ut vbea u,hcn ureugku u,kjb ,t kuzdk ,ufnx iht iuyka
kfk sdb,vku wv ,t asek vuumnu wv kukhj lfc ah 'ubku ubh,uctk khjbv v"ceva .rtv kg r,uuk ohfxb ota hrv ',unutv smn vhhpfc vtc vdhxbv ratf :wv kukhj z
/(u vfkvc cjruh vz suxh) ,s sdbf vhhpf
2

.rtvu ogv 'vfkv hbhbp - snkn rzghkt cr

ub,aba ohrnut ubhhvu if,h 'h,hnt ouka dhab ift duxhb ota 'ouhf ohrnutu ohne uhv ohhtcmv ohjnunv kf ukhtu
g"ah hjyan vdhxbva ohrcux ohhtcmv ohdyryxtv hkusdn ohcr kgupc kct /vdhxbc ,uapb ,bfx iht ouhfu ohbnzv
rnuju keu 'kucdv kga ,urhhgc ic,u ae kg ukhpt r,uuk ruxtu 'k"zj hrcs tkt ubk iht ifku 'ktrah ,bhsn ,t ifx,
[4]/ubhchut hshk ktrah .rtn ohekj ,,k ihta

26.

crvu 'ktrah .rt hkcjn ,dxk r,un ,uapb ,kmv ignka vruv h"grdvu /k"mz iuxruthba ksbn ojbn hcr r"unstv ,ucr rzj vz suxh kg /[4]
r,uhk ourd, vdhxbv hf urnta ukt uesm hf 'ukxut hnfxv rjtk jfuv rcfu /s 'd khgk ihhgu /uhrcs ,t r,x 'dh t"j ihnhbc ,uujc hktrah
r,un '.rtv hkcj rtac ezj,, ,hktrahv ,ubuchrv vdhxb hsh kga rurc vhvh ota v,hv hktrah crv ,gs ,hbureg vbhjcn obntu /,ubfx
vfkvc ihhgu /ubhkg ruryvu .jkv ,rcdvk vnrd er 'g"ahn ohekju hbhx unf 'ub,uar ,j, uhva ,unuenn ,udhxbv kgupc obnt /,dxk
/vrgvcu vtcv
3
,uapb ,bfx ,njn ohtbuak ru,hu ruxhtv '.rtvu ogv 'vfkv hbhbp - snkn rzghkt cr

E5] R’ Menachem Schneerson - Lubavitcher Rebbe

27.

.... there is absolutely no benefit or advantage to be gained from giving away land, since their word is worthless, as we have
seen in the past with all the assurances of peace, etc. As Rashi comments, "It is a halachah that Esav hates Ya’akov" and the
Sages have spoken extensively on all of the ways in which kindness of the nations is really veiled sin. It is clear that Israel has
nothing to gain from giving away land, as we have seen in the past — and even the recent past, in the episode twelve years ago
in the Suez Canal. Especially during the past year, every time talk of surrendering territory is made known, there is a new wave
of terrorism, increasing death and destruction, as we can clearly see.
Letter from Kislev, 5729 - 1968

2. http://ph.yhb.org.il/06-05-04/
3. http://ph.yhb.org.il/06-05-05/
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As I said, I was not referring to the City’s true fate, but to the secret bargaining which is taking place in the inner diplomatic
circles — which is quite publicized amongst the gentiles — regarding which part of the liberated territories to surrender, and
which parts not to surrender. Though they have been carrying out this perilous bargaining for over a year, and even at the
outset there were many who were of the opinion to return it, lately this belief has become more rampant.
Letter from Lubavitcher Rebbe to Rabbi Moshe Levinger in Hebron. December 12, 1968

29.

All of the pressure, concessions and so on, are founded in, and encouraged by certain well-known, (Jewish) influential groups
within Israel itself, whose influence on international relations is, at times, absolute. Moreover, they actually invite pressure,
either directly or indirectly! An undeniable proof to this - one that I have already pointed out many times and that has even
been publicized in the papers - is the fact that immediately after the Six-Day War they sent an official, though inconspicuous
delegation, made-up of government representatives (ministers) to Washington with an offer to give back all of the territories
that the Jews recaptured, in exchange for so-called “peace”.
Letter of the Rebbe, Likkutei Sichos p. 561

30.

The Rabbis who declared that territories may be surrendered “for peace” based their opinion, among other things, on the
information supplied to them (not by military experts) that territorial concessions would advance the cause of peace with the
Arabs. Hence, they argued that the principle of pikuach nefesh that is at the root of the “straw and chaff’ rule is not relevant to
the situation at hand, but to the contrary. Actually, it is clear from the said Halachah that the deciding factor is not what the
enemy demands or promises, but whether it is a case of tiftach ha’aretz lifneihem — opening the land before the enemy; in
other words, giving them an opportunity to breach the defenses. Whether or not the return of territories would indeed be such
a case is, of course, for the military experts to decide, and not for politicians.
Letter from Lubavitcher Rebbe 1981 - 5741 to Chief Rabbi Immanuel Jakobovits of Great Britain

31.

I recently heard a bizarre and shocking rumor -- that the Israeli government is discussing and planning to give away portions of
the Land of Israel. The discussions are currently focused on a five year plan called ‘autonomy’. Discussions of autonomy plans
are just a prelude to surrendering parts of the Land of Israel — and not just small territories, rather large expansive parts such
as Judea, Samaria, Gaza, Hebron, and Jerusalem etc. This involves life-and-death issues!
As has been stated, it is irrelevant what the Jews think or say, and how they interpret it. What matters is how the gentiles
understand it. They interpret the plan as one eventually leading to the surrender of parts of the Land of Israel and the
establishment of a Palestinian state. You understand Arabic — so go and ask the Arabs who live there what their intention is in
discussing a five year autonomy plan. You will see that they will tell you that their intention is that they will actually be given
parts of the Land of Israel for the purpose of establishing a Palestinian state. It automatically follows that it is totally irrelevant
how the Jews interpret, it because what matters is how the gentiles view the issue.
Public conversation of Lubavitcher Rebbe with Transportation Minister Moshe Katzav, Jan 15, 1992

E6] Rabbi Elazer Shach

32.

Letter 29 Nov 1978
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E7] Chief Rabbi Lord Immanuel Jakobovits

33.

No rabbinical authority disputes that our claim to a Divine mandate ... extends over the entire Holy Land within its historic
borders and that halachically we have no right to surrender this claim. But what is questionable is whether we must, or indeed
may, assert it at the risk of thousands of lives, if not the life of the State itself.
Any religious law is set aside, even fasting on Yom Kippur, if it involves a danger to life. Rabbis, in giving such rulings in
respect of individuals, are required to rely on expert medical opinion to determine what constitutes such danger in particular
cases. Similarly, it would seem, we are halachically compelled to leave the judgement on what provides the optimum security
for Jewish life in Israel to the verdict of military and political experts, not rabbis. Included as a major factor in this difficult
judgement must also be the overriding concern to preserve the Jewish character of Israel which may clearly depend on the
proportion of Jews within the State. For in the suspension of religious laws for life-saving purposes, the threat to Jewish
spiritual life and to physical life is considered alike. Most importantly also to be borne in mind must be some more intangible
factors of Jewish religious and moral concern. The present ceding of some territory, if necessary and consistent with security
requirements, may conceivably be justified as a ringing act of faith to promote regional, and indeed international peace, and
as a goodwill gesture of immense value to establish friendly relations with the neighbouring peoples, ideals of human
fellowship to which Judaism is passionately dedicated.
In an altogether unique category is Jerusalem. It enjoys a sanctity of its own and is the common possession of all Jews,
wherever they may live, the gateway of all their prayers, the symbol of all their hopes, and now happily also the spiritual heart
of Jewish learning, circulating inspiration to the most distant parts of our dispersion. To save life, one can amputate a limb or
even excise parts of some internal organs. But not the heart!
If Only My People - pub. Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1984

E8] R’ Aharon Lichtenstein

34.

At the same time, argue the proponents of this position, there are military and political professionals who maintain that there
is a reasonable chance that the present government's plan will save – again, in the long term – human lives, and/or it will
preserve the Jewish demographic character of the state. There is no certainty regarding these issues, but in the opinion of
many, there is also no certainty in the opposite direction. It is difficult to predict the future, and only a few days ago we read of
prophets who saw "vain and foolish visions," and, as opposed to Yirmiyahu, fed the public, who thirsted for their words,
"burdens of falsehood and deceit." In any event, according to this argument, we should define the present decision as one
involving the possible saving of lives (they obviously admit that there exists a danger to lives in the opposite direction, that in
the short term the disengagement might put people's lives in greater danger, but, according to them, the matter remains
uncertain), and examine every halakhic ruling connected to the matter accordingly.
...... For example, what advice would His Honor give to a disciple of my revered teacher, Rabbi Yosef Dov Soloveitchik, ztz"l,
who resolutely asserted that there is no prohibition to hand over portions of the Land of Israel to the nations of the world when
there are considerations of saving lives, and even said that when we come to define these considerations, we must take into
account the views of military and political leaders? And if someone thinks that, from a purely political perspective, the
prospects of removing the settlements are greater than the dangers, and he anticipates that it will contribute to the saving of
lives, and he wishes to participate in the initiative relying on the Rashba (Responsa, I, 413): "And even the most pious of the
pious are not permitted to do their work by way of trust [in God], but only in the manner of the world" ............
His Honor opens with the assertion that removing Jewish settlements is forbidden by Torah law because of the prohibition of
"Lo techanem"? However, it is common knowledge that His Honor permits the sale of land in the Land of Israel in order to
deal with the problems of the Sabbatical year, and that He even encourages people to rely on this allowance. The problem of
"Lo techanem" also arises in connection with this sale, and as is known, the leading halakhic authorities have discussed the
issue since the days of Rav Kook, ztz"l. Among the arguments in support of the allowance, it has been suggested that the
prohibition only applies to the seven Canaanite nations, or, at the very least, that it is limited to idolaters, a category that does
not include Moslems.

Extracts from a letter written by Rav Aharon Lichtenstein to Rav Avraham Shapira in Aug 2005 concerning disengagement
from Gaza
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E9] R’ Yosef Ber Soloveitchik
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35.

98 wng 'crv apb

E10] Rabbi J David Bleich

36.

These comments are of course predicated upon the assumption that return of territory within a disputed area will not require
any Jew to divest himself of title to land acquired. Alienation of real estate within the boundaries of the Land of Israel in favor
of a non-Jew would obviously constitute a violation of lo tehanem.
It should be clearly established within the political framework of any peace settlement that Jews would enjoy the right to own
land in any portion of Eretz Yisra'el whether or not the territory in question is within the political domain of a Jewish state. A
Jew must be permitted to own land on the West Bank or even in Jordan itself, just as Arabs may, and do, own land within the
boundaries of the State of Israel. Israel has made no attempt to interfere with the right of Arabs to own property within its
borders. It should be equally clear that no Jew be required to abandon his property simply because it is located in an area to
be returned to Arab sovereignty. Hence the question of actual sale of real estate should not arise in the context of current
diplomatic negotiations. The sole question to be resolved is whether or not political sovereignty may be transferred without
violation of a biblical prohibition. According to the numerous authorities who maintain that the prohibition against transfer of
real property to non-Jews does not encompass every sale of property, but extends only to such sales which serve to enhance
permanence of dwelling, it would appear that any action which accomplishes this result would be forbidden, even if the action
in question does not involve an actual "sale" of real estate. Hence, according to these authorities, transfer of political
sovereignty would, in itself, constitute a violation of the prohibition of lo tehanem .....
It must, of course, be added that this prohibition is no different from any other and hence is suspended for purposes of
preservation of life. Accordingly, if Jewish lives hang in the balance, the sale of a parcel of land or the return of territory may
well be warranted. Yet in the absence of a state of danger, the prohibition remains fully in force. Assuredly, return of territory
cannot be countenanced in a situation in which the return of land may, in itself, contribute to increased danger by rendering
the military situation even more precarious. There is no question that, under such circumstances, Jews do not have the right to
return even the smallest piece of land within the boundaries of Eretz Yisra'el in order to gain political or economic advantages
which are not based upon considerations of security. This, in the final analysis, constitutes the most crucial element in the
analysis of the problem. The issue may be reduced to the question of whether or not return of occupied territories is indeed
vital for the preservation of the safety and security of the inhabitants of the Land of Israel.
Should territorial concessions prove to be warranted and necessary they will yet be unrelated to the ultimate, divinely
vouchsafed destiny of Israel. Considerations of security may mandate such concessions, but to no believing Jew will they
afford occasion for rejoicing.
Judea & Samaria: Settlement & Return - Contemporary Halachic Problems Vol II 1983 pp 219 ff

