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			Advance Praise for The Builder’s Stone

			“This is a thoughtful, historically-conscious, superbly written and, in my view, intellectually unanswerable wake-up call for the West. Melanie Phillips must sometimes feel she is preaching into the wilderness, but this profound and passionate book reminds us that the clock is ticking and we must heed her before it is too late.”

			—Andrew Roberts, Author of Churchill: Walking with Destiny

			“Melanie Phillips is one of the most insightful writers in the West. Her diagnosis of the West’s decay is bracing and necessary, and her prescription just as incisive.”

			—Ben Shapiro, Editor of The Daily Wire

			“Reading Melanie Phillips feels like standing in Winston Churchill’s London War Rooms facing the wall map’s array of threats to the survival of Western civilization and knowing that if we follow her lead, we can do the job: we shall prevail. Her clarity orients us, her fortitude inspires us.”

			—Ruth Wisse, Emerita Professor of Yiddish Literature and Professor of Comparative Literature at Harvard University and Author of Jews and Power
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			For my grandchildren.

			“The stone the builders rejected has become the chief corner-stone.”

			—Psalm 118:22

		

	
		
			Letter to the Reader

			The West is poised at a momentous and fateful juncture. I have written for many years about the onslaught being mounted against Western society by its enemies, both within and without. I have never felt such a strong sense of living at a key turning point in the history of civilisation itself—until now.

			In part, this is personal. I am a British Jew and I live for most of the time in Israel. I was there on October 7, 2023, that terrible day when Israelis endured the worst single attack on Jews since the Holocaust. I was there during the war that followed. It’s been impossible not to feel that we are living through a seismic episode in Jewish history.

			What’s happening, though, is far from limited to the Middle East. This book has been written against a background of unprecedented cultural tumult in the West, with a polarisation of society as deep as it is wide and a tsunami of antisemitism that terrifyingly continues to increase in force.

			As I was completing the book, Donald J. Trump was elected president of the United States for the second time.

			This abruptly halted the hitherto apparently unstoppable agenda by left-wingers and liberals in America to remake the world in their own image, for the time being at least.

			The immediate outcome of Trump’s victory was hysteria from the losing side and triumphalism from the victors.

			Both camps dismiss the idea that there is anything good at all to say about their opponents. Both camps believe that they alone can save the world. Both camps, however, are failing to recognise the true dividing lines.

			The world has shifted with a fundamental realignment of interests. The real divisions are not so much between groups as within groups. The dividing line is not between conservatives and liberals, white-skinned individuals and people of color, heterosexuals and gays. The division now is between those who want Western civilisation to continue and those who don’t.

			On one side is a coalition made up of Christians, Jews, conservatives, traditional liberals, people of color, men and women, gays and others. These are united by their support for Western civilisation and their understanding that it must reaffirm the core traditions and principles on which its unifying culture, constitutional order and cherished way of life are based.

			On the other side are Christians, Jews, purported conservatives, universalist liberals, people of color, men and women, gays and others. These are united by their resentment of Western civilisation and their aim of replacing its core traditions and principles with a brave new world of deracinated individuals, dedicated to breaking the bonds of attachment between successive generations and their nation’s inherited culture.

			These issues go far beyond American shores. Britain and much of Europe are being convulsed by a similar attempt to destroy core values of national identity and cultural self-belief, entailing a progressive collapse of social order and rationality into anarchy, stupefying imbecility and moral squalor.

			This cultural crisis is being exploited and manipulated by Islamists, who recognise in the weakness of the West their chance to conquer it and subjugate it to Islamic rule. And all this is coalescing around antisemitism and the demonisation of Israel, both the symptoms and the cause of civilisational collapse.

			The United States may still be able to turn itself around. In Britain and Europe, however, the sheer number of Islamists and the feebleness of the response to the threat they present make this the most critical front in the West’s struggle for survival.

			This cultural war of attrition has now reached a tipping point. Establishment politicians across the spectrum seem frozen in the headlamps of self-destructive ideologies and the increasing Islamist threat. Establishment liberals are attempting to silence dissent—which they demonize as “right-wing” or even “far-right”—in flagrant disregard of liberal principles of free speech and due process.

			In the face of all this, Trump has positioned himself as the leader of a cultural counter-revolution. In Europe, there has been a similar rise of “populist” leaders elected by the public to fight back against the West’s cultural death-wish.

			This is the moment when the West will either pull itself together or go over the edge of the cultural cliff. This is the moment when we all hold our breath that Western leaders will make the right call.

			For that to happen, however, these leaders need fully to understand the nature and extent of the crisis and the issues at stake. It’s about more than rolling back the scope of the state or lowering taxation to promote economic growth; it’s about more even than punishing universities that have destroyed the meaning of education, or halting the mutilation of “transgender” children, or throwing out illegal immigrants.

			These are all attempts to deal with the results of what’s gone wrong. What’s needed is to address the cause—the forces that have driven the supposed apex of reason, conscience and progress that is Western society off the intellectual, moral and cultural rails into unreason, demoralisation and a pre-modern atavism.

			This is at root a spiritual problem, a crisis over meaning and purpose. That takes us headfirst into the issue of religious belief. And many people get very frightened by talk of religion. Hackles immediately rise; politicians (especially in Britain) run for cover; people feel threatened, hectored or just bored.

			But it’s a key issue behind the West’s civilizational travails. A spiritual vacuum underpins the denigration of the nation, the abandonment of the family, the destruction of education; it has shaped contempt for the past and despair about the future; it has replaced emotional health by a profound loneliness. All these things are connected.

			People need to know how they can begin to tackle this. They need to have the tools to address it; they need to know those tools exist and how useful they can be. The October 7 pogrom in Israel and the reaction to it that followed brought both the extent of the West’s existential sickness and its most promising antidote into the sharpest possible focus.

			That’s what this book is about.

			It’s not a book that’s aimed at religious believers. It’s not aimed at converting non-religious folk into people of faith. There are many for whom religion is anathema, a total turn-off. There are people who feel it just doesn’t speak to them. I get that.

			Nor is it aimed at readers from any one cultural, religious or philosophical group. It’s not trying to write off any such group. It’s not trying to argue that any system of belief or unbelief is wrong.

			It’s instead an attempt to lay out what I see as the predicament facing Western civilization and what needs to be addressed if that civilization is to survive. It’s a book for everyone from every culture or creed who wants it to do so.

			What the West needs to learn above all at this key moment is resilience—how it can best defend itself, what it needs to do to shore itself up, what it takes for a culture to survive. I believe it can learn such resilience from the experience of the Jewish people. The Jews’ unique selling point throughout history has been as a culture of survival—as the State of Israel has once again shown the rest of the world.

			I’m not seeking to minimise or dismiss the challenges, dilemmas and questions thrown up by religious belief. I don’t claim to have the answers to them. Nor do I presume to say whether the West can actually survive. I have no answer to that either.

			All I can do is lay out the choices that need to be made if it has any chance of doing so—and the consequences of those choices, both for good and for ill. It’s then up to you to decide.

			I hope we all get that right. Our lives depend on it.

			Melanie Phillips

			Jerusalem, January 2025
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			The Inflection Point

			How the West Treated the Choice Between Civilization and Barbarism

			Western civilization is at a critical inflection point. The Hamas-led pogrom in Israel on October 7, 2023, which resulted in the largest and most barbaric single slaughter of Jews since the Holocaust, presented the West with a clear choice. Would it support civilization or barbarism?

			It did not choose civilization. By lining up with Israel’s enemies, either through active support or by undermining the Jewish state’s attempt to defend itself against a genocidal enemy, the West’s political and cultural classes put wind in the sails of those out to destroy both the West and civilization itself. What this starkly illuminated was that Western elites had lost not only their conscience but also their minds.

			It has often been said that the Jews are the canary in the coal mine. A society that turns on the Jews is a society in deep trouble. The reaction to the October 7 onslaught showed just how much trouble the West is in. It revealed a culture in an advanced state of decay and disintegration. More than that, it also pointed to why that was so. Even more remarkably, as this book will show, the explanation suggests that the Jewish targets of this onslaught could become the West’s salvation.

			The fact that the Jews were the target of this explosion of hatred and malice wasn’t an incidental by-product of Western decadence. The unprecedented onslaught occurred because the Jews are central to Western civilization—a society against which the West itself has venomously and self-destructively turned. The culture wars over race and gender that have so roiled society in recent years are but the latest manifestation of the same story. October 7 turbo-charged the West’s decades-long process of cultural suicide.

			After a depraved pogrom perpetrated by barbarians who slaughtered more than 1,200 Israelis, dragged some 250 of them back into Gaza as hostages to be abused or murdered, and vowed to repeat the exercise until Israel was destroyed, one might have thought people in the West would resolutely stand up for the defense of the innocent against a very great evil.

			Not a bit of it. Sympathy and support for Israel lasted a few hours. What then erupted was a tsunami of brazen, frenzied Israel-hatred and antisemitism.

			The Vortex of Intellectual Corruption

			Massive demonstrations took place week after week on the city streets and campuses of the West. Mobs of Muslims, the hard left, and other supporters of the Palestinian cause chanted for the destruction of Israel, jihadi holy war, and the murder of Jews everywhere. Other than a few arrests, the police by and large did nothing to stop this incitement. They were paralyzed partly by an inability to make a distinction between intimidation and freedom of speech, partly by ignorance of what the chanting signified, but mostly by fear that the mobs were simply too enormous to deal with.

			In Britain, doctors, teachers, lawyers, charity workers, actors, film directors, novelists, politicians, civil servants, church leaders, and the media all recycled Hamas propaganda lies and blood libels against Israel with patently ludicrous accusations of genocide and war crimes. Jewish writers were cancelled; comedians made antisemitic remarks in front of audiences baying with hatred of Jews; in Britain, France, and Japan, Israelis were turned away from vacation apartments and hotels,1 and a British plumbing firm refused to work for “Zionists.”2 Jews avoided talking about Israel, concealed any ties they had with the Jewish state, and increasingly hid any visible signs that they were Jews at all.

			On campus, there was widespread intimidation of Jewish students. In Britain, two Jewish chaplains at the University of Leeds, Zecharia and Nava Deutsch, were forced into hiding after death and rape threats when it was discovered that Zecharia had served with the Israel Defense Forces (IDF) after October 7.3

			In America, Jewish students and teachers were forced to take shelter in locked libraries or offices4 and blocked from classrooms.5 At Harvard,6 Columbia,7 University of Massachusetts Amherst,8 and Tulane,9 Jewish students were assaulted.

			These mobs called for revolution and “death to America” as well as “death to Israel.” Jewish counter-protesters were taunted with yells of “Go back to Poland,” where their ancestors had been slaughtered in pogroms and wiped out in the Holocaust.10

			Faced with this explosion of anti-Jewish intimidation, incitement, and abuse among both faculty and students, university heads ran for cover. At a US congressional committee on education and the workforce, the presidents of Harvard, the University of Pennsylvania, and MIT each refused to say that calling for the genocide of Jews violated their codes of conduct on bullying and harassment, claiming that it all depended on the “context.” What conceivable context could there be to find acceptable any calls for the genocide of the Jews?

			Some people decided to fight back. Bill Ackman, a billionaire investor and Harvard graduate, led a campaign of disinvestment against the Harvard president, Claudine Gay, in which rather more came to light than the moral obtuseness of her congressional appearance. Not only was she accused of being a serial plagiarist, worse still, the academics she was said to have plagiarized had effectively given her a free pass for doing so. This was because she was a black woman, a double score on the diversity, equity, and inclusion index, which had hitherto made her position untouchable.

			Gay was finally forced to resign her post, although she retained her $900,000 a year position at Harvard as a professor of government and of African and African American studies. She didn’t revise her shocking “contextualization” of the genocide smear against Israel but cast herself as a victim of racial animus—a spin echoed in liberal circles. The BBC reported:

			For her right-wing critics, Dr Gay—who is black—represents much of what they loathe about modern American higher education, which they view as being dominated by a left-wing ideology that places a greater emphasis on ethnic and gender diversity than on academic rigour.11

			This was key. Gay’s resignation didn’t just result from a disturbing tin ear to antisemitism. The affair also revealed that the cesspit of hate-filled propaganda that so many universities had become was the outcome of the anti-Western, post-truth, post-moral, “critical theory” agenda that had supplanted robust academic scholarship and inquiry. What this furor had exposed was that the poisonous anti-Israel agenda on campus was merely an outlier for the intellectual corruption that had destroyed academic integrity.

			As Ackman wrote:

			I ultimately concluded that antisemitism was not the core of the problem. It was simply a troubling warning sign—it was the “canary in the coal mine”—despite how destructive it was in impacting student life and learning on campus.

			I came to learn that the root cause of antisemitism at Harvard was an ideology that had been promulgated on campus, an oppressor/oppressed framework, that provided the intellectual bulwark behind the protests, helping to generate anti-Israel and anti-Jewish hate speech and harassment.12

			No Ordinary Protests

			Ackman was on to something important. The relationship between anti-Israel feeling and broader Western cultural decline is a bit like an ocean which sustains a complex and interdependent ecosystem that becomes increasingly visible only if you’re prepared to dive deep below the surface.

			Although antisemitism has long been out of control in tandem with the adoption of Palestinianism as the cause of causes, progressive circles in Britain and America have always maintained that they don’t hate Jews, only Israel and “Zionism.”

			This specious distinction was ripped apart after October 7 by the pro-Hamas mobs who stopped even bothering to pretend. In April 2024, delegates at a National Union of Students conference in Britain voted by a huge majority, in a session that began with calls to “dismantle” the Jewish state as a “racist project of colonialism,” to stop recognizing their Jewish members’ main representative body, the Union of Jewish Students, because of its support for Israel.13 And there were many other examples of Jews being targeted as Jews, including the open circulation of classic deranged tropes such as the Jews’ supposed conspiratorial powers, lust for money, penchant for child-killing, and so on.

			Most bizarre of all was that posters of the Israeli hostages displayed on walls and street furniture were torn down. Week after week, in city after city, and in country after country, they were put up and then torn down; they were put back up and then they were torn down again. And the faces of the people tearing them down were often twisted and convulsed with violent hatred and rage.

			What kind of pathological mental disorder, one might ask, lies behind the frenzied tearing down of pictures of innocent people, including children and babies, who have been kidnapped by murderers and torturers?

			This was a level of hysterical and obsessional hatred that is applied to no other country or cause in the world, however terrible they truly are. Nobody is holding demonstrations calling for the destruction of Syria, Russia, or North Korea on the grounds of their all-too-real crimes against humanity. What is so uniquely terrible about Israel—the only democracy, moreover, in a Middle East of real tyrants and mass murderers? How on earth could the Western world—the supposed acme of reason, of intelligence, of modernity, progress, conscience—have descended to this perverse, crazy, and atavistic level?

			It follows from this puzzle that these clearly weren’t ordinary political protests. Indeed, Israel’s supposedly oppressive behavior and the fate of the supposedly oppressed Palestinians weren’t actually the point of them at all. This uprising of hatred was in fact the unacknowledged climax of a sustained onslaught upon Western civilization from both within and without.

			The Palestinian Wedge Issue

			The first clue to the puzzle was that these demonstrations started on October 7 itself. The Israelis not only had not yet gone to war in Gaza, they were still desperately trying to prevent even more Israelis being murdered in southern Israel. The pogrom was still going on when the first demonstration was held in London. And the point was that it was a demonstration by Muslims, and they were ecstatic over the slaughter of Jews.

			Although many non-Muslims have been joining in these demonstrations, the pro-Palestinian, anti-Israel movement that took to the streets in the West has been led by gloating, Hamas-supporting Muslims. They believed that a starting gun had been fired for the final battle in their apocalyptic war to destroy not only Israel but also the rest of the non-Muslim world. Their thinking went like this: “We’ve broken through Israeli defenses; they are no longer secure against us. We’ve killed them; we’ve seized them. They never thought we would do that, nobody thought we’d do that, we didn’t think we’d do it, but we’ve done it. We’re on our way now to destroy Israel, we’re on our way now to destroy the Jewish people, and behind the destruction of Israel and the Jewish people lies the West. The west is now open for us to conquer.”

			This uprising wasn’t spontaneous. It was organized by an alliance between anti-Israel, pro-Palestinian groups and Islamists from Hamas, the Muslim Brotherhood, and Iranian activist and terror cells that had embedded themselves in the West.

			The war that started on October 7, however, wasn’t just a war against Israel and the Jews. It was a new front in the Islamic holy war against the West that took the battle onto a higher and triumphalist level.

			The Islamists were able to bring onto the streets demonstrators from both the hard left and liberal circles as a result of the weaponization of the Palestinian cause. Support for the Palestinian Arabs has been axiomatic for decades throughout progressive circles in the West. That support is fueled by beliefs that Israel is a “settler-colonialist” state, that the indigenous and therefore rightful inhabitants of the land are the Palestinian Arabs, that the Israelis are in illegal occupation of the “West Bank” and Gaza, and that in all the “occupied territories,” they cruelly oppress the Palestinian people towards whom they behave with brutality and a wanton disregard for life.

			Every one of those beliefs is a monstrous lie. Yet every one of them has accrued the unchallengeable authority of holy writ, because decades of Palestinian Arab propaganda have found fertile soil in the self-hating catechism of the Western liberal elites.

			This dogma represents Israel as “colonialist” because it’s seen as part of the West, which is deemed to be intrinsically hateful towards other cultures. To such ideologues, just as the West is intrinsically white and is therefore innately powerful and oppressive, Israeli Jews are assumed to be white and are therefore also innately powerful and oppressive.

			The fact that most Israeli Jews are brown or black skinned is ignored. Moreover, Western culture is riddled with the antisemitic canard—on both left and right—that the Jews are a cabal that controls Western institutions and governments in its own interests.

			So the actual oppression of Israeli Jews by Muslims intent upon their destruction was transformed into the assumed oppression of Muslims by Israeli Jews. The Palestinian attempt at the genocide of the Jews was labelled “resistance,” while Israel’s resistance to being annihilated was labelled “genocide.”

			Those who made these eye-watering reversals blithely ignored the fact that among the Palestinian Arabs who were killed by the IDF in Gaza were thousands of Hamas terrorists, as well as those killed by an estimated one-tenth of the Hamas rockets that were aimed at Israel but had fallen short and landed inside Gaza. Instead, they presented the wildly and ludicrously inflated Hamas “civilian” casualty figures as fact, falsely and venomously painting the IDF as deliberate child killers.

			Refusing to distinguish between the Hamas aggressors and their Israeli victims, they screamed for a cease-fire by Israel. None of them called for Hamas to surrender, which would have stopped all the killing immediately. An Israeli cease-fire, by contrast, would ensure yet more murderous attacks against the Jewish state and condemn yet more Israeli civilians to be butchered, tortured, and raped.

			The narrative of Palestinian victimization by Israel has been mainstream and uncontested for decades. Those who call it out as a big lie find themselves denounced as extremists. In Britain, there are virtually no mainstream platforms where it’s possible to speak against the fundamental falsehoods and distortions on which it is based.

			The Palestinian cause has served as a wedge issue through which the West has been suborned and knocked off its moral compass altogether. Through their near-universal absorption of these distortions about the Middle East, Western elites have come to support victimizers over victims, aggression over defense, lies over truth. With their brains fried by these Palestinian falsehoods, they no longer even know how to think.

			None of this, though, could have gained such lethal traction had it not been for far deeper changes in Western culture.

			The Weaponization of Liberal Values

			The Palestinian narrative has been wildly successful in exploiting a self-destructive weakness in indigenous Western society. For several decades, Western elites have held that the West was born in the sins of racism and colonialism. Critical race theory holds that white society is intrinsically evil for having oppressed people of color and that therefore national identity in the West is itself intrinsically evil.

			In the US, the Pulitzer Prize-winning journalist Nikole Hannah-Jones created the “1619 Project,” an attempt to claim that America was not created in 1776—with the foundational US Declaration of Independence—but in 1619, when slavery was introduced to North America. In 1995, in response to a student newspaper article calling American Indians “savages,” she wrote:

			The white race is the biggest murderer, rapist, pillager and thief of the modern world…. The crimes they committed were unnecessarily cruel and can only be described as acts of the devil.14

			Having decided that the West was ineradicably rotten to the core, Western elites set out to create a new culture that would usher in the brotherhood of man and eradicate hatred, prejudice, and war.

			Their brave new world junked biblical religion with all its constraints on behavior and revolved instead around self-gratification. Everybody had the right to live as they wanted; nobody could say that their way of life was better or worse than anyone else’s; no one had the right to say that their culture was better or worse than any other. The West no longer had the right to say it was better than any other culture. That was “racism.”

			At the heart of all of this was the doctrine that there was no such thing as objective truth. Everything was relative; everything was a matter of opinion. Because there was no truth, feelings became more important than facts.

			So the West abandoned the codes of morality, conscience, truth and lies, personal responsibility, and duty to others in favor of a culture of the self. It also turned against the very idea of the nation-state. It was the nation-state, it said, that had created hatred, prejudice, and war.

			Junking affinity to the nation-state meant junking its inherited traditions and the biblical codes on which Western culture was based. This willed loss of historical memory destroyed the very meaning of education as the transmission of a culture from one generation to the next. That process of transmission is the way a culture survives. But now, the Western nation’s historic culture was no longer to be allowed to exist. Instead, it was to be replaced by multiculturalism—a babel of cultures all given equal status with each other—which was to be facilitated through mass immigration and porous borders.

			Since the nation-state was held to be the fount of prejudice, colonialism, and war, national culture and laws had to be trumped by universalist institutions and laws such as the UN, international law, and “human rights” legislated by international courts.

			Human rights lawyers maintain that “universal” laws prohibiting genocide and crimes against humanity will hold war criminals and genocidists to account in transnational courts and tribunals, and as a result, will not only deliver justice for these crimes but will also help prevent such atrocities from taking place.

			But principles of justice, freedom, and tolerance are not universal. They are core principles of the West alone. Uprooting them from the Western civilization that gave them birth has turned them into weapons to be deployed against the West by its enemies.

			The October 7 pogrom exposed the core belief in “universal human rights” to be a murderous fantasy. International law did not deter Hamas and clearly would not deter it from repeated onslaughts in future, nor would it deter Hezbollah, Iran, or any other rogue actors intent upon perpetrating evil in the world.

			Instead, it has been used by transnational human rights institutions to accuse the Israeli victims of genocide of the very crime to which they were subjected in order to give the genocidal aggressors of Hamas a free pass and help them in their goal of destroying the Jewish state.

			The UN is the supposed guarantor of peace and justice in the world. It stands at the apex of the belief that universal human rights law and supranational institutions such as the International Court of Justice and the International Criminal Court are the antidote to the destruction, tyranny, and injustices meted out by individual nations and cultures upon each other.

			In fact, the UN does not end dictatorships or prevent aggressive wars but actually facilitates injustice and helps perpetuate tyranny and terror. This is because, as a body that is now made up of almost all the world’s sovereign states, a large number of its member nations are themselves tyrannies, kleptocracies, and sponsors of terrorism.

			As a result, UN bodies concerned with protecting human rights consist of human rights abusers. Among countries elected as members of the UN’s Human Rights Council for the 2024–26 term were Burundi, China, and Cuba. Meanwhile, the Islamic Republic of Iran, whose illegal drive to develop nuclear weapons has terrified the free world and preoccupied the International Atomic Energy Authority for decades, was actually appointed to the presidency of the UN’s Conference on Disarmament from March to May 2024.

			Since most of these human rights abusers oppose the existence of Israel, the world body that supposedly supports peace and justice promotes instead a vicious and relentless war of demonization against the democratic, human rights-obsessed Jewish state.

			Although right from the start there was undeniable evidence of widespread rape during the Hamas pogrom, it took the United Nations eight weeks to say anything about this, finally stating merely that it was “alarmed” by accounts of “gender-based atrocities and sexual violence” during the Hamas attacks.

			UN institutions single out Israel for unfounded, defamatory attack. In 2023, the UN General Assembly rebuked Israel in fourteen resolutions compared with seven dealing with the rest of the world combined. Every session of the UN Human Rights Council features a standing agenda item targeting Israel while singling out no other country in the world in this way.15

			The UN’s special rapporteur tasked with investigating Israel’s supposed human rights “violations,” Francesca Albanese, has a history of vicious bigotry against both Israel and the Jewish people. She has said that “America is subjugated by the Jewish lobby,” and in 2022, she told a Hamas conference, “You have a right to resist.”16 The same year, she was condemned for “blatant antisemitic rhetoric” by the US special envoy to monitor and combat antisemitism, Deborah Lipstadt.17

			In 2021, the UN created a unique commission of inquiry without limit of time into Israel’s alleged human rights abuses. Its remit is to examine the “root causes” of the Arab-Israel conflict, including alleged “systematic discrimination” based on race. The commission’s chairman, Navi Pillay, has publicly accused Israel of being an “apartheid state” and has signed petitions lobbying governments to “sanction apartheid Israel.” Her commission was clearly set up to libel Israel and damn it for the apparent crime of its very existence, with the imprimatur of the UN.18

			Following the October 7 pogrom and Israel’s subsequent war against Hamas in Gaza, South Africa brought accusations of genocide against Israel to the UN’s International Court of Justice (ICJ). This was an inversion of reality. Israel was the victim of attempted genocide by Hamas and its patron, Iran, which openly declare their intention to erase every Jew from the planet and wipe Israel off the map. Israel went to war in Gaza solely to prevent the genocide of its people after the depraved atrocities of October 7 and the declared intention of Hamas to repeat these again and again until Israel ceases to exist.

			In January 2024, the ICJ ruled that Israel must “take all measures within its power” to prevent a genocide. Since Israel’s war in Gaza was intended to destroy Hamas and not to destroy uninvolved Palestinians—whose lives Israel had in fact gone out its way to protect—this was a malicious smear against Israel designed to harm it in the eyes of the world and thus weaken its defenses against the truly genocidal Hamas. And since the court drew uncritically upon Hamas propaganda produced by the UN to support such a smear, the court was thus implicitly aiding Hamas’s onslaught.

			On the very day that the court issued its ruling, evidence arrived that UN sources upon which the court had drawn were themselves tainted by Hamas’s agenda. No fewer than twelve officials of the UN Relief and Works Agency (UNRWA) were sacked after Israeli intelligence discovered that they had been personally involved in the October 7 pogrom.19 In addition, the monitoring group UN Watch uncovered evidence that more than three thousand UNRWA teachers had celebrated the atrocities on social media.20

			UN agencies and officials operating in Gaza, along with government aid organizations and non-governmental organizations claiming to promote human rights and humanitarian aid, were complicit in aiding Hamas as it built its vast terror infrastructure. As documented in a paper for the BESA Center at Israel’s Bar-Ilan University, they had diverted aid money to Hamas to fund its terrorist activities, provided propaganda and disinformation support to Hamas in discrediting Israel, and indoctrinated Gazan schoolchildren to hate Jews.21

			The significance of all this is far greater than a concerted global attack on Israel, chilling as that is in itself. Liberal precepts said to promote a fairer, more compassionate and peaceful world have been turned into weapons of injustice, hatred, and the destruction of the innocent. The edifice of global liberal values erected after the Nazi genocide of the Jews in order to defend Western civilization hasn’t just turned against the Jews. It also threatens to destroy the West, both from within and without.

			Dissolving Social Bonds at Home

			Anyone who imagines that the liberal witch hunt against Israel has nothing to do with the West’s internal difficulties couldn’t be more mistaken. For the orthodoxies of universalism and “human rights” that have been weaponized against Israel have also eaten away at the integrity of Western nations. These ideologies have crippled the West’s ability to defend itself against outside attack by progressively destroying from within its historic values, understanding of itself, and national self-confidence.

			In Britain, Western Europe, and America, universalist dogma has made it impossible to prevent mass migration from overwhelming the capacity of these nations to assimilate so many newcomers in both practical and cultural terms, causing overwhelmed public services, social divisions, and a fracturing of national identity.

			By dissolving bonds of nation and community, and by replacing social ties of moral responsibility with a culture of entitlement, universalist ideology has given rise to group rights and identity politics that set people against each other in a decibel auction of unrealizable expectations. Since this agenda has been imposed by political and cultural elites upon populations that bitterly resent the attack on their historic national identity, a chasm has opened between the governing classes and large sections of the public who are staring aghast at what they perceive to be the destruction of their culture.

			Islamism Stalks the West

			The West’s abandonment of its biblically-based structures created a vacuum into which the Islamists have marched. They understood something that the West had forgotten—that religion was essential to a culture’s understanding of itself, and that without a religious underpinning, no culture would survive. They understood that the West was evacuating its culture of religion, meaning, and purpose, and so would no longer be prepared to defend it.

			In addition, Western nations weren’t having enough children to service their economies and support the increasingly top-heavy burden of people living ever-longer lives. As a result, they looked to the ever more mobile developing world for sources of immigrant labor. The Islamists accordingly seized their chance.

			According to the Pew Research Center, Islam is the fastest-growing religion in Europe. Between 2010 and 2016, 53 percent of all migrants to Europe were Muslim. Their distribution wasn’t even: Eastern European countries such as Hungary and Poland admitted very few Muslims, while Britain, Germany, France, and other Western European countries saw significant Muslim growth. Pew has estimated that the Muslim share of the population in thirty European countries will rise from 4.9 percent in 2016 to anywhere between 7.4 percent and 14 percent by 2050.22

			The majority of Muslims simply want to have a job, raise a family, live quietly, and enjoy the human rights of the West. However, a very large proportion refuse to assimilate or fit in; they intimidate or attack the host population, and they demand that their host societies adapt to Islamic precepts. These Islamists have asserted themselves by both violent and constitutional or cultural means.

			In the wake of the October 7 massacre and during the ensuing war in Gaza, imams in Britain, Spain, Australia, and America delivered sermons inciting the murder of Jews, praising suicide bombers, and calling on Muslims to wage jihad against the “infidel West.”23

			In Britain, where in the first six months of 2024, attacks on Jews were 44 percent higher than in the same period the previous year, a disproportionate number of Muslims and Arabs were involved in attacks against Jews. The Community Security Trust, Britain’s Jewish community security organization, recorded the ethnicity of attackers in under a third of these cases, showing that 44 percent were white, 30 percent Arab or North African, 15 percent south or southeast Asian, and 12 percent black.24 In the last UK census taken in 2021, Asians accounted for 9.3 percent of the total population; 6.5 percent volunteered that they were Muslim, 6 percent were Arab, and 4.2 percent were black.25

			Across Europe, both Muslims and non-Muslims have been involved in the eruption of anti-Israel and anti-Jewish hatred and violence in which antisemitism has effectively been normalized and has left Jews traumatized, shaken, and scared. Surveys taken across Europe, however, repeatedly show that antisemitic attitudes are proportionately far higher among Muslims than in the general population.

			In November 2024, mobs of Arabs and other Muslims in Amsterdam launched a planned and co-ordinated onslaught against hundreds of Israeli football fans after a match in the city between the Israeli team Maccabi Tel Aviv and the Dutch team Ajax. The Muslims, who had been demonstrating all week against Israel, declared they were looking for Jews to teach them a lesson about “Free Palestine.” They hunted the Jews down in the streets, beat and stabbed them and ran them over with cars. Some Jews jumped into the canals to escape.26 Despite the fact that attacks on Dutch Jews had become increasingly frequent, Dutch police officers said in October 2024 that they would refuse to guard Jewish institutions because of “moral objections” to Israel.27

			In France, Muslims have regularly murdered Jews simply because they were Jews. Sammy Ghozlan, the president of the country’s National Office for Vigilance Against Antisemitism, which lists anti-Jewish acts and helps their victims, has said that almost all violent antisemitic acts committed in France over the past two decades have been committed by Muslims.28

			Muslim extremism and violence threaten not just Europe’s Jews but the population as a whole.

			Ultra-liberal Sweden, where almost 23 percent of the population were born abroad, has the highest per capita number of deadly shootings of twenty-two European countries. According to the newspaper Dagens Nyheter, 85 percent of shooting suspects are first- or second-generation immigrants from countries such as Syria, Iraq, and Afghanistan. The police have described the violence as “an entirely different kind of brutality than we’ve seen before” with degrading treatment by assailants.29

			In Austria, where Muslims have been disproportionately involved in sexual and other violent attacks and have repeatedly targeted Christians and churches, researchers discovered in 2023 that mosques were actively teaching Muslim youths not to befriend native Austrians or any other non-Muslims.30

			In May 2024, more than a thousand Islamic extremists marched through the streets of Hamburg demanding that Germany be reconstituted as an Islamic state governed by sharia.31

			In France, a survey published by Le Journal du Dimanche in January 2024 reported that 45 percent of French Muslims wanted the total destruction of Israel, 42 percent set respect for Islamic sharia law above respect for the laws of the French republic, and 36 percent wanted churches to be transformed into mosques.32

			Three men have been beheaded in France by radicalized Muslims: Samuel Paty, a schoolteacher, in 2020, Hervé Cornara, a small business entrepreneur, in 2015, and Father Jacques Hamel in 2016 while saying mass in an almost empty Normandy church.

			France has at least 751 designated “sensitive urban zones” where Muslim gangs and radical imams are in charge. Non-Muslims can live there on condition that they accept the status of dhimmi (tolerated second-class citizen), bow their heads, and admit that they live in a territory ruled by Islam.33

			In Britain, rape and pimping gangs composed mostly of Pakistani-heritage Muslims preyed on thousands of young white teenage girls for some two decades before The Times exposed the scandal in 2011. Police and welfare workers had turned a blind eye to this wholesale abuse for fear of being accused of “racism.”34 Despite the subsequent criminal convictions of many perpetrators, this pattern of abuse has reportedly never stopped.35

			In 2021, a teacher at Batley Grammar School in West Yorkshire was forced into hiding by death threats and Muslim mobs after he displayed to a class discussing the limits of free speech a cartoon of Islam’s founder, Mohammed. The teacher remains in hiding in fear for his life.36

			In 2013, it was revealed that, in some schools in the Midlands city of Birmingham, Muslim parents were hounding principals and manipulating appointments order to adapt the curriculum and school practices to Islamic precepts. The former head of counter-terror policing, Sir Peter Clarke, who wrote a report on the affair for the government, concluded that there had been “co-ordinated, deliberate and sustained action, carried out by a number of associated individuals, to introduce an intolerant and aggressive Islamic ethos into a few schools in Birmingham.”37 He later observed that the government hadn’t acted on most of his recommendations, even though similar attempts to Islamize British schools were undoubtedly occurring elsewhere.

			And what has now arrived in Britain is Muslim sectarian politics.

			After the October 7 pogrom, British Muslims were furious that the Labour Party leader, Sir Keir Starmer—who later became prime minister—had said Israel had a right to defend itself and had refused for months to call for an immediate cease-fire in Gaza. As a result, at the July 2024 general election, there were numerous abusive, threatening, and violent Muslim attacks on Labour candidates—even though the Labour Party took an overwhelmingly pro-Palestinian position.

			Five candidates were elected as independent MPs on a platform of Gaza/Palestine, an issue of zero concern to the general British electorate. Constituencies with a Muslim population of 20 percent or more saw a 23-point drop in support for Labour, leading to the loss of no fewer than five parliamentary Labour seats to these “Gaza-Palestine” independents. In areas with a significant Muslim population that was below 20 percent, several other Labour MPs held onto their seats by a whisker.

			In addition, a Muslim political caucus emerged making a list of demands as the price for the support of the Muslim community. Those demands included turning Israel into a pariah state and adapting certain aspects of British society to Islamic precepts and demands.38

			It looked horribly as if the barbarians weren’t just at the gates of Europe but had tunneled underneath to rise up within Western nations as if from nowhere—at least, so it seemed to those who hadn’t been paying sufficient attention to the very clear warning signs that had been flashing for decades.

			Britain’s elites, however, still had their heads in the sand. Anyone who attempted to discuss the increasing problems of Islamization and mass uncontrolled immigration was—as always—denounced as a racist and “Islamophobe.”

			In August 2024, rioting took place for days after the British-born son of Rwandan immigrants allegedly attacked a children’s dance class in a Southport school, killing three little girls and wounding several others. Although these riots were ignited by agitators spreading rumors on social media that the attacker was a Muslim asylum seeker (he was later charged with producing the poison ricin and possessing an Al Qaeda training manual),39 the killings tapped into far wider public anger and anxieties.

			Ordinary, apolitical people also took to the streets over what was widely perceived as the government’s refusal to stop Britain being overwhelmed by an unsustainable tide of immigration. They were furious over the double standards under which the police and government ministers seemed to soft-pedal offenses by Muslims or immigrants but threw the book at the “far right” for whipping up rage against them.

			Anyone who tried to point out that this double standard was all too real and the “two-tier policing” grievance was inherently justified was instantly also denounced as “far right.” This was because liberal orthodoxy held that non-white minorities were never responsible for any wrongdoing because they were always victims of the majority white society.

			With the disturbances thus overwhelmingly labelled as beyond the pale, Muslims seized upon this to portray themselves as victims of society in general. While Muslims and immigrants were undoubtedly targeted by vicious attacks during the riots, the infinitely larger number of offenses by Muslims over the years was thus effectively erased.

			Labelling Muslims as victims served to negate their aggression towards Jews and others. This was, of course, the precise inverse of what had been done to Israel, where a country that was the victim of an Islamic war of annihilation was represented as a terrorist state, thus negating its victimization.

			The Red-Green Alliance

			The reason the Islamists have been able to suborn the Western brain like this is because the West has long been their willing accomplice through what’s been called the “red-green alliance.” Left-wingers who want to bring down the West have joined forces with Islamists who are working towards the same goal. This is even though the society envisaged by the Islamists would destroy every assumption beloved of Western liberals by denying human rights—treating women as second-class citizens, killing gay people, and regarding anyone leaving Islam as a traitor to be executed.

			One of the most bizarre examples of this liberal delusion is “Queers for Palestine” who attack gay-friendly Israel for denying Palestinian human rights. But in Muslim society, gay people have no human rights whatsoever. In Iran, they are hanged from cranes; in Gaza, they’ve been thrown off the top of tall buildings.

			White liberals are Islamic supremacists’ useful idiots. For years, these liberals have been force-fed the line about suffering Palestinians—based on a complete set of falsehoods about Middle Eastern and Jewish, Arab, and Muslim history—in order to recruit them to Nazi-style, genocidal Jew hatred, the signature motif of the Palestinian community extending far beyond Hamas. And this went into overdrive after the war in Gaza began.

			Liberals’ reflexive distaste for Israel and their more understandable compassion for the suffering of Gaza’s women and children—images of which were pumped out daily by mass media regurgitating Hamas propaganda—caused them to march under the grotesque banner of human rights alongside mobs calling for genocide. The October 7 pogrom simply couldn’t be allowed to challenge the liberals’ narrative of Palestinians oppressed by Israeli colonialism.

			That narrative isn’t just a view that they hold. It defines their moral personalities as people of conscience devoted to the cause of the oppressed. Anyone who opposes it is “right-wing” and inescapably evil. If the Palestinian narrative is undermined or shown in any way to be false, the liberal fears that his or her claim to be a moral being will be destroyed.

			That had to be prevented at all costs. And because for such post-truth liberals no facts could trump feelings, it followed that no facts could ever trump the images of Palestinian suffering in Gaza and the noble feelings of horror and compassion these produced.

			Whether those images had been radically decontextualized, distorted, or were outright lies was irrelevant. What mattered above all was to deny the Israeli Jews’ status as victims. If Israeli Jews were the victims of Palestinian Arabs, the liberals’ whole narrative would be smashed, and their moral personality would be smashed with it. They would become “right-wing” and therefore evil.

			So Israeli Jews simply couldn’t be victims. That was one reason why those posters had to be ripped down—to tear away the threat to the rippers’ moral identity. And the similarly urgent task of neutralizing the genocidal Palestinian aim of wiping out the Jews was to be achieved by inverting the whole thing and accusing Israel of genocide.

			In focusing upon their hatred of Israel, however, the West’s Palestinian supporters are being played in a war of civilization in which they stand to be the losers. They think they’re supporting the Palestinian victims of oppression. But the October 7 pogrom and subsequent war weren’t about Hamas or Gaza, just as the Palestinian cause itself isn’t about the Palestinians. These are instead fronts in the Islamic war against the West, in which the defeat of Israel and slaughter of the Jews is framed as the essential precursor to an attack on the Christian West and the entire non-Islamic world.

			We know that because the Islamic world tells us this in no uncertain terms. Iranian leaders have said repeatedly they are in a war to destroy the West. Hamas leaders have frequently declared that their aim is to conquer the entire world. In December 2022, Mahmoud al Zahar, a co-founder of Hamas, announced:

			We are not talking about liberating our land alone…. The entire 510 million square kilometers of Planet Earth will come under [a system] where there is no injustice, no oppression, no Zionism, no treacherous Christianity and no killings and crimes like those being committed against the Palestinians, and against the Arabs in all the Arab countries, in Lebanon, Syria, Iraq and other countries.40

			The West, however, refuses to acknowledge the war being waged by the Islamic world against Western civilization. Worse, by appeasing Iran, undermining Israel, and ignoring the Islamization of the free world, it has been giving succor to its mortal enemies.

			Why has the West taken this suicidal course? What has caused it to replace truth by power? Why is it no longer able to differentiate between victims and aggressors? Why is it displaying such existential weakness and confusion that the enemies of civilization are circling like sharks around their prey?

			The Rational Fallacy

			The terrible truth is that the West no longer understands what civilization actually is. Specifically, it no longer understands that civilization is Western, that the West gave birth to it. Instead, our best and brightest have told us for decades that the West was born in the original sins of imperialism and colonialism, racism and white privilege. It’s not worth fighting or dying for. Indeed, John Lennon’s “nothing to fight or die for” is the mantra of the modern deracinated liberal.

			So the idea of a just war to achieve victory over evil is anathema because there’s nothing worth fighting or dying for. Everything—everything—is instead a matter for negotiation and compromise.

			It’s an iron belief of the modern liberal that every world actor is governed by reason and self-interest, and so war must be replaced by negotiation and compromise through “peace processes” and “conflict resolution.” Absolutist religious fanaticism—such as the belief by Iran’s supreme leader, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, that producing an apocalypse will bring the Shia messiah, the Twelfth Imam, down to earth—simply cannot be processed by the liberal mind. Evil is just another negotiating partner. And so between genocide and its victims, the liberal will split the difference.

			That’s why the liberal West has appeased Iran. Iran is rational, goes this argument, and so can be brought in from the cold. If the West embraces Iran and allows it to join the club of nations, it will no longer have a reason to hate us. And so there will be peace, and the lion will lie down with the lamb, and everyone in the Middle East will get along with everyone else.

			That was why US President Barack Obama concluded the 2015 Iran nuclear deal, which would have legitimized Iranian nuclear weapons after only a few years’ delay.

			It’s why the US and UK pressured Israel to allow the Palestinian Authority to rule post-war Gaza as part of a future state of Palestine, regardless of the fact that the PA had presided over the steady development of a deadly terrorist infrastructure in the disputed “West Bank” territories of Judea and Samaria that it administered.

			And it’s why America, with its “ironclad” commitment to Israel, nevertheless blamed Israel for being the “obstacle to peace” by refusing to compromise to the point of surrender with the people who want to wipe it off the face of the earth.

			The West has become blind to reality because of the progressive disintegration of the shared and inherited values that uphold and protect a civilization. It’s the cultural equivalent of autoimmune disease, in which the West has been attacking its own protective mechanisms while embracing the organisms that would destroy it.

			There is, however, an antidote to this. And it is to be found among the very people who are at the eye of the storm.

			Jewish Roots of the West

			By any standard, the current focus on the Jews is an astonishing phenomenon. Antisemitism in the West is epidemic. Israel is singled out for obsessive and malign attack. The Jewish people occupy a vast amount of cultural headspace. A visitor from another planet might assume that the Jews must constitute one of the largest groups in the world to attract such a huge volume of attention.

			Yet the opposite is the case. Israel is around the size of New Jersey in the US and Wales in the UK. In other words, it is minute. The Jewish people are but a sliver of humanity. Jews constitute a mere fifteen million people out of a world population of about eight billion. Most people have never met a Jew in their lives. Few know very much at all about what Judaism involves or about the history of the Jewish people. Yet the Jews excite obsessive interest, hatred, and admiration. Whether in Israel or the diaspora, their achievements and activities appear to play a wildly disproportionate part in the world’s affairs.

			At the same time, people think that Judaism is distant from their own concerns. This is one reason why the eruption of antisemitism in the West is a cause of such astonishment and irritation. Why, Westerners ask themselves, are the Jews at the center of every drama? Why is everyone else constantly having to think about these people? What have the Jews got to do with us?

			The answer is: everything. Judaism is the West’s civilizational soul. Christianity itself, the institutional foundation of that civilization, rests upon Jewish precepts that Christianity thus channeled into Western culture. The Islamists, whose hatred of the Jews is embedded in their religious ideology, grasp this very well. They understand that without Jewish values, there would have been no Western modernity. So in order to resist modernity and destroy the West for Islam, they must wipe out the Jews.

			Those who are attacking Israel and the Jewish people from within the West furnish the essential weaponry for those jihadi forces that have the West in their sights. The onslaught against Israel and the Jewish people by the Islamic world is an essential prelude to the jihadi attack on the West. If Israel were to go down, the West would be next. That’s why the battle for Israel is a battle for civilization. The October 7 pogrom was an inflection point for the West because it illuminated the choice that suddenly and graphically presented itself: a choice between the people upon whom Western civilization depended and the barbarism that would inevitably flow from their repudiation and destruction.

			Many if not most in Britain and America fail to grasp this connection, not just because of their ignorance of Judaism, Islamic theology, or Middle East history, but because they don’t understand what has happened to their own societies.

			They may blame the evidence of cultural decline on an absence of principled leadership, on cowardice or venality, or on the influence of their political and ideological foes. These may indeed be important contributory factors. What they don’t acknowledge, however, is that the West’s existential difficulties arise from the attack from within upon its own Jewish roots. They fail to grasp that those Jewish roots were the irreplaceable source of nourishment for their own society.

			So it’s not surprising that a civilization that has come to hate and despise itself and wants to replace itself also hates and despises the Jews—whose doctrines, precepts, and beliefs lie at the very heart of Western civilization—and wants to replace the Jews and their doctrines.

			Jews are the West’s conscience. But conscience is a nuisance. It gets in way of self-gratification. Worse, it works hand in hand with guilt. The West happens to be burdened with unbearable guilt over the Holocaust. So to get rid of conscience, and to rid itself finally of the intolerable burden of guilt for the Nazi genocide, the West must accuse the Jews themselves of genocide and expel them from its mind and heart.

			And so now we can finally understand why so many people tore those hostage posters down. They weren’t just saying they couldn’t tolerate the idea of the Jew as victim. They weren’t just saying they couldn’t tolerate the idea that Israel may have been the victim of anything. They were tearing the Jews out of their lives, their heads, and their world.

			How the West Can Fight Back

			Increasing numbers of people understand, however, that this sustained onslaught on the cultural and religious roots of the West will destroy civilization itself. A revolt is now under way in Britain, Europe, and America. This revolt takes different forms, but wherever it’s taking place, it involves millions of ordinary people who are no longer prepared to put up with the abandonment by the entire political establishment of the core identity and values of their nation and its shared historic culture. The result in Britain, Europe, and America has been the rise of “populist” leaders and parties.

			In Britain, this took the form of Brexit, the referendum vote in 2016 to leave the European Union and become again an independent self-governing nation. In the French parliamentary elections in 2024, it almost brought to power National Rally, a nationalist, anti-immigration party that was only fended off by a left-liberal alliance in a maneuver that left France in a state of political paralysis. In America, it caused divisions that threatened to tear the country apart between those who wanted to Make America Great Again and those who wanted to Make America Diverse, Equitable, and Inclusive.

			Even in liberal Sweden, the violence resulting from large-scale Muslim immigration brought to power in 2023 a center-right minority government that depended upon support from the anti-immigrant Sweden Democrats, ending eight years of Social Democrat-led administrations.

			So for the West, the fight for its survival as a civilization is very much on, and everything is to play for. And in this great cultural struggle, the Jewish people can play a vital role. That’s because Jewish principles and experiences are the West’s rescue remedy.

			The West doesn’t realize this because it doesn’t realize how deeply Jewish precepts are embedded in the cultural values it has taken for granted. It doesn’t realize that in turning on Israel, the Jewish people, and biblical religion, it’s turning on itself.

			It’s only by restoring those biblical values that the West will be able to save itself. And it can’t even begin to do so unless it first acknowledges its symbiotic relationship with the Jewish people it disdains and begins to understand where the values it so prizes actually come from.

			
			
		

	
		
			2

			Judaism and Western Civilization

			The Bible’s Core Role in Creating Values of the West

			It is an article of Western faith that religion and modernity are mutually exclusive.

			In one box, labelled modernity, are supposedly all the good things that we value: reason and intelligence, progress, science, justice, compassion, freedom. In the other box, labelled religion, are supposedly only bad things: irrationality and obscurantism, superstition, authoritarianism, brutality, enslavement, repression.

			The biologist Professor Richard Dawkins has blamed the God of the Hebrew Bible for everything bad in the world. In his book The God Delusion he wrote:

			The God of the Old Testament is arguably the most unpleasant character in all fiction: jealous and proud of it; a petty, unjust, unforgiving control-freak; a vindictive, bloodthirsty ethnic cleanser; a misogynistic, homophobic, racist, infanticidal, genocidal, filicidal, pestilential, megalomaniacal, sado-masochistic, capriciously malevolent bully.41

			Over the last few years, there’s been a tremendous onslaught against religion on the basis that it stands in the way of the betterment of the world and the happy and healthy development of the individual. Religion is deemed to obstruct the good life. In 2009, Britain’s humanists launched their “atheist bus campaign” featuring a bus that bore on its side the message:

			There’s probably no god. Now stop worrying and enjoy your life.

			That “probably” was perhaps something of a hostage to fortune. The point being made, however, was that religion gets in the way of enjoying life. Why should that be? Because religion has all those tiresome rules that prevent individuals from doing just what they want, whenever they want, regardless of anyone else.

			The moral codes of the Bible are seen as fettering the right of individuals to live exactly as they want with no one to tell them they are wrong. Religion, goes the thinking, is joyless, harsh, and authoritarian. Banish religion, and the individual will be freed from this grim prison to live a life of happiness and self-fulfillment.

			Over the past five or six decades, there has been a determined attempt to lock up those biblical principles in a box marked anachronistic, intrusive, and imbecilic and throw away the key. In 2002, the World Humanist Congress issued the Amsterdam Declaration, described as “the official defining statement of World Humanism.” This proclaimed “the worth, dignity and autonomy of the individual and the right of every human being to the greatest possible freedom compatible with the rights of others.” Religions—dismissed as “dogmatic”—were condemned for their ambition “to impose their world-view on all of humanity.” Ethics were to be derived not from religious sky fairies but “through a continuing process of observation, evaluation and revision.”42

			Biblical religion, in short, has been deemed to have no place in the modern world that prides itself above all on its veneration of freedom and reason, to which all religious faiths are said to be inimical.

			In its place have come a range of ideologies, or man-made ideas. These include individualism, or the belief in the primacy of individual experience and rights; moral and cultural relativism, the belief that there’s no such thing as objective truth and that no one’s values are better or worse than anyone else’s; transnationalism, the belief that the very idea of a nation-state is wrong; materialism, the belief that there’s nothing in the world, the universe, and beyond that doesn’t have a material reality. And so on.

			Secular people claim that secularism—the culture of the modern West that threw over religion—invented all the things that are good about the world. Or else that they were invented by the Greeks. Or else that we’re all somehow born with innate noble instincts and that religion destroys them.

			All this is very far from the truth. One only has to think of the cruelties of Chinese society, the barbarism of ancient Greece, and the core doctrine of “submission” in the Islamic world to realize that these values are far from universal. The notion that human beings are somehow hardwired to be fair, compassionate, and empathetic, to seek cooperation rather than conquest, and to respect human life has been repeatedly shown to be false in cultures where these values are unknown.

			Several writers have pointed out that the principal building block of Western civilization was in fact Christianity.

			Dominion, a book written by the British historian Tom Holland, is a magisterial analysis of the way in which Christian values have shaped the West and still do so even in the most unlikely places.

			His book is not merely a compelling account of the extraordinary reach and persistence of Christianity, which has evolved and adapted down through the generations and across societies. He also argues that Christian values, which have sometimes been involved in slavery, empire, and war, nevertheless lie at the core of what makes the West civilized and good.

			This has startled people for whom it is axiomatic that only secularism produces goodness while religion produces only bad stuff. But Holland points out that even attacks by secular liberals on Christian thinking are motivated by Christian values of tolerance and fairness.

			Yet there’s an elephant in this particular room. For although these core Western principles at the heart of Western civilization were introduced and spread there by Christianity, their origin lies in the Hebrew Bible.

			Holland acknowledges the Jewish foundations of Christianity and also the terrible way Christianity has behaved towards the Jews in the past.

			But what so many overlook is that moral principles assumed to have been invented by Christianity, such as compassion, fairness, looking after the poor, or putting others first, were all introduced to the world by the Hebrew Bible.

			In that book lies the actual origin of the values extolled by the humanists. Without it, civilized values wouldn’t exist. Which is why every terrible regime in history has either ignored its precepts or actively sought their overthrow.

			Judaism is neither a marginal outlier nor a hindrance to Western civilization. It is its foundation stone. Without it, Western civilization would not have turned into the global powerhouse it became.

			Judaism provided the origin of the principles that created the West’s signature coalition between individualism and community, or freedom under the rule of law, that bound people into a cohesive nation. The Hebrew Bible introduced to the world the idea that human beings had moral responsibility. The Mosaic laws were a set of rules and precepts designed to create a community by putting duty towards others before an individual’s own interests and to foster humility and gratitude rather than arrogance and acquisitiveness.

			Placing chains on personal wants and desires certainly constrained the individual. But only through such constraints could real freedom be created. In the absence of such laws, there would be instead moral anarchy, an endless struggle for power between individuals and groups in which the weak would be victimized by the strong in what Thomas Hobbes, in the eighteenth century, was to call a war of all against all.

			The precepts and laws laid down in the Hebrew Bible and the oral tradition— the belief that laws were also passed down orally in an unbroken chain from generation to generation until they were finally committed to writing after the destruction of the Second Temple in 70 CE—were interpreted and codified by several centuries of rabbinic opinion. Those core principles were subsequently mediated into the public sphere by Christianity, the religion that underpins Western civilization and which itself rests upon Jewish ethical principles.

			Jesus, after all, was a Jew. He would have followed Jewish religious practices. The way in which Christianity eventually became another religion altogether is an issue for another time. But the Jewish basis of Christian values is largely unknown in the West, principally because Christian churches have sought to bury this source and promoted these core values as if Christianity had invented them.

			Such ignorance has been deepened by another layer of concealment as secularism set out in turn to bury Christianity. This has been done by concealing the Christian contribution to the values of the West.
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