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Settling in the Hearts: Jewish Fundamentalism in the Occupied Territo-
ries, by Michael Feige. Wayne State University Press, 2009. 328 pp. $54.95.

Michael Feige presents in his new book superb observations on the Gush
Emunim (Bloc of the Faithful) settlement movement. The title of the book,
“Settling in the Hearts,” contains much of its essence. While the Israeli au-
dience might immediately understand the context, the non-native Hebrew
speaker might ask for explanations. The book attempts to describe, mostly
through anthropological observations, the ways in which the Israeli settlers’
community is trying to establish its enterprise in the consensus of the ma-
jority of the Israelis. Are they succeeding? Whereas Meron Benvenisti, an
established scholar identified with the Israel left, argues that the settlement
enterprise is an unchangeable fact, Michel Feige puts a question mark into
this argument, stating that the “settling in the hearts” project so far has failed.

Gush Emunim traces its roots to the 1967 Six Day War and the develop-
ment of a Greater Israel ideology, which sought to maintain Israeli control of
the West Bank and other newly acquired territories. The religious movement,
which became a political force by constructing settlements within contested
territory, is one of the key players in the Israeli—Palestinian conflict. In his book,

Michael Feige analyzes the success of Gush Emunim through an examination of
its ideology, practices, and symbolic construction of space and time. He argues
chat by constructing the meaning of contested territories as a national home-
land, the ideological settlers attempt to redefine Zionism, Israel, and Judaism.
The book contains thirteen chapters that analyze in depth this newly developed
Jewish community in the heart of the biblical parts of the Land of Israel, a terri-

tory which is also highly populated with hostile Palestinian communities.
Feige does not focus on the history or politics of the movement, buc he
describes the settlers’ life, such as time, space and memory, semiotics and se-
mantics, or the perception of themselves vis-a-vis others. In doing so, he al-
ways contrasts the settlers’ view to the logic of the non-settler Israeli society
and thereby comes back to his actual task of analyzing to what extent the
settlers succeed in incorporating their narrative into the wider Israeli narrative.
In the first section of this volume, Feige explores how the Gush Emunim
settlers reinterpret Jewish history, secular Zionist ideology, religious faith, and
the Bible to discern the settlers’ attitudes toward the Jewish exile experience.
Feige identifies the crucial principles at work in the settlers’ attempts to ap-
propriate land, particularly in their use of collective memory, referring both
to ancient times and to more contemporary events. In the second section, he
presents fascinating case studies of Jewish settlements that Gush Emunim
built beyond the green lines, in important symbolic centers such as Hebron,
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Ofra, and Gush Etzion. The concluding section analyzes the contemporary
changes, conflicts, and crises that have affected Gush Emunim in the last years.
Settling in the Hearts is based on a variety of qualitative sources, including in-
terviews, participant observation, settlers’ publications, and visual documents.

Michel Feige has written a book that will be quoted everywhere, not only
because of the important research conducted, but also because so little has
been written on the national religious society. Feige's comprehensive study is
well conducted. His writing is not polemic, not explicitly or implicitly, un-
like other books published recently. The book is full of details and references,
which create the basis of information on the topic.

One note, pedantic maybe, is about the use of the term "Gush Emunim”
for the national religious group and their allies. With all due respect, the im-
pact of Gush Emunim is unquestionable. However, this movement has not
existed for many years. Gush Emunim leaders turned each one to his way,
and most of them are no longer in positions of influence, where others came
in their place. It is better that in such an important research one should not
generalize, even on a very low level of accuracy, and treat the settlers as “Gush
Emunim.’

The “settlement on the ground” project was very successful, with more
than 250,000 Jews living in the West Bank. Settling in the hearts is a different
story, however. Why is it so? Feige devotes his last chapter to answering this
question. The Oslo Accords, the peace treaty signed between Israel and the
Palestinians in 1993, was the settlers biggest failure ever. The partition of the
land and the creation of the Palestinian Authority foiled the Greater Israel
idea, The privet road system, which was established in order to protect the set-
tlers from driving through Palestinian territories, and the fencing of the West
Bank as part of the Separation Wall project, proved that the Gush Emunim
idyll of settling in all of the territories of the West Bank was impossible. From
that point on this project has been perceived by the majority of the secular Is-
raelis—left and right—as an obstacle, a problem that requires constant atten-
tion and protection. The Rabin assassination in 1995 was another blow to the
movement’s image: the assassin, who came from the religious Zionist circles,
and the ideology that motivated him, took away the moral zeal they once held.

However, their biggest problem, Feige claims, lies in the transformation of
Israeli society: “The settlers failed to settle in people’s hearts because they pro-
posed a vision that ran counter to dominant trends in the society. . .. They of-

fered collectivism in the age of individualism, traditional commitment in times
of personal self fulfillment, sanctification of place in age of cyberspace and easy
territorial mobility, and memory in an era of forgetting” (p. 274).
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Where do we go from here? Is this enterprise reversible? Will the State
of Israel be able to uproot the settlements for peace? These questions remain
open. Much depends on the ability of the settlers to win the hearts of the Is-
raelis in crucial times that are still to come.

Motti Inbari
University of North Carolina
at Pembroke
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The Statehood of Palestine: International Law in the Middle East Con-
flict, by John Quigley. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010. 326
pp. $27.99.

Ihe Statehood of Palestine is a compelling study which peels away many of the
layers of propaganda and rhetoric related to Palestine as a State. While the
author provides a number of fundamental insights as to the legal status of Pal-
estine from the League of Nations era onwards, much of the book is dedicated
to providing a descriptive narrative and little to providing the legal analysis of
Palestine as a State.

John Quigley, Professor of Law at Ohio State University is a leading ex-
pert in the area of international law where it relates to Palestine, having de-
voted much of his academic life to the issue: The Statehood of Palestine is his
third related monograph after Palestine and Israel: A Challenge to Justice, 1990
and A Case for Palestine: An International Law Perspective, 2005.

[n the Preface of The Statehood of Palestine, Quigley writes, “the identity
and character of Palestine have long been an enigma,” and thus he turns to de-
scribe, in the first three sections (fifteen chapters), the movement from Otto-
man control, through the League of Nations Mandate and the post-Mandate
war of 1948, then going on to deal with the international reaction to attempts
to forge Palestinian statehood. It is only in the last fifty pages that Quigley
truly moves away from description to an analysis of the claims of statehood of
Palestine as against the international legal standards manifest in what may be
termed the Montevideo Convention criteria.

Those criteria, first set out in 1933, describe a State as having a permanent
population; a defined territory; a government; and the capacity to enter into re-
lations with other States. As the Montevideo criteria are the basis upon which
claims of Statehood are made and either accepted or rejected, better would
have been to introduce these early in the text to allow readers to make their own
assessment as to author’s consideration of events and pronouncements.

As to the fundamental insights provided, Quigley notes that “Palestine
presents one of the more curious episodes in state formation” (p. 247). That
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